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the Arab and silently steal away. have li 
ine here, and still less of dying on this side of the Pacific. 


Wherever they are located they breed dissensions, troubie, and | 


strife. They are aliens to usin language, in customs, and in 
laws. We should not permit the introduction of any element 
into our body politic that will not assimilate and become a part 
of the same. 

This the coolie never will do. He builds no schools, he erects 
no public buildings, he does nothing but work cheaply and as 
rapidly as possible that he may return to his native !and and 
live in idleness. Men who have thoroughly studied this ques- 
tion regard their further coming as a detriment to the labor of 
our country. A system of underpaid wages is always a system 
of fraud and deceit. There is something so honorable in work, 
there is something so noble in industry, that the ingenuous mind 
regards injustice to the toiler with mingled feelings of indigna- 
tion and contempt. In this age, and,more than all, in this Re- 
public, it is a moral felony which the high chancery of a just 
God will fully avenge. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I shall avail myself of this opportunity to very 
briefly refer to a matter outside of the present discussion. Now 
and then, and more especially of late, in one or two magazines 
of the East and in a newspaper or two whose vision has never 
reached the other side of the Alleghanies, that the West 
entirely too much representation in proportion to her popula- 
tion and development. As far as this House is concerned, we 
receive the same proportion of representation in the West that 
the other districts throughout the country do, and [ believe i 
the vote upon which I have the honor to be elected is examined, 
it will show as many, if not more, votes than that cast for an) 
other member upon this floor, and | cheerfully invite examina- 
tion upon that point. 

But the criticism is not so much applied to the House as it is 
that those States have the two Senators that are guaranteed to 
them by the Constitution; but I think, Mr. Speaker, if they 
would examine that side of the question they will find that these 
Senators represent interests that are as great as any Senator on 
this side of the Allerhanies represents. These gentlemen who 
are engaged in making these criticisms need to broaden their 
views. Nothing is moreclear than that the interests of the people 
of the West are directly and positively the interests of the people 
of the East. We are not only your fellow-citizens, but your cus- 
tomers. When we are rich you prosper, when we are poor you 
suffer with us. , 

Sir, [am glad I represent a Western constituency. I rejvice 
that I have been honored with theirsuffrages. Theseare brave, 
bold, manly, and energetic people, who have blazed the mere 
pathway of the pioneer into a magnificent highway, and built on 
the other side of the Rocky Mountains an empire for you and for 
me. The men who are engaged in criticising them are merely 
the descendants of those who built commonwealths in the past, 


has 


, | 
They have no purpose of liv- | 
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|}am not mistaken, will place the raw materials and products of 


while I have the honor, sir, to represent those who create com- | 


monwealths and have been busily engaged in building States. 
Mr. Speaker, the question of emigration is a grave and im- 
ortant one, and especially that portion which relates to coolie 
Sabor. Had the Chinese emigrated to the eastern shores of this 
country instead of its western, it ismy judgmentthey would have 
produced a revolution long since, because you can not place in 
any portion of this country a hundred thousand laborers who 
make their purchases from their own country, and what money 
they have left from every dollar they earn is sent to their own 
country for an accumulation that they can returnupon. And it 
has only been on account of the unexceptional conditions of the 
Pacific coast that we have been enabled to stand this drain for 
twenty years. And so I say this question is a grave one. We 
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an effort to destroy everything which makes the Western coun- 
try prosperous. 

When the silver debate was up, they then attacked one of our 
great products. Now, when we are seeking to give labor to our 
fellow-citizens, and to our own flesh and blood, Massachusett 


s is 


again here endeavoring to deprive us of that privilege. Soon 
there will be passed through yonder portals a bill which, if I 


the great West upon the free list. Thenagain Massac] ts 





will be found, as she has been for a hundred years, here seeking 
protection for her manufacturing industries and the placing on 
the free list our barley, our hops, lead, lumber,and wool; and as 
this debate has proceeded [ could not help thin ne of asimilar 
scene that occurred in the House of Representatives fifty 4 
ago. Then John Randolph of Roonoke, in a s c ut 
foree, denounced New England New Engla 
The grand old man, known as the Bald Eagle of Rhode Island 
Tristam Burges] rose to reply, and in the closing remarks upon 
the proposed tariff legislation he said: 

The policy of the gentleman from Virginia calls m t 4 course 
la 1 resulting in the entir lestruction of one part of this Unt 

\T 


Ir. Speaker, the policy of the gentleman from Massachusett 
calls them to a course of legislation that destroys 
portion of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. until I get through, and 
then I will yield to the gentleman with pleasure. [have only a 
few moments left of my time. 

Then he goes on to say: 


absolutely one 


Not 








Mine own romantic country, must we leave thee Beautiful patrimony 
of the wise and good; enriched from the economy, and ornamented the 
lab« and perseverance of two hundred years—must we leave thee, vener 
abie heritage of ancient justice and pristine faith 


We must leave thee if the policy of the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia is enforced. 


Wemust leave thee to the demagogues who have deceived and sold us and 
to the remnants of the Penobscots, the Pequods, tl Mohicans ie Nar 
ragansett that they may lure back the far retired lh fr the distant 
forest, again to inhabit in the young wildern: rowil ip in r flour 
ishing flelds and spreading with briars and brambles over most pleasant 
places 


Mr. Speaker, must we leave our country to the Coeurd’ Alenes 
the Spokanes, the Nez Perces, to the Yakimas and the Colum 
bias, that they. too, may lure back the retired bear 
distant forest to roam over our fruitful fields? 

When this character of legislation shall come to pass, may no 
the great West again become a lair for wild beasts and for sav 
ages; the graves of our parents be polluted, and the places mac 
holy by the first footsteps of pioneers become profaned by the 


from 


orgies of barbarous incantation. The evening wolf shall again 
howl on our hills and the echo of his yell again be heard around 
our waterfalls: the ow! at noonday may roost on the high altars 
of devotions, ‘‘and the fox will look out of the window” upon 


the utter desolution caused by such legislation as has been at- 


| tempted in this Congress against the great West In that hour 


have to the east of us 300,000,000 of discontented people and to | 


the west of us 400,000,000 of uneducated and unchristian races. | 


Upon this our native land meet these two great streams, the 
one white and the other yellow, and it has been said by someone 
‘*they can not flow peacefully upon parallel lines, but as the 
Sennstecent waters of the Mississippi and the yellow fiood of the 
Missouri mingle, the greater and clearer stream is stained and 
flows polluted to the sea.” 
out regard to politics, with courage and with conscience in de- 
fense of the honest labor of this country. Let us do justice, and 
under no circumstances forget our duty and our obligations to 
our native land. [Applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, I have listened with the greatest pleasure to my 
able friend from Massachusetts, Mr. MORSE. I have also paid 
the closest attention to the able gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Mr. DRAPER; also to my friend Mr. McCALtL, from the State 
of Massachusetts. I also paid strict attention to the very able 
and scholastic gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. EVERETT, 
whose learning and logic I do honor; and as the debate pro- 
ceeded I could not help but think that the grand old Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, perhaps unwittingly, was engaged in 
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Let us then perform our duty with- | 





i ton 


the gentlemen who have spoken against our interests can rise 
in their places and exclaim truthfully asold Tristam Burges did, 
in reply to John Randolph: ‘** Hodie, hodie, Caurthago delend: 
to-day, to-day, the great West has been destroyed.” 

Mr. DINSMORE was recognized. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to yield me 
a minute to ask the gentleman from Washington «a question 


Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts asking the gentleman from Wash 
ington a question, but I prefer that he should ask it after I ge 
through. I will say tothe gentleman that [ would gladly extend 
to him any courtesy in my power, but, as he knows, the tim: 
when this debate is to end has almost arrived, and another gen- 
tleman is tofollow me upon whose time I must not trespas 

Mr. Speaker, I had not intended to take any 
this discussion, and I do not feel that anything [ ma: 
add much to the force of what has already been said b 
men in the debate upon the pending measure. Butit has oc- 
curred to me, sir, considering the wide range which the discus- 
sion has taken, the very extended scope which h 
to the debate, that it would be well for the House 
practical consideration of the actual question which is be 
fore it. 

We have heard a great deal that has been entertaining, inter- 
esting, admirable in the way of declamation »nd oratory, bet it 
seems to me that the proposition offered for our consideration is 
very plain, simple, and practical, and one that we should deal 
with without entering upon such a wide field of discussion. We 
have heard learned dissertations upon international comity, upon 
treaty relations, upon the power and force of treaties when in 
conflict with statutory laws, and on the costitutional limitations 
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upon such laws as the one which the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs has reported a bill to amend, 

We have listened to gentlemen in their efforts to make this a 
party question, and | must say that I was somewhat amused a 
moment since when my friend from Washington | Mr. WILSON] 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] met almost 
in an embrace, though differing so widely upon the question 
presented for the cousideration of the House, simply because 
they had come to the conclusion that the Democratic party could 
not be trusted as to the exclusion of the Chinese, the silver 
question, or anything else. ({Laughter.] : 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that these arguments and orations have 
been very entertaining and perhaps instructive, indeed they 
have been instructive; but what I would call attention to is that 
they are not pertinent to the question before the House. [I lis- 
tened with a great deal of pleasure to the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. MCCREARY of 
Kentucky] in his dissertation on the force of treaties. 1 was 
greatly entert:ined by the most admirable speech of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi{Mr. HOOKER}, and followed with pleasure 
his thrilling sentences when he expressed, with fervid eloquence, 
his admiration of the great Chinese Empire with its ancient 
treditions, its civilization, and its institutions so far antedating 
those of our own country. 

{ have heard with much interest the denunciations by other 
gentlemen in their vigorous attack upon the Geary law, which 
is a law in force upon the statute books ofourcountry. But what 
is proposed, Mr. Speaker, to this House? If there had been a 
bill brought here by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to repeal 
the Geary liw, then much that has been said would have been 
entirely pertinent and forcible in this discussion. But no such 
measure is proposed to the House. There is no measure here 
proposing to repeal the law which bears the name of my bril- 
liant and able friend from California [Mr. GEARY}. 

A bill has been reported to the House simply to extend the 
time provided in that law for the registration of the Chinese 
who are resident in this country and who desire to be protected 
by this Government, and to that bill certain :mendments are 
offered by the gentleman from California. One of those amend- 
ments, it may be unnecessary for me to state, provides for the 
interpretation of the term ‘‘merchant” as used in the law. 
Another provides for means of identifying those Chinese who 
are resident in this country and who claim the protection of the 
Government of the United States. Another appertains to the 
arrest and detention of Chinese who have been held tobe viola- 
tors of the law. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I am in the fullest sym- 
pathy with the billasreported by the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. I voted for it in the committee and I propose to vote for 
it inthe House. I shall do so because, whatever may be the in- 
fluences that have been brought to bear upon those Chinese who 
are living in this country, however many of them-there may be 
who are here in violation not only of law but of treaty, what- 
ever stat»>ments may have been made to them, and however far 
they may have gone indisregard of the laws of the United States, 
I believe that there are very many of these people whose minds 
have been influenced by the idea that this law would be held to 
be inoperative, to be unconstitutional and void,and who for that 
reason did not register under the law. 

\nd this Government, Mr.Speaker, can afford to be generous 
and extend the time within which they must register. But I, 
for one, desire that they should be required to register and 
identify themselves as lawful residents in the United States; and 
if they fail in this, that they should be deported from.this coun- 
try. I would not be understood as being in the slightest sense 
unfriendly to the Chinese. Iam notso. On the contrary, Ihave 
many reasons for feeling kindly toward them. I have been asso- 
ciated in official relations most pleasantly with many of the 
Chinese officials, There is a great deal in their character which 
I admire, and I join with other gentlemen here in admiration 
of the civilization of China in many respects. But theirs is not 
our civilization, their God is not our God, nor theirs our people. 

While I respect them, while I find much in the Chinese char- 
acter to admire, the question is not whether we are friendly to 
the Chinese, but shall we protect American citizens against im- 
migration coming into this country which is inimical to our in- 
terests, which comes in conflict and competition with American 
labor? Thatisthe question. Are we entitled to resort toa law 
which will be effective in ridding ourselves of undesirable im- 
migration and protecting our own labor from that of foreign 
countries? | would not extend the inhibition to the Chinese 
alone, but would extend it to pauper labor from every country 
on the face of the earth. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to speak for afew moments upon the 
inter-relations of the two governments upon thissubject. There 
has been an understanding between us. The Government ofthe 
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United States is not trying to force upon China something con- 
trary to her wishes, The Government of the United States may 
not be justly declaimed against by her own citizens and by hon- 
orable Representatives in this House as ‘“ unjust,” ‘ unchris- 
tian,” *‘ inhuman,” “ cruel.” 

We are in this Congress attempting only tocarry out the pro- 
visions of the treaty and the Geary law, whichis in conformity 
with it, and we now propose to make a generous concession to the 
subjects of China, which country is on friendly relations with us 
founded upon treaty, and to extend the time in which they may 
register. I will say there are some things in the law as now in 
force which I find objectionable to me; but they are not under 
consideration here. There are provisions in that law for which 
I never would have voted if I had been a member of Congress at 
the time it became a law, but so long as they remain unrepealed 
they must be recognized as binding. And the purpose of this 
biil is not +o repeal. 

We are not asked to repeal the Geary law nor any of its provis- 
ions in the bill under consideration to-day. There is a simple 
proposition submitted to the House; and that is, the Geary law 
being law in force upon the statute books of the United States, 
shall we extend the time which it provides for the registhation 
of Chinese, and which has already ended; and if so shall we 
add the amendments to the law which are suggested by the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. GEARY] for the purpose of making 
it more efficacious and enforcing it successfully? Because, Mr. 
Speaker, if we have a law, the way to put that law in force and 
make it respected, is to provide such machinery for its enforce- 
ment as will make it effective. 

If the Chinese in the United States come to vaderstand that 
we have a law that can not be evaded, that it can and will be en- 
forced, they will comply with its provisions. Moreover, the 
effect upon our native and citizen laborers will be equally salu- 
tary and will cause them to refrain from those acts of outrage 
and violence which have toooften disgraced our country. There 
have been many occurrences of riot and violence in each coun- 
try against the people of the other that are deeply regretted by 
both Governments respectively. 

What are the relations between the Chinese Government and 
the United States Government onthis question? Idesireto cail 
attention to the negotiations which have taken place between 
these two Governments. In the first place,let me read from the 
treaty of 1880, which was solemnly entered into, signed, and rati- 
fied by the respective powers. That treaty makes this provis- 
ion in Article I: 

Whenever. in the opinion of the Government of the United States, the 
coming of Chinese laborers to the United States or their residence therein 
affects or threatens to affect the interests of that country, or endanger the 
good order of the said country or of any locality within the territory thereof, 
the Government of China agrees that the Government of the United States 
may regulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence, but may not ab- 
solutely prohibit it. The limitation or suspension shall be reasonable, and 
shall apply only to Chinese who may go to the United States as laborers, 
other classes not being included in the limitations. Legislation taken in 
regard to Chinese laborers will be of such a character only as is necessary 


to enforce the regulation, limitation. or suspension of immigration; and 
immigrants shall not be subject to personal maltreatment or abuse 








Now, here in 1880, the two Governments agreed between each 
other that the United States Government might ‘‘ limit, regu- 
late, or suspend” the coming of Chinese laborers to this country. 
What does the Geary law do? Does it seek to do more? L[ad- 
mit there are provisions in that law which seem to me harsh in 
their nature; but the United States Government has never un- 
dertaken to do anything except to ** regulate, limit, and suspend ~“ 
the coming of Chinese laborers into this country. The doors of 
our country are open and will continue to be open to the schol- 
ars, the students, the scientists, the merchants, the visitors from 
China, and to her young men coming to this country to study 
our institutions and receive such lessons as will be beneficial to 
them in their native land. Butthere can be no question that we 
have a right under the treaty to “limit, regulate, and suspend” 
Chinese immigration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Geary law was passed, and whether or 
not it is just in its provisions, whether or notit is constitutional, 
is a question we are not here to deal with to-day. The courts 
will deal, they have dealt, with the constitutional questions in- 
volved. We deal to-day with the measure presented from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, which is a proposal to extend 
the time within which under the Geary law Chinese residents 
of this country may register and identify themselves as resi- 
dents, as distinguished from those who come here in violation 
of our laws and the provisions of the treaty itself. 

Negotiations were entered into to revise the treaty of 1880, to 
form a new treaty. Not only that, but the proposed treaty was 
actually negotiated and signed under the express instructions of 
the two Governments respectively; but that treaty was not rat- 
ified by the Chinese Government. Now, let us examine for afew 
moments the deliberations and the negotiations that took place 
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; between our Governmentand the Governmentof Chinafor whose >Y1 natin z the name 

a . s} . = “ag st wire . rT: a heavy fine 

: officials I have the highest respect; and I derire tosay thatso 

of them are great men of broad mind, good heart, and generous | can not go thither again unless he 1 . to 


3. Any Cainese laborer who has returne » China from the Un sta 








statesmanship. I desire to reiterate that I have no il » OF um 

feeling toward the Chinese Government or its people. = ns e t I = 5 3 3 
‘ that every word uttered by me on this floor will be conv cae ae ; s 
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gentlemen resident in that countr 




























































9 with the I ng 
consider my friends. : 
I would have th to understand that I cherish friendly But following th 17 , 
: . tery . \Ip nm} Y YY ; s iy } 
ing for them as a p ople andan ym, but I speak as an Al , o> embe! Mr. Denby, 0 nint r in ¢ 
= " , 1 : } : 
ican in behalf of his own } 1e protection of Ame ( t hit : 
citizens and in their interest in ever comes to this ns ity resting n t 
: country to find a permanent le only seeks a temp " fli es that might t v 
3 residence for profit. ’ r done by him here it | tow h hew 
might not be peritormea bi ople Every do yurtier t DY V 
. . - 7 7 + + +) ; t < 
earns is a wage taken fron 1 laborers. who mus pre-ented the ¢ ( \ ; 
z : : - ° . 4 : } 4 bows ‘4 | 
: bread by the sweat toil; so many of whom are now 0 the detals of | V 
4 employment d longin or the m ns of honest support 1 t distineuishe } tists In Cl L. Al I 
I Our religions, our civi itions, our morals, our man! ‘ »| Tsung Li ‘ en, the 1 
are all dissimilar: there is no homogen :ity betwe We ; Ss ‘ : hae 9 
never assimilate such a population. Our laborers \ l ( It is as 
, admitted in China. Our people a not admitted for tra ; ) 
that country except in a few ports that are open to us, W 
whole United States is open wide with all of its cities, tow! 
villages to the merchants of China. May we not, then, r } SI l 
labor for our own people? Y n, to wi 
7 . ; . . . ‘ ¢ Hisi Ch 
f Mr. Speaker, there has been a perfect understanding | "an 
the two governments with reference to what has been done unt 
; thisquestion. Now, let us look to the correspondence and n¢ ' } ' 
¢ : . ° : t ‘ 
2 tiations between the authorized agents of the two ¢ 
{ In the first place sir, I would submit ir the consideration ¢ 
House the communication which v bmitted to tt l ee 
s States minister, Mr. Charles Denby, by the fe n off anid wt ata : 
1 kins. Here is the offic l paper which ( i 
\ lib rete ly Pp >p r iO) ‘Ly off ‘ers of the Chi t ofCh ’ t 5 
j Government, and the consideration of the United 4 said thatChi: ind 1 1 \ 
: States Governm ministe accredited ag qu n. Is 
the it of gove 1g reject 
t t é I l 
Now ( ina. « h ) La i, pl ve a Las a } t x 
tion, that laborers who have not been to the United State : 7 , 
: strictly prohibited from going thither sane aie = ith 
, This is China talking now. h the word * suspend " to wo 
Nor any Chinese laborerwho has returned to Chin Unit aie ee ea ye : 
where he has no property or family. will be gllowed ick ( sha 1 . 
run the risk of treading onthe ground ofdanger. W urd to the b , in th ' . 
laborers now remaining in the United States and that « f < ° 
titled by treaty to come and e their own free will and accord, it is ho . 
that they will forever be treated according to treaty stipulation ' ese Nas ' ie 
Has anybody proposed to treat them otherwise? _ 
i i . CA 4 
These are the outlir of the plan proposed for the pro} t} . st it wa ° 
3 Chinese laborers, but the detailed ; 1inute provis softher i . h to support all n 
{ to the same will be communicated to you for your inf : Li r ad p ia w bill or not, it was ] f yuche 
3 ve been discussed and decided upon by the Chins mil t at | i ‘ buat ina | 
i t toy r ( rn : ; 
4 ms a Se ' 7 ‘ t 
j This communication was in January, 1887. No ( rong ; 
x what the Chine inister in Washington com! ted to nded ex 
United States G nment in pursuance of the same subject and : 
purpose. H in an official note to Mr. Bayard, the then , : 18.74 1 ; 
Secretary o! tte, in March, that is to say, the March fo : new t ‘ ! 
ing January, 1887, when the other memorandum was submitted p, ¢ aot 
to Mr. Denby at Peking, the following: i Boast 
‘ In your note of the 12 January last an inhibition was prop l 
4 immiration of Chine | yrers into U1 s for a t 
i and a discussion toge r of measur t ‘ ‘ ; 
} gested, so that when agreed to th ‘ i ate } pa I 
; for « ration. And im reply of the lsih Janu y last I said I had ) ing me to cor With 
| Seve 3 to propose for your excellency'’s cox eration I en ma y the « 
Q Now, , in conformity with the 1 ‘tions from the foreten off what dhe sala etx 
§ arefully ‘awn out in detail certain provisions in connection with the pr delavs. and it * be 
posed pre ion and restric yn oO coming of the Chimese k er ) t l< ite ts pI 
4 the United States, and the pi rp L< nese that a i 
f the United States. w hisend herewi irexcelle1 so th Ly it ino t 
ie together discuss the same. in the hones that. when they are agreed ur j itot m that if they w 
4 you may communicate the same to the Senate and I to the foreign nt of any additions or alt 
for their respective cons ration; and upon their approval by e lat I w ohn @ 
the decree of my sovereign will be ked for the { : I ‘ 1 








supplemented to the treaty of November 17, 1880, d h l | e y I 
faithfully carried out by both Governments iow in China \ ) I 
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mitted to the Secretary of State the following proposals: Nor 


The prop: sed provisions are as follows: _ cae may understand—beca » 7 t is wh Ty t 
1. China, having of her own accord prohibited the immigration of its oc) oe ’ ' 
the House—the mutual understanding and « 





jects into the United States, will do so from time to time in such manner as : ¢ 
may be required by circu stances, there being no necessity for fixing a cer- | Governments upon this sub ect, as ressed 
tain period for that purpose ~aclit ae hi 1 
ae ane . credited agents; and China hs professed that 
2. No Chinese laborer who has never been to the United States shall be per : ~ * F Pp 
Mmitied to go thither. ny such li "er who shall be detected in attempting 


i do that which Congress has already d 
e to go to the United States by fraudulently makirg use of areturn ticket and 


I am willing, Iam desirous to extend 1 














2564 


Chinese may register; but I favor also the amendment proposed 
by my friend from California|Mr. GEARY], adopting a more effica- 
cious means of identification of the registered resident. We 
are told that that is objectionable. What is required? Simply 
that they shall go to the proper officer designated by the United 
States Government when they register, and deliver to hima 
photograph when he receives his certificate of registration. 

Now, that photograph has become a great bugaboo. They say 
it is amark of indignity, a badge of insult, of disrespect. 

Mr. Speaker, why should it be considered so? The statements 
made by my distinguished friend froin California [Mr. GEARY] 
with reference to the difficulty of identifying a Chinaman are cer- 
tiinly just. Itisnoreflection upon them; itis no dishonor tothem 
that they in their general appearance resemble each other more 
than our people, but they have not the distinguishing features of 
the Anglo-Saxon race. The Chinese areallalike. They have an 
uniform complexion, uniform hair, uniform eyes, uniform dress, 
and we do know, and it is shown here in this correspondence 
which I have not taken the time to read, that there has been a 
traffic and a trade in the city of Hongkong in these certificates 
of registration, which have been bartered by returned Chinese 
to their fellows coming to this country who have no right to 
come upon our soil. Now, what we desire to do is to prohibit 
that: and I say it is no indignity to a Chinaman to ask him to 
present his photograph. 

[t has been said to him by designing persons, the Six Com- 
panies or their representatives—whose occupation I sincerely 
hope will soon be gone, because theirs is no honorable employ- 
ment—it has been stated to him, I say, that these photographs 
are marke of dishonor, that they are to constitute a ‘‘ rogues’ gal- 
lery,”’ a ‘‘ blacklist.” Mr. Speaker, such a statement, such an 
interpretation is wholly unwarranted. On the coutrary, the re- 
verse is true, because when a man presents his photograph, 
which he gets at small expense, it is filed, and is the best evi- 
dence procurable that that man is a bona fide resident of the 
United States, who, by the permission of the Government, is 
entitled to remain here and to receive its protection. 

He stands in contradistinction to the Chinaman who sneaksin 
over the border from Canada, or who comes in in substitution 
for some Other man who has gone back to Canton, or Shanghai, 
or some other Chinese city. I say this is a list of honor rather 
than of dishonor, and it seems tome that therecan be noreason- 
able objection to it. In my humble judgment it is absolutely 
necessary to make this law practicable and capable of enforce- 
ment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I remarked a moment ago that I would not 
muke the laws of exclusion applicable alone to the Chinese; and 
I regret that there seems to be a discrimination against the Chi- 
nese incomparison with the people of other countries; butI hold 
it to be, at this time, of the highest importance that we shall 
protect the labor of our country against pauper immigration, 
from whatever clime it may come, and having put the hand to 
the plow I would not look back. It is right and just, and it is a 
part of the province of this Government to protect its own 
citizens. 

Why, the gallant gentleman from New York [Mr. SICKLEs] 
the other day said that the Chinese in New York compete with 
nobody except washerwomen. Mr. Speaker, has it come to this, 
forsooth, because women are washerwomen they are not as much 
entitled to the protection and fostering care of the Government 
asif they held a more conspicuous position in society? Are these 
poor women who earn their living at the washtub not entitled to 
more consideration from this Government than the Chinese 
laborer who comes here without our consent, contrary to and in 
defiance of our laws? If we have sentiment or sympathy let it 
be for the poor men and women, those who stand laboring under 
the shadows of the palaces of the ‘‘four hundred” of New York; 
while the princely owners waste their millions in luxurious liv- 
ing, let us defend those who by their labor earn the bread of 
life for themselves and their children, 

For men must work and women must weep, 
When there's little to earn and many to keep. 

And not only must men work, but women must work while 
they weep; and the labor of all should be as fruitful as we can 
make it. Weshould not countenance that class of immigration 
which tends to corrupt or to put out of work our own people. 





Weshould enactlaws which are just foritsexclusion. [Applause.] ! 
A distinguished member has said in this debate that it has | 


ever been the proud boast of Americans that America is a home 
for the oppressed of all nations. In the early days of the Re- 
public, when our forefathers needed men and women to populate 
this great continent and subdue its wild forests and prairies to 
agriculture and industry, there was motive for such a boast. It 
was an advertisement, thrown into the columns of the world, of- 
fering employment and wealth to such as would come and assist 
in a great work. 
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Mr. Speaker, I think it is time to withdraw that advertise- 
ment. Our public lands are practically gone; there isnotenough 
left to make homes for those already here and their children. 
I would not shut out those who come with good intent to be of 
us and our citizenship and who come under the tongue of good 
report with something as earnest of thrift and worthiness, but 
to the increasing hordes of paupers and vagabonds, communists, 
agrarians, anarchists, and incendiaries that annually teem upon 
our shores I would call a halt, lest the ‘‘ oppressed” of other 
lands become the oppressors of this. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
{Mr. DINSMORE] asks unanimous consent to insert certain docu- 
ments in his speech. Is there objection? [After apause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


[Mr. CAMINETTI addressed the House. 


During the course of the delivery of the above remarks the 
time of Mr. CAMINETTI expired and was extended. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. , 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I desire to offer the amendment that was 
suggested by the argument of my colleague from California [Mr. 
MAGUIRE]. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. 
fered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
is no amendment here. 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, after five days 
of debate I rise to make the closing speech on the bill under 
consideration. 1-vhall be brief, because sufficient time has al- 
ready been consumed in debate, and also because there is not 
much to answer, as the speeches made by the opposition have 
been mainly against Chinese emigration and Chinese habits, 
and these questions are not raised by the bill which I had the 
honor to introduce. I only seek to do that which will benefit 
our people and our country, and at the same time be fair and just 
to others. 

In 1892 I voted for the Geary act. I desired then and [desire 
now to encourage American labor, and do all in my power to ad- 
vance the interests of American laborers and protect them from 
millions of Chinese who would rush to thiscountry if there were 
no laws to prevent their coming. They donot worship our God; 
they donot assimilate with our people; they generally are inim- 
ical to our institutions, and in a century they would not advance 
our civilization and add to our science, art, or literature, but 
would only impoverish American laborers and drive them from 
the country which they have helped to make the fairest, the 
best, the greatest, and the grandest in the world. 

While I say this in regard to preventing the Chinese from 
coming to our country, my feelings of humanity, my devotion to 
justice, my desire to maintain the good name of my country 
make me also say with earnestness that I can not vote to drive 
out of our country as outlaws 85,000 human beings who were in- 
vited here, and who were encouraged by treaties and by laws of 
United States to come and locate on American soil, without ygiv- 
ing them a fair chance to register and prove their residence. 
I believe it is the duty of every man to do what honor and con- 
I could not believe and I would not believe I 
was faithfully discharging my duty as a Congressman if, with- 
out giving them a fair chance to comply with the law, I helped 
to use legislative power in this Christian and civilized age to 
banish and expel from my country nearly 100,000 persons who 
were misled or deceived by those in whom they had confidence 
and thereby prevented from registering, and on whose duty to 
register the highest court in our land showed a division and 
doubt that should appeal to every representative to hesitate be- 
fore imposing the sentence of banishment. 

I have voted for every act passed by Congress since 1884 to ex- 
clude and prevent Chinese laborers from coming to the United 
States, and Iam as much in favor of excluding them from our 
country as any Representative from Californiaor from any other 
State in the Union. The question, however, is not now the pre- 
vention of Chinese laborers from coming to the United States. 
Laws already passed are ample and sufficient to prevent Chinese 
laborers from coming to our country, although the debate for 
the last five days has often sounded like we were debating the 
question of Chinese exclusion rather than the question of Chi- 
nese registration. 

Tearing away the network which fancy and oratory have woven 
around the pending bill, and stripping it of prejudice and pas- 
sion, it simply amends the Chinese exclusion act passed May 5, 
1892, known as the Geary act, by extending the time from the 
passage of this bill six months in which Chinese now in the 
Bnitea States may register and obtain certificates of residence. 
It also amends the act so as to define the meaning of the word 
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“laborer,” and strikes out the word ‘“‘ white,” in the Geary act, | 
and allows one credible witness other than Chinese to prove | 
that the applicant for a certificate was a resident of the United 
States on the 5th of May, 1892. 

One-eighth of all the Chinese in our country registered in the 
twelve months allowed them for that purpose; seven-eighths of 
them were misled and did not register because they were ad- | 
vised by able attorneys and by the chief officers of the Six Com- 
panies, towhich they belonged, that the Geary act was unconsti- 
tutional and that registration was not necessary, and that the 
Supreme Court of the United States would decide that the act 
was repugnant to the Constitution of the United States. When | 
the Supreme Court on the 15th day of May, 1892, rendered a de- 
cision declaring the act of 1892 constitutional the time for regis- 
tration had expired. These deceived persons, many of whon 
had resided in our country for a quarter of a century, should 
have another chance. Surely sixty-five millions of people can 
atford to be generous and just toless than one hundred thousand 
Chinese. 

The object of the Geary act was not to drive out the Chinese 
already here, but to give thein the means of proving their right | 


to remain by registering and proving their residence in the | 
United States. So full and explicit is that act on this subject | 
that, it provides that if by accident, sickness, or other cause they | 
are prevented from registering in the time allowed by law, they | 
can by proper evidence secure the privilege of registration. 

I have listened to all the speeches of Representatives opposed | 
to the bill, and I have failed to hearasingle argument to justify 
Congress in refusing to give the Chinese laborers in our coun- | 
try six months’ additional time in which to register. I believe | 
Chinese laborers will register and comply with the law if al- 
lowed the additional time, and if they fail to comply with the 
law they should be deported without delay. The cost ofthe de- 
portation of 85,000 Chinese laborers, according to the report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, would be $7,000,000; therefore, it 
will not only be just to Chinese persons, but wise economy to | 
pass the pending bill and save millions of dollars to the United | 
States. 

The pending bill is so mild in its provisions and so manifestly | 
just, that I have been surprised that certain gentlemen opposed | 
it so earnestly. Indeed, [ have sometimes wondered whether 
they were masquerading or inearnest. The Administration his 
not been spared in this debate and assaults have been made on 
the President and some of his Cabinet officers which I know are 
utterly unjust and unwarranted. In all ages men have tried to 
make themselves famous by assaulting famous men. History has | 
repeated itselfin this Hall inthelastfew days. President Cleve- | 
land needs no defense by me. His able, patriotic, fearless, and | 
faithful discharge of the great duties that devolved on him made | 
a grateful people elect him last November by a larger popular 
vote and by a larger electoral vote than any man ever received 
before in the history of the world at a free election, and he is 
now by his courage, fidelity to duty, and statesmanship prov- 
ing that he is entitled to equal rank among the ablest and wor- 
thiest of his pr:decessors who have held the great office of 
President. 

I have earet.ily examined the acts of the Administration as 
regards the enforcement of the law of May 5, 1892, and I say | 
with emphasis that the Administration, with the facilities it has | 
at command, with the money that has been appropriated, with 
the intent and meaning of the act as clearly interpreted, with | 
the proposed legislation pendiug in Congress extending the 
time for registration, has acted wisely and properly and done 
all that should have been done. 

The decision of the Supreme Court declaring the Chinese ex- 
clusion act constitutional was not made until the 15th of May, 
1893. A motion was immediately made for a rehearing of the 
case, and this motion was overruled by the court, but not until 
it had been announced that the President would call Congress 
together in extraordinary session. Public sentiment and the 
dictates of humanity and justice pointed unerringly to the grant- | 
ing of further time to Chinese laborers in which they could 
register and prove their residence, and there was no doubt of 
such a result in the public mind. 

Soon after the meeting of Congress the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, at its first meeting held toconsider the question, showed 
that it was unanimously in favor of extending the time. The 
sum of $25,000 only was found to be available in the Treasury to 
enforce the act of 1892. This sum amounted to almost nothing, 
as $7,000,000 were required to deport 85,000 Chinese laborers. 
It was deemed best, therefore, by those charged with the exe- 
cution of the laws, to arrest and deport such Chinese laborers 
who recently came into the United Siatesfrom Canada and other 
border countries as were known to be violators of the law, and 
await action by Congress as regards those who are residents of 
the United States on the 5th of May, 1592. 
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Assistant Secretary, Hamlin, shows that 152 persons were de- 
ported during the last fise:1 year. 

in almost every case where a Chinese laborer was arrested 
under section 6 of the Geary act, he petitioned fora writ of habeas 
corpus, and when, on a hearing, the court fused the writ of 
habeas corpus, he appealed to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and under the Revised Statutes of the United States, see- 
tions 763, 764, 765,as wellas under rule 34 of the Supreme Court 


| of the United States, the custody of the prisoner could not be 


disturbed pending the appeal. 

lt is not necessary for me to enlarge 
Administration. It is clexur that such action has been con as 
regards the enforcement of the Gewry act as wi 
all fair, just, and humane men. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire the time to be extended as provided in 
the pending bill for the registration of Chinese laborers, :nd | 


my statement about the 


wish every proper svt rd to be contained inthe bill. Severa 
amendments have been offered and are now pending. I have no 

| objection to the amendment detining the meaning of the word 
‘*merchant,’ and I have no ob ection to the amendment requir- 
ing the deportation of Chinese laborers, to he executed by the 
United States marshal of the district within . hich such orderis 
made with all convenient dispateh. I have never believed that 
it was necessary to requive that the certificate provided in 
the bill should contain the photo rraph of th yplicant. 


The seventh section of the Geary act gives to the Secretary of 
the Treasury authority to require the photograph if he so de- 
sires. I have confidence in the opinions of Representatives from 
California and other States where Chinese are numerous, and fi 
th ) members of the Ho Ise believe thate ich ecertifieate shou d 


contain the photograph of the applicant [ shall not object 
[ see that my time is out and that the hour has arrived to 


commence voting onthe billand pending «mendmoents. 


fore conclude by expressing the earnest hope that we will fol- 
low the dictates of humanity, justice, and honorable economy, 
and pass the pending bill with the amendments | have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The hour of 3 o'clock | ing arrived, the 
previous question is now considered as operating by order of the 
House upon the pending amendments and upon the bill. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the desk may be considered as pend- 
ing. 

lhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unan- 


imous consent that the amendment sent 
remarks may be co! g. Is there objection 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink that before giv ing consent we should 
hear the amendment read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read th 

The Clerk read as follows: 


up by him during his 
sidered as pending : 


» amendment. 


Add to section |, at the end thereof, the f owlt 

** Provided, That no Chinese person heretofore con vic inany court he 
States or Territories, or of the United States, of afelony s e permitted to 
register under the pro ons of this act itallof such persons Who are now 
subject tod pe rtation for illure or refusaltocor \ theact ich 
thisis an amendment, shall be deported from the Unit States, as ir sid 
act, and as in this act provided, upon any appropriate proceedings new ven 
ing or which may be he: eafter instituted 

TheSPEAKER. is there objection to regarding this amend- 
ment as pending. [A pause.]| The Chair hears non Che 
question will be first upon the provision offered by the gentle- 
man from California |Mr. Loup]as an amendment to the xmend- 
ment of his colleague {Mr. GEARY]. The Clerk will 1 the 


amendment of the gentleman from California | Mr. Loup}. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend the amendment by adding the following 











. ad provided, That upon complaint, under « by any cit of the 
United States, made before a Unit stat vige, stating that any Chinese 
person is in the United States unlaw +’ Warrant for the h 
Chinese person shall be issued by sa 1dze and the a 
subjected to all of the provisions of t! 4 and the ich im 
amendment, the same asif he had been arrested therennder by a toms 
official, collector of internal revenue or his deputies, United State ar- 


shal or his deputies.’ 

The question being taken upon Mr. LOUD’S amendment to the 
amendment, it was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Geary], 
which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The term ‘‘ merchant 


as employed herein and in the acts of which thisis 


amendatory, shall have the following meaning and none other: A met nt 
is a person engaged in buying an. selling merchan x yf 
business, Which business is conducted in his name, and who during t 16 
he claims to be engaged as a merchant does not engage in the performance 
of any manual labor, except such aa is necessary in the conduct of } yusi 
ness as such merchant. 

W here an applicationis made by aChinaman for entrance into the United 
States onthe ground that he was formerly engaged inthis countr mer- 


chant, he shall establish by the testimony of two « 
than Chinese the fact that he conducted such business as hereinbefore ned 
for at least one year before his departure from the United States, an? that 
durin, such year he was not engaged in the performance of any mani sbor, 


ble witne ther 
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except such as was necessary in the conduct of his business as suca mer- 
chant, and in default of such proof shall be refused landing. 
Such order of deportation shall be executed by the United States marshal 
of the district within which sucn order is made, and he shall execute the same 
with all convenient dispatch; and pending the execution of such order such 
Chinese person shall remain in the custody of the United States marshal, and 
shali not be admitted to bail. 
The certificate herein provided for shall contain the photograph of the ap- 
plicant, together with his name, local residence, and occupation. and a copy 
of such cercificate, with a duplicate of such photograph attached, shall be filed 
in the office of the United States collector of internal revenue of the district 
in which such Coinaman makes application ; 

Such photographs in duplicate shali be furnished by each applicant in such 
form as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. GEARY wé 
agreed to; there being ayes 120, noes 10. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment 
of the gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTI], which was 
read a few moments ago. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] as a 
substitute for the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 
‘That, in addition to conforming to all present requirements of law regu- 
lating immigration it shall be the duty of the master or commanding officer 
of any steamer or sailing vessel to take from all Chinese and otheralien im- 
migrants embarking on said steamer or sailing vessel a statement sworn to 
by said immigrant, before the United States consul or consular agent at 
the port of departure. and itshall be the duty of sald consul or consular agent 
toexamine all persons presenting said statement, under oath, as to the truth- 
fulness of the facts set forth in said statement. And if upon said examiua- 
tion he is satisfied said statement be true he shall so certify same on said 
statement, and without said certificate said statement shall not be received by 
the master or commanding officer of any steamer or sailing vessel, or by any 
customs officer or officer in charge of place of entry into the United States. 
Said statement shall give his or her full name, age, and sex; whether married 
or single; the calling or occupation; whether able to read or write; the na- 
tionality; the last residence; the seaport for landing in the United States; 
the final destination, if any, beyond the seaport or landing; whether having 
aticket through to such final destination; whether the emigrant has paid 
his or her own passage, or whether it has been paid by other persons or by 
any corporation, society, municipality, or government; whether in posses- 
sion of money, and, if so, how much, which may be used in payment of pas- 
sage; whether going to join a relative, and if so, whatrelation, and hisname 
and address: Whether ever before in the United States, and, if so, when and 
where; whether everin a prison or almshouse orsupported bycharity; whether 
under contract, expressed or implied, to perform labor in the United States; 
whether a polygamist, anarchist or socialist: his or her condition of health, 
and when the statement is made by the head of the family the condition of 
the health of each minor of the family must be given; each person over 17 
years of age must make his or her own statement as to his or her condition 
of health, mentally and physically, and whether deformed or crippled, and, 
if so, from what cause. 
“Sno, 2. That it shall be unlawful for the master or commanding officer of 
any steamer or sailing vessel or customs officer or any officer of the United 
States to receive or pass any Chinese, or other alien passengers, bound for 
the United States, if the statement made discloses that he orshe is unable to 
read and write; that the passage has been paid by any person otherthan the 
passenger, or by any company or corporation, society, municipality, or gov- 
ernment; or Who does not possess. if a single man over 21 years old, the sum 
of 8100, if a single woman over 20 years old, the sum of $50, if the head of a 
family the sum of 800; or whose statement or certificate ofa physician shows 
him or her to be a person of unsound mental or physical condition: or who 
has ever been in prison for any crime or misdemeanor involving moral tur- 
pitude; or when such person has been in an almshouse or supported by char- 
ty within five years: or a polygamist or anarchist, or socialist; or under 
contract, expressed or implied, to perform labor in the United States: Pro- 
vided, however, That nothing herein shall prevent the reception or pass- 
ing of minors wnder 17 years of age who are coming to this country to 
join their parents, when they possess a certificate from the clerk of a court 
of record showing that the parents are law-abiding citizens and perfectly 
able to care for such children, or any dependent member of a family who 
possess a certificate from the clerk of the court of record showing ‘hat the 
relatives in the United States are residents and citizens of the county and 
State from which said certificate was issued, and that they have under oath 
shown that they are not only willing but perfectly able and agree to care for 
such dependent relative, then, and if said dependent relative be not afflicted 
with any contagious disease, and be not an ex-convict of an infamous crime 
or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, such person may be accepted 
aS & passenger. 
“Smo. 3. That all Chinese and other alien immigrantsshall be listed in con- 
venient groups, and no one list or manifest shall contain more than thirty 
names. To each immigrant head of a family shall be given a ticket. on 
which shall be written his or her name, the name of his wife, and names of 
his minor children, a number or letter designating the list, and his number 
on the list for convenience of identification on arrival. Each listor manifest 
shall be verified by the signature and the oath or affirmation of the master 
or commanding officer, or the officer first or second below him in command, 
taken before the United States consul, or consular agent at the port of de- 
‘parture, before the sailing of said vessel, to the effect that be has made a 
personal examination of each and all of the passengers named therein, and 
that he has caused the surgeon of said vessel sailing therewith, to make a 
phy sicalexamination of each of said passengers, and that from his inspec- 
ion and the report of said surgeon, he believes that no one of said passen- 
gers is an idiot or insane person. or a pauper, or likely to become a public 
charge. or suffering from a loathsome or dangerous contagious disease, or 
& person who has been convicted of afelony, or other infamous crime or mis- 
demeanor. invelving moral turpitude. or a polygamist, or an anarchist, or 
socialist. or under a contract or agreement, expressed or implied, to perform 
labor in the United States and that also, according to the best of his knowl- 
edge and belief, the information in said list or manifest, concerning each 
ofsaid passengers named therein, is correct and true. 
- “Sec. 4. That the surgeon of said vessel sailing therewith shall also sign 
each of said lists or manifests before the departure of said vessel, and make 
oath orafiirmation in like manner before said consul or consular agent, 
stating his professional experience and qualifications as a physician and sur- 
geon, and that he has made a personal examination of each of the passen- 
gers named therein, and that said list or manifest, according to the best of 
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his knowledge and belief, is full, correct, and true in all particulars relative 
to the menial aud physical condition of said passengers: if no surgeon sails 
with any vessel bring.ng alien immigrants, the mental and physical exam- 
ination and the veriucations of the Lists or manifests may be made by some 
competent surgeon emplo\ ed by the ownersof the vessel, said appointment 
to be approved by the United States consul or consularagent, and duplicate 
copies of said lists to be retained by the consul or consular agent. 

“SEC, 5. That in the case of the failure of said master or commanding offi- 
cer of said vessel todeliver to the said inspector of immigration lists or mant- 
fests, verified as aforesaid, containing the information above required as to 
all Chinese and other alien immigrants on board. there shall be paid to the 
colle tor of customs at the port of arrival the sum of $1.000 for each immi- 
grant qualified to enter the United States, concerning whom the above in- 
formation is not contained in any list, as aforesaid, or said immigrant shall 
not be permitted to enter the United States, put shall be returned as now 
provided by law. 

“Src, 6.“ That it shall be the duty of every inspector of arriving Chinese and 
other alien immigrants, as well as customs officers and other officers of the 
United States in chargeof place of entry, to carefully examine each one. and 
if he shall find that heor she is unable to read or write except children 
under the age of 17 years; that the passage has been paid by any person 
other than the person, him or herself, or in case of minors or married women 
by any person other than the head of the family, or guardian of minors, or 
that it has been paid by any company, corporation, government, or society; 
or who does not possess. if a single man overage of 21 years. the sum of $100; 
ifa single woman over age of21 years, the sum of $50; if the head of a family, 
the sum of $800; or that such person is in an unsound mental or physical 
condition, or has ever been in prison for any infamous crime or misdqmeanor 
involving moral turpitude; or that any such person has been in an alms- 
house or supported by charity within tive years; orthat he or she is coming 
under any contract. expressed or implied, to perform labor in the United 
States; or that he or she is a polygamist or anarchist or socialist; then, and 
in either of the above eases. he shall refuse to allowsuch alien immigrant to 
tand or enter the United States, and shall cause them to be retured as provided 
by law: Prowded, however, That nothing herein shall prevent the reception of 
minors under 17 years of age, Who are coming to this country to join their 
parents, When they possess a certificate from the clerk of a court of record 
showing that the parents are law-abiding citizens and perfectly able to care 
for such children: or any dependent member of a family who possesses a 
certificate from the cierk of a court of record showing that the relatives in 
the United States are residents and citixens of the county and State from 
which said certificate was issued, and that they have under oath shown that 
they are not only willing, but perfectly able and agree to care for such de- 
pendent relative; then, and if said dependent rela ive be not afflicted with 
any contagious disease,and be not an ex-convict of any crime or misde- 
meanor involving moral turpitude, such person may be accepted as a 
passenger. 

Sx. 7. That it shall be the duty of every inspector of arriving Chinese or 

ther alien immigrants and all customs officers and other officers of the 

Jnited States in charge of place of entry to detain for a special inquiry, un- 
der section 1 of the immigration act of March 3, 1891, every person who may 
not appear to him to be clearly beyond doubt entitled to admission, and all 
special inquiries shall be conducted by not less than four officials. acting as 
inspectors. to be designated in writing by the Secretary of the Treasury or 
the Superintendent of Immigration for conducting special inquiries; and 
no Chinese or other alien immigrant shall be admitted upon special inquiry, 
except after a favorable decision made by at least three of said inspectors, 
and any decision to admit shall be subject to appeal by any dissenting in- 
spector to the Superintendent of Immigration, whose action shall be sub- 
ject to review by the Secretary of the Treasury, as provided in section 8 of 
said immigration act of March 3, 1891. 

“Spo. 8. And it shall be the duty of all Chinese laborers within the limits 
of the United States who were entitled to remain in the United States be- 
fore the passage of the act to which this is an amendment to apply to the 
collector of internal revenue of their respective districts within six months 
after the passage of this act tor a certificate of residence, and any Chinese 
laborer within the limits of the United States who shall neglect, fail, or re- 
fuse to comply with the provisions of this act and the act to which this is 
an amendment, or who, after the expiration of said six months, shall be 
found within the jurisdiction of the United States without such certificate 
of residence, shall be deemed, and adjudged to be, unlawfully within the 
United States, and may be arrested by any United States customs official, 
collector of internal revenue, Or his deputies, United States marshal, or his 
deputies, and taken before a United States judge, whose duty it shall be to 
order that he be deported from the United States, as provided in this act 
and in the act to which this is an amendment, uniess he shall establish 
ciearly to the satisfaction of said judge that by reason of accident, sickness, 
or other unavoidable cause he has been unable to procure his certificate, 
and to the satisfaction of said United States judge, and by at least one credi- 
ble witness other than Chinese, that he was a resident of the United States 
on the 5th of May, 1892, and if, upon the hearing, it shall appear that he 
is so entitled to a certificate, it shall be granted upon his paying the cost. 
Should it appear that said Chinaman had procured a certificate which has 
been lost or destroyed, he shall be detai ed and judgment suspended a rea- 
sonable time to enable him to procure a duplicate from the officer granting it, 
and in such cases the cost of said arrest and trial shall be in the discretion 
of the court; and any Chinese person, other than a Chinese laborer, having 
a right to be and remain in the United States, desiring such certilicate as 
evidence of such right, may apply for and receive the same without charge; 
and that no proceedings for a violation of the provisions of said section 6 
of said act of May 5, 1892, as originallyenacted, shall hereafter be instituted, 
and that all proceedings for said violation now pending are herevy discon- 
tinued. 

“Sec. 9. All Chinese or other alien immigrants coming into the United 
States by railroads or otherwise shall file said statement with the United 
States officer in charge of the port or place of entry, and said Chinese or 
other alien immigrants shall be subject to sections 6 and7 and all of the pro- 
visions of this law and all other laws not repealed by this act so far as the 
same is applicable. 

“Sxc. 10. This act shall take effect in forty days from the time same be- 
comes a law. 

“Src. 11. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby re- 
pealed.”’ 


The question being taken on the proposed substitute of Mr. 
MAHON, it was rejected. 

The bill as amended was then ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of the 
bill). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. LOUD. Lezull for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 167, noes 9. 
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Mr. LOUD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from California, Mr. 
Loup, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. McCREARY. The 
tellers will take their places. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 
noes I. 

So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to re- 
consider the last vote was laid on the table. 

FORM OF ENGROSSING AND ENROLLING BILLS, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask con- 
sent to introduce a resolution at this time for reference to the 
joint commission. It may be that jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter is with the Committee on P rinting. But we desire to 
have it go to the joint commission, with leave to report. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution to dispense with the present form of en- 
grossing and e mre ing bills and joint resolutions, and directing the use of 
printed copies for the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee that this resolution be referred to 
the joint commission, to report at any time? 

There was no objection. 

SAPETY OF NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. KR. 2344) for the better control and to pro- 
mote the safety of national banks. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. COX. Mr.Speaker, this bill was under consideration be- 
fore the House a few days ago, and at the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky having charge of the Chinese bill, which we 
have just disposed of, I yielded to him for the consideration of 
that proposition. 

I do not desire to go intoany.extended explanation of the mat- 
ter further than | did on the oceasion referred to, and I do not 
think that there can be any serious objection or any kind of dif- 
ficulty in underst:nding the propositions now submitted. It 
will be proper for me to say here and now that the object of this 
bill is not to inaugurate any sort of a financial system or any 
financial idea whatever. It has no re levancy at all to the issu- 
ance of currency or to the general principles of banking. It 
makes no change in the financial system whatever in any re- 
spect. Itis only @ measure of safety and protection, as I shall 
presently show. 

The sole object of the bill is to prevent the officers of national 
banking institutions—presidents, vice-presidents, and cashiers, 
or other officars of the bank—by a combination, to absorb the 
assets of the institution and prevent them from destroying the 
bank, which has been the result so far as national binks have 
been concerned in over two-thirds of the cases where these banks 
have failed. It was never intended as a financial measure. It 
refers solely to the administrative duties of the officers of the 
bank, and while it is not difficult to impose certain restrictions 
on the oltic-rs of the bank and yet preserve the bank, the com- 
mittee, with the exc:ption of one member, unanimously report 
the bill after mature deliberation, and not only recommend its 

ussage, but in the last Congress it was considered and pussed the 

ouse, was amended in the Senate, whereby it went into confer- 
ence, and there it ended. 

Now, the points in the bill are these: Recognizing the fact 
and the truth, which can not be denied, that national banks have 
been broken generally because of speculations engaged in by the 
president, vice-president, and cashier of the iastitution, the com 
mittee deem it important that some such provision as this should 
be incorporated into law. Let me illustraie the fact that the 
banks have been broken by such a process by culing your atten 
tion to only two or three recent instances. The Fidelity Bink 
of Cincinn iti affords one illustration. There was another at 
Boston which furnishes a later illustration, and two banks in 
Philadelphia, a8 you all remember. In my own district we had 
@ very severe illustration of it, where the cashier by certain 
manipulations absorbed all of the assets of the bink. 

Now, as that is the root of the evil, what is the proposition of 
the bill? Simply that when any officer, employ, or servant of 
the bank makes an application for borrowing the funds of the 
bank such application shell be made in writing. Tat shall be 
submitted to the directors of the bank, and, of course, very often 
the applicant for tise lown of the fund is a director of the bank 
In that event he is excluded from any consideration of the ap- 
plication. Whenever, therefore, adirector, officer, employé, or 
servant of the bink makes an application for a borrowing of the 
funds of the bank, he must make that application, as 1 have said, 





—ayes 178, | 
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When he does that the a 


f the bank, and is entered on the minut ( 6 


in writing 
the directors <« 


Dilcatlon isa ) 





bank, and the votes of the directors are recorded as t 
plication. yea and nay. 

Now in the country banks it is very difficult sometimes to get 
the board of directors together so as to consicde pplication 
foraloan. To obviste tuat trouble we provid hat 
the executive commi ttee of the bank, and they a ) in 
the country b aQnNKS that the application shall © 1 t 
committee in writing, and when the application is mid rit 
committee shall report their action upon it to the next 
of the board of directors, and when that is done it is mad 


ter of record on the minutes of the bank. 
Now let us stop here for one momentand see what 
port and object of that. It is to prevent the president, vi 


president, cashier, or any other officer of a bunk, t 


| tiations of their own, from obt:ining the fundsof the b 
out publicity and notoriety to the directors of the bank. The 
object of the provision with reference to the executiv 
tee is to carry out the same thing, and in case the application is 
made to them, they shall report it back to the directors of the 








| utes of the bank. 


| officers of the bank making applications 


bank, and that report becomes a part of the record of the min- 
so that every director can 


see What ls pr u 


ing in the bank. 


Now, wiil you allow me to say here, before I pass from thot 
branch of this bill, that in substantially all these bank failures 
vo which I have referred they have grown out of the factof the 





1s, and sgobtain- 
done 
, With the con- 


through the 


‘nerally 
president 


hat is a 
t or the vice- 


ing the funds of the bank. T 


application of the presiden 


| currence of the cashier; and very often he isintothe trans ction. 
The result is that before the directors know what has beco vf 
the funds of the bank they have certain paper there wh 
res=nts the funds; but when they come to investigate it, it is a 


responsibility only of the officers of the bank. That is exactly 
what has occurred here in man instances. 
Now, another idea in this bill is in the sime line. Of course ] 


do not mean to siy you can legislate honesty into the off of 
a bank, but you can throw such restrictions around them as to 
mike it very difficult for them to accomplish a wrong o t 
Even if that is done, it will accomplish good. This propo n 
also provides that the cashier of a bank when he is ealledon 


a report oe omptro ler of the Currency shall ow in 








arate schedule—not the ordinvry one upon which the re 
made—the linbility of every oflicer, or employ, or servant o 
the bank, whether that liability is incurred as principal, surety, 
indorser, or otherwise. 

Now, whut is the object of that? It is tha the ( of 
the Comptroller may be called to tl le con 1 of to 
show whether or not the officers of t) bunk are a 18 
funds. The moment that is done the Comptroller has ample 
power. There is no trouble upon th it propo n. Then it fol- 
lows as the next idea that if these cashiers, president i es- 
idents, or directors make applications for loan e 
publication of that liability inthe general reports of t cr I 
is obvious to every one why that is done. It is} 
rector or business man wants his private business published in 
a newspaper, to show how much money he has bor 
much he has loaned. Further than this. the ov wing ¢ i 


cecount by an officer or nt of a bank is absolut DI . 


ited. 


serva 


That is the general outline of the bill. Now, in « [ 
may be explicitly understood, before [ go further, | ) 
any question that may be propounded to 1 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gen 
hibition of the making of loans to olficers of t 


plies to directors, if I understand him? 


Mr. aaa Yes. 


Mr. NNON of Lllinois. NowIwantto cal! é ! ; 3 
BF nae eg to the language of the bill to see w!) r 1 8 
or not: 








That no national banking association shall makea 
its vice-president, its cx ashi or any of its clerks, tel 
servants, or other persons in its employ un 

1 loan, stating the amount, terms, and security offer ’ 
beun submitted in w vanes r by the person « ! f 
the board of directors of such banking a cintior oft \ \ 
mittee of such board. if any, and accept nd approved ( of 
those present constituting a qu m 

Now, later on in the same section a director by name is 7 
hibited from making an overdraft; and it seems to me that the 
restriction, in the language of the first section, might notap 
to directors. Very possibly it does apply, but I want to bring 
that matter to the gentleman’s attentior 

Mr. COX (reading): 

No such association shall permit its president, its vice-president, is cash- 
ier, or any of itsdirectors, or any of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, 
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servants, or other persons in its employ to become liable to it by reason of 
overdrawn account. 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
ply to directors. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


But the first part of the section does not ap- 


The word ‘*‘ director” is not men- | 
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tioned in the first section along with the other officers of the | 


bank. 

Mr. COX. Icatch your point. Youthink the word “director” 
ought to be included in the first section. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. From the statement the gentleman 
made he evidently thought that directors were included. 
seems to me they were not. I think they ought not to be in- 
cluded, I will say to the gentleman, but I wanted to see whether 
they were included or not. 

Mr. COX. Let us see now: 

That no national banking association shall make any loan to its president, 
its vice-president, its cashier, or any of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, 
servants, or other persons in its employ - 

Mr. LANE. The word “director” ought to be included. 

Mr. COX. [have no objection in the world to include the 
word * director.” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I do not think it ought tobe there. 
ldo not know but what the gentleman’s language was wide 
enough to cover what the gentleman stated as the intent of the 
bill, and that they were to be included. I wanted to find out 
whether they were included. 

Mr. COX. You are perfectly right in your understanding of 
my ideaof it, that it includes the director, he being an officer. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. <A director might be an officer, but 
not the president or vice-president. 

Mr. COX. Hecan not be a director unless he is a stockholder 
of the bank. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Of course, he has to be astockholder 
to be a director. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iwant tocall the attention of the gentleman 
to the report. It seems that whoever drew the bill and the re- 
port did not intend the director to be included. In the report 
you quote from the Comptroller: 

It would be unwise to forbid an association to loan or to discount for its 
several directors, as they are usually selected from among the leading men 
of the various branches of business for the reason that they possess infor- 
mation of great vaiue in passing upon paper offered by those in some line of 
trade with thems»ives. 

Mr. COX. Will you pardon me, I did not catch the part you 
were calling attention to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I am referring to the report. You quote 
from a part of the report of the Comptroller of the Currency, in 
which, while recommending the passage of a bill like this, he 
expressly says that the director should not be included; and 
therefore it is evident that whoever drew the bill did not intend 
to include the directors. 

Mr. COX. Yes,I see the gentleman’s point, and now I will 
answer him 

Mr. HEARD. The gentleman from Maine quotes the report 
of the Comptroller of the Currency to show that the directors 
should not be prohibited from borrowing. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I gave no opinion in the matter. 

Mr. HEARD. I simply desire to say that the idea thatI have 
of the Comptroller's allusion in his report to the directors is this, 
that it would be unwise, perhaps, to prohibit the directors from 
borrowing from the bank, but I think it would be perfectly 
proper to subject their paper to the same scrutiny as that of any 
other party applying for a loan; in other words, why should 
their paper be accepted without being scrutinized just the same 
as the paper of any other person? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not making any point upon that mat- 


ter; [am simply calling attention to the fact that this bill does | 


not include directors, as shown by the report. 

Mr. HEARD. Therefore, I desire to say, that [agree with the 
gentleman from Tennessee, who says that it was his opinion that 
the director is included, and that if it does not include directors 
it should. My judgment is that that isa point that should be 
secured, so as to prevent the directors, the men who are the 
trustees for the stockholders, from loaning money of the depos- 
itors without the proper safeguards. 

Mr. COX. You can see the extent of tho bill in a moment 
when you get started right. Let me call the attention of my 
friend for one moment to this statement of the Comptroller: 

it would be unwise to forbid an association to loan or to discount for its 


several directors, as they are usually selected from among the leading men 
of the various branches of the business, etc. 


You catch the point there. Now, this bill does not prohibit 
loans to them; and what the Comptroller meant was to repel the 
idea that you would prohibit the directors from borrowing 
money, or the officers. Now, then, what does this bill prohibit? 
While [ think that the language is broad enough to cover all 
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the ollicers, and that it would be nonsense to say that the presi- | 





OCTOBER 16, 


dent could not borrow, or that the vice-president could not bor- 
row, or that none of the employés could borrow, none of the 
servants could borrow, unless certain things were done, and then 
exclude the directors. The idea in the bill is that it covers the 
whole of the parties who have any connection with the bank. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You would have to amend it to include the 
directors. 

Mr. COX. I would not object to that, and that is what it 
means, as I think; but there is no use quibbling upon a point 
when we can agree upon an idea. 

Now, let me pass to another point suggested by the gentleman 
from Illinois[Mr. CANNON]. I think his idea was that the direc- 
tors ought to be excluded. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I think the directors ought to be 
excluded. I think the billis rightas it reads, but the gentleman 
stated to the contrary. 

Mr. COX. lam very sorry that I misled the gentleman, but 
I know the bill is intended to cover every one connected with 
the bank. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Including the directors? 

Mr. COX. Including the directors. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In all its provisions? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That ought to be understood, because the 
point is a very important one. 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to 


| amend by inserting the word “directors” in the fourth line. 


Mr. COX. Waitamoment. While I am satisfied from ex- 
amination of the language of the bill that it is all right, I donot 
desire to make a quibble about a word, and I am willing that on 
the third page of the bill, where it recites the president, the 
vice-president, and cashier, the words ‘‘or any director” shall 
be inserted. 

Following that there is another point to which I call atten- 
tion. On page 3, line 14, after the word “ unpaid,” I would in- 
sert the words ‘‘ by the aforesaid parties.” That makes the pro- 
vision more clear and definite. On the same page, in line 16, 
after the word ‘‘ require,” [ would insert the words ‘or permit.” 

When you make these changes, I think there will be no diffi- 
culty in understanding clearly the purpose of the bill. The 
object, as I said before, is not to put forward any financial idea. 


| The bill is intended simply to cure a very serious evil, which I 


can illustrate by stating that in my own district we have a 
national bank where the cashier and other officers have seemed 
to absorb all the funds. What we are trying to do is to putsuch 
restrictions upon that kind of operation as to prevent its being 
carried on, and to make whatever is done open and patent to the 
directors. 

There is no special financial idea in the bill, no idea of extend- 
ing or of curtailing the rights, powers, or privileges of national 
banks. Every man must see the propriety and importance of a 
law which shall provide that the depositors and the stockhold- 
ers, who have nv representation except through the directors of 
the bank, shall be protected by every kind of restriction that 
will tend to prevent the illegitimate absorption of the funds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isee that the word “agents” is used here. 
What does that mean in connection with a bank? 

Mr.COX. Well, that is put in asa mere matterof precaution. 
I do not know how a bank could have an agent in the technical 
sense of the word, but there can beno harm in leaving that there 
so as to cover all the parties connected with the bank. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Would it cover the case of a national bank 
undertaking to place the loan of a municipality, and which 
should appointan agent in one or more cities for the sale of the 
bonds? 

Mr. COX. Where the bank undertakes to make such a loan? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not where the bank undertakes to make the 
loan, but Where it undertakes to sell the bonds. 


Mr. COX. The only way that could be worked would be by re- 
discounting. That would gothrough the officers of the bank, be- 


cause when they undertake to make a rediscount of a note it has 
to be indorsed by: the proper officers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman misunderstands me. My 
question is this: Supposing that a national bank undertakes to 
place bonds which have been issued by a municipality, and, for 
that purpose, appoints agents at different places, would such 
agents be included within the provisions of this bill? 

Mr. COX. [think not. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You thinkthe word “agent” here would not 
cover that case? 

Mr. COX. I think it would not. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What does this language mean: 
‘*Or other persons in its employ?” Does that include the attor- 
ney of a bank? 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 1 mean its attorney at law. 
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Mr. COX. 
of thé bank to become the straw man for the indorsementof their 
paper in order to obtain the funds, I think he ought to be in- 
cluded as much as anybody else. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Suppose he accepts a retainer? 
Many of the banks retain their attorneys by the year. 

Mr. COX. Suppose he does; this would not apply to him. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, he would be ‘in the employ 
of the bank. 

Mr. COX. Yes; but the object of this provision is to protect 
the banks, and when an attorney becomes a straw man for the 
benefit of the cashier, or of any officer of the bank, then he ought 
to be reached by law. 

Mr. CANNON of L[ilinois. 
row? 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. But would he come under this pro- 
vision of your bill? 

Mr. COX. Certainly he would. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. As well as any other person who 
might be employed in the bank? 

Mr. COX. Certainly; all who act as straw men for the benefit 
of any officer connected with the bank. The object is to cut off 
the opportunity for any agent, attorney, officer, or servant of the 
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If the attorney at law loans himself to the officers | 


Suppose he himself wants to bor- | 
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Mr. HALL of Missouri. 
moment? 
Mr. COX. 


Will the gentleman yield to eu 


Yes, sir. 


Mr. HALL of Missouri. I would like to reply for a moment 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] i rd to the 
| question whether this provision would apply to a t ey of 
the bank. I can not agree with my colieague on the ¢ tee 
that the bill contemplates a case of that kind 
My recollection of the rule of legal constr on, es 
regard to crimina! statutes, is that where certain indiv 
are named or specified and there follows a general clause, t 
general clause never includes any more than is embraced in the 
individual specification. If that be the correct rule of 
tion (and it seems to me there ean be no mistake on that : 
then this provision could not inelude any « r persons than 


bank from obtaining money asa loan until the application for | 


the loanis duly submitted. Now, if we exempt the attorney of 
the bank from the operation of this provision, is it not obvious 
atonce thatthe whole pith of the billis destroyed? That seems 
to me very plain. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I would like to know whether the first 
section of this bill is designed to affect the statute which limits 
the amount of money that may be loaned to any One person. 

Mr. COX. It has no such effect. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think the language of the provision 
ought to be guarded, because the bill now provides that when- 
ever the person makes his application for a loan, stating the 
amount, and offers his securities, which are accepted, the 
bank must loan him the money. 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
stands. 

Mr. COX. Allow me to say to the gentleman 

Mr.CULBERSON. I[ understand what the existing law is on 
this subject. It provides that no loan shall be made to any one 
person for more than 10 per cent of the amount of the capital 
stock of the bank. But here you provide that any director may 
borrow to any amount, there being no limitation or specifica- 
tion. 

Mr. COX. 
tirely. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
at all. 

Mr. COX. It was never contemplated that this bill should 
change the existing law at all,so far as concerns the percentage 
of the capital stock that might be loined to any one person. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Ido not suppose there was any such in- 
tention; but that such is the effect of the language is evident to 
my mind. 

Mr. COX. 
ject: 

That no national banking association shall make any loan to its president 


That is the effect of the language as it 


There is where I differ with the gentleman en 


There is no limitation upon the provision 


Now, let us see what the bill provides on this sub 


its vice-president, its cashier, or any of its clerks. tellers, bookkeepers, 
agents, servants, or other persons in its employ until the proposition to 
make such a loan, stating the amount, terms, and security offered therefor 

shall have been submitted in writing by the person desiring the same toa 
meeting of the board of directors of such banking association, or of the ex 

ecutive committee of such board, if any, and accepted and approved by ama 
jority of those present constituting a quorum 


Now the language—and [ trust my learned friend from Texas 
will allow me to differ with him—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. That language never did contemplate the idea that 
the loan made to a director should be greater than that allowed 
by the existing law. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I am perfectly satisfied that it was not 
the intention of the committee to remove the limitation in that 
respect. ButI think some limiting language ought to be in- 
serted to preclude the construction to which the provision is 
now liable. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to any limitation which may 
be deemed necessary for that purpose. 

Mr. HEARD. I suggest that there be added after the word 
**quorum”’ these words: ‘‘and then not in excess of the amount 
now allowed by law.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. That would meet the difficulty. 

Mr. COX. I have no objection to any amendment of that 
kind. If we can agree upon the objects to be accomplished by 
the bill, I am not disposed to quibble about the language. 





those specified—‘‘ the president, vice-president, cashier, or any 
| of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, or servant The 
general clause which is added, *‘ or other person i oy,” 
| is similar to that which we frequently find in criminal statutes, 
| and must be treated as not enlarging the ind 1 specification. 

A MEMBER. Why not then strike it out 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I do not see that does any good or 
any harm. A general clause of that kind is very com 
serted in statutory provisions, but it does notextend thei me 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. The question has been nsked 
here as to the meaning of the word ° * Now, that term, 
in its usual acceptation in banking bu s understood as 
meaning the redemption agentor citye ynndentof acountry 
bank. He is called the agent of the co , n ind nerally 
has in his possession a large amount of the money of tne « try 
bank to meet drafts upon it. 

Mr. COX. You mean the correspondent of the bank. 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. The correspondent of the bank. 
Now, there is apparently a crudity in this bill in inserting that 
word ‘‘agent” among those who may be the borrowers of the 
bank. 

Mr. COX. So far as regards thecorrespondentof a b: this 
bill has no application to him whatever. 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. I suppose it is not int 1 to 
have. 

Mr. COX. Notatall. The person with whom ban pos 
iis its money for the purpose of meeting draf pon it t as 
in our country we send mone for convenience to Ne W Y ( 4 ( 


person receiving money in that way is not technically the agen 


of the bank: he is simply a depositary of the ev of 
upon which it may check. 
Mr. MARVIN of New Yor! sutevery oneo 


ceiving deposits in this way from a country 


t s int at 
on such deposits—becomes a creditor of the « nti ) 

Mr. COX. Suppose that is so does not « t on 
between the home bank and its corresponde 

Mr. MARVIN of New York. The city b in t or- 
rower from the country bank and pays it int t. 

Mr. COX. My dear sir,every man who puts a dollar in a na- 
tional bank is in one sense of the word a lo r to the 

Mr. MERCER. Will the gent emin allow e tointe! t him 
just there? You provide here that the president n 
cashier, or any clerk, teller, or other olfici t) tir snk 
shall not make any loan except under certuin condition N 
what, let me ask, jis there to prevent the } 
vice-president’s wife from doing St that 1 

Mr. COX. My dear sir, wh W indert t oO! 
the men we may just as well let the women go 

. MERCER. Still. there is no way to 
as i can see. 

Mr. COX. No, sir: Ido not know ofany good bank t ( 
take a married woman's note for money when they kne he 
law. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does not that questi 
utter futility of this kind of legislation? 

Mr. COX. Ithink not. You can not legi 
case. 

Mr HOPKINS of Illinois. Of « se not But it s 
that in order to meet exceptions exis ing | I 
not a wise plan to undertake to fix a general Ni t me 
_ eamenamee 

Mr. COX (interrupting [ know exactly the way: friend 
mind runs. Letme ask him a question now Do y ow of 

ny national bank that was ever broken by the wife « resi- 


dent or of the vice-president drawing the mo of the bank? 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iam not discussing that 
Mr. COX. But that is just what I am discussing. I amdis 


cussing the way these banks get broken, and I am trying to get 
you down to that point. We propose to apply a remedy here. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. From your statement, if t) 
be adopted, a dishonest president, 


vice-preside 
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can not wreck the bank; but now suppose you put in your pro- 
hibition against all of these dishonest officials and say they can- 


not do it, what then is to prevent its being done by the sisters, | 


cousins, aunts, and wives? 

Mr. COX. [ean hardly assume that if the president ofa bank 
is dishonest the whole family is dishonest. 
tle too far. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But my point is this 

Mr. COX. Oh, | know your point. 

Mr. HOPKINS of illinois. That with four or five thousand 
national banks all over the country the administration of these 
banks in the main has been honest, economical, and for the best 
interests of the public. 

Mr. COX. Lam not criticising the action of the banks at all 
in that regard. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. 
islation, when you find an exception, to undertake to make a 
general lawthat will apply? Youundertake here toapply arule 
to all of the banks throughout the country because some individ- 
ual has been dishonest 

Mr. COX. Is that a question or a speech? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, if the gentleman can not 
answer it, it does not make any difference what you call it. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman need not be anxious about a ques- 
tion of that sort. I will answer it. When I can not answer a 
question I will tell you so frankly. 

The proposition here is not to hamper the bank in its opera- 
tions. There is not a depositor in the United States who would 
not approve the law, or any honest director of a bank who would 
oppose it. Now, whenever adirector wants to borrow money he 
ought not to object to make his application in writing. What 
is the object of doing that? Itis that the directors when they 
meet shall hive notice of the application, and I do not see how 
any man who proposes to deal honestly with his fellow-men can 
ob ect to a provision of that sort. But the gentleman from Lli- 
nois knows that we can not make laws which will apply toevery 
im ginable contingency. You recognize that as well asI do? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes, sir. 

Mr.COX. Now, we have regulitions as to the directors of 
the national banks. For instance, we have a regulation of the 
national-bank act as to the directors, that no man shall be a di- 
rector who does not own $1,000 worth of unencumbered stock in 
the bank. What was the object of thatrequirement? To make 
a responsible director, to make the interests of the director in 
the bank coincide with hisother business interests. Now, when 
he goes to borrow the money of the bank (and some banks have 
adopted this rule regardless of this law), he makes his applica- 
tion in writing, and it is put on the minutes of the bank. Those 
voting ‘‘ aye” are recorded as such, and those voting ‘‘no” on 
the application are also recorded. The obligation is thus placed 
on the directory, and the responsibility is upon them, just as was 
intended by their appointment. There surely can be no objec- 
tion to that. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman has stated that we 
can not by legislation meet all exceptions. 

Mr. COX. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Now, thisis my point; youcan not 
make a dishonest man honest by this kind of legislation, and if 
you attempt to cover a class of Ticauters, presidents, or officers 
of banks by your legislation they wil’ circumvent it in the man- 
ner suggested by my friend from Nebraska [Mr. MERCER}, or in 
sO1e other manner, and the only effect of the legislation wil 
be to imp tir the operations of honest banks and hamper honest 
bank officials. 

Mr. COX. Now, hold on a minute. When you make that 
kind of assertion you ought tosay whoit will affect. Now, who 
does this hamper: 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
appiy tend to hamper them. 

Mr. COX, Oh, that is a generai statement 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I will answer the gentleman’s question. 
¥ gg )X. That is very kind of the gentleman from New 

OrkK. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It hampers in this way. You upset the 
whole present system of discounting in the national banks 
throughout the country, so far as the large cities and large 
banks are concerned. This hampers the bank in another way, 
that in order to put out a loan to a director or officer of a bank, 
you have got to get your board together and wait a long enough 
time to do that. 

Mr. COX. I beg the gentleman's pardon. He is mistaken. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. You have got to submit your proposition 
to your board of directors or to your finance committee. 

Mr. COX. To the executive committee, in the absence of 
the directors. 

Mr. LOCK WOOD. 








Now, men do not want to borrow money 
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| from national banks, as a rule, in large cities, only at the very 
| hour that they want it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. When a man has to wait a day or two, 
which it will take nine times out of ten if this bill pisses, the 
man does not want the money, because the occasion has passed; 
| and although he may come to the bunk and put up the best col- 

lateral, altaough he may put up United Stites bonds, he can not 
get the money when he wants it. You havedestroyed the pres- 
ent banking system, so far as the loaning of money and the dis- 
counting of paper is concerned in large cities, and the banks are 
hampered as much to day as they can be and make any money 
for their stockholders. 

Mr. COX. Ihave listened to you very patiently. 
| do the same to me? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I will do it gladly. 

| Mr.COX. Your proposition is that the objection to the bill 
lies in the fact that the man who applies for the money can not 
getitatonce. Is not that it? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. How is he going to get it until the di- 
rectors can be called together? 

Mr. COX. There is not a well-organized bank in the United 
States that does not have its executive commitiee, which meets 
| every day in the week. 
| Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would beg very much to differ with the 
gentleman. I know a great many binks whose executive com- 
| mittee does not mect oftener than once every three or four or 
five days. 

Mr. COX. You are talking about your directors. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No; about the executive or finance com- 
mittees. That is true of almost every bank in the city of New 
York and other large cities. 

Mr. COX. Who passes on the soundness of the paper? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. The president and cashier, nine times out 
of ten. 

Mr. COX. Who are they? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. They are officers of the bank, but they 
are not the finance committee or executive committes. 

Mr. COX. That is the way you get your binks broken. The 
president and cishier of the bank can combine to discount cer- 
tuin paper and pass it through the bank, and that is the way you 
break your banks. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Let me ask you a question right there. 

Mr. COX. No, wait untill state my point. Takethe Fidelity 
Bank in Cincinniti. What broke it? The cashier, president, 
and vice-president drew out its funds—just absorbed them. 
Take the Spring Garden Bank, in Philadelphia I think it was. 
We examined that case last winter. What broke that? The 
president got all the funds. Take the bink in Boston. What 
broke that? The officers absorbed the funds. Now, does any 
gentleman mean to s.y that on account of the que;tion of con- 
venience, the director, cashier, or president of a bank can not be 
subjected to the legal restriction that when he wants to borrow 
the money of a bank he shill make his application to the direct- 
ors and let them know about it? 

Mr. HUPKINSoOf Lllinois. Right there, if the gentleman will 
permit me, take those officers ou have mentioned, and if they 
are bound to get the money of the bank. if they can noi get it 
themselves under the restrictions of a bill of this kind, if they 
are dishonest, why would not they loan the money to their wives, 
or their cousins, o* their aunts? 

Mr. COX. I think I have said enough about the wife ques- 
tion. Now, let me ask you one question. Do you mean to be 
understood that a director, president, or vice-president of a bank 
ought to be permitted to absorb the fundsof the depositors with- 
out putting any restrictions upon him? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No, sir; not at all. 

Mr. COX. That is exactly the purport of your objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS oi Illinois. No, I reve! any such insinuations, 
and in the cases you have mentioned the men have been sent to 
the penitentiary. 

Mr. COX. The Boston gentleman is to-day much more at lib- 
erty than the gentlem vn and myself. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before I get through on this point, 
I want to ask you this question: You are passing this law for the 
benefit of the stockholder, are you not? 

Mr. COX. Yes, for the benefit of the stockholder and the de- 
positor. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. Itis primarily for the stockholder. 

Mr. COX. Itis primarily for the depositor. Why, of course, 
itis. I donot think you have caught the force of the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Iilinois. I think I understand it perfectly. 

Mr. COX. Ido not mean to say that in any but the kindest 
sense. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under the existing law the stock- 
holders select the board of directors every twelve months. 
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Mr. COX. Well. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The stockholders have full power 
to elect the men who sh ill control the banks. Why do not yo 
give them the same power that you do with other corporations, 
in woolen mills, steel miils, and the like. W hy not give tl 
board of directors the power to control the business? 

Mr. COX. 1 donot want to undertake, in answer, to 
financial discussion. Does not the gent’eman know tha 
the Government of the United Stites chartersa corporation that 
it has a perfect right to put restrictions upon its administration 

Mr. HOPKINS 7. Llinois. [am not disputing that. 

Mr. COX. That ull Tam doin 
presidents, and erate sidenta act honestly. 

Mr oa ARD. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. COX. Certnuinly. 

Mr. HEARD. The object of this bill is to limit the op) 
tunities of these officers to steal, if they should not be hones 

Mr.COX. Exactly. 

Mr. HEARD. I want to say further, that if all these banks’ 
boards of discount do not meet often enough it is no hardship to 
require them to have the necessary meetings. They can gon 
erally very easily manage to hive their executive com 
meet to puss upon paper, and they ought to do it for the sec 
of their depositors. 

Mr. LocKWooD addressed the Chair. 

Mr. COX. Lhave got the floor. Let mesay to my friend there 
Iam connected with a bink, and a nation ul bank, ina little town 
of 3,000 inhabitants. and when the gentlem‘n talks about his big | 
banks and that they cin not hold meetings [ will tell you how we 
manage it. When the cashier has a note presented to him for 
discount he sends out and gets three members of the executive 
committee, submits it to the committee, and they pass upon it. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lilinois. But you could not do that in acity 
like Buffalo or Chicago. 

Mr. COX. Do you mean to say that in the larger cities there | 
= more opportunities 3 for dishonesty? 

. HOPKINS of Illinois. Notatall. You take a bank lik 
Py i irst National Bank of Chicago and you can not have th 
met tings. 

Mr.COX. Can not you getthree of the board together? Why. 
Iventure the assertion that your president is not out of the bank 
ten hours out of the twenty-four. 

ir. LOCKWOOD. I want to make the suggestion that it is 
not an easy mutter iz 1 citi es to get a direc ‘tors of a bank to meet 
to pass upon a piece of paper like th 

Mr.COX. Do they not require meetings of the directors reg- | 
ularly in the city b inks? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. It is not an easy matter to get the direc 
tors of a bank together, and I undertake to say right here that 
if you were tocompel three of these directors, as a financial com- 
mittee, to mcet and pass upon every note, as you say you doin 
your bank, you could not get them together; you could not get 
a director of a national bank in the city of New York, or in the 
city in which I live. 

Mr.COX. Just wait one moment— 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. They could not spare the time. 

Mr.COX. And you cin not fail to see when [ tell you how it 
works. Suppose aman goes there and makes an application f 
aloan. It may be that he will have to have it at once, at tht 
hour. The cashier of the bank sends out for the executiy 
mittee, culls the executive committee tozether—— 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. We have got no executive committ 

Mr. COX. Or, he sends for a majority of the directors and 
lays the paper before them. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. They may be 10 miles away, and h 
not get them. They have other business that oe are attend- 
ing to. They may be in New York or in Philadelphia. 

Mr. COX. Then do you think that the depositors should run 
the risk of losing their money for the acc ommodation of the of- 
ficers of the bank? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Who has any more interest than the 
president? He is the largest stockholder in the bank and liable 
not only for the amount of his stock, but for an equal amount in 
excess of that 

Mr. COX. The man most interested in the bank isthe depos- 
itor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What paragraph of this bill includes direc 
tors? 

Mr. COX. I think the original language of the bill ineluded 
them, but they are now included by amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now, I want to put this practical proposi 
tion to the gentleman 

Mr.COX. Thatis right. That is the kind of question I 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iama director of a bank—— 
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directors. 
but them. 

And when gentlemen reflect a moment on what has happened 
in banking matters within the last six or eight months they 
must recognize that this is one of the wisest provisions that can 
be’ incorporated in our laws. And it will not hurt anybody in 
the world who is trying to be honest. 

Mr. MEYER. Lagree with the gentleman that every safe- 
guard should be thrown around the operations of our banks; 
but it seems to me that this bill, in the proper and natural con- 
struction of its language, will discriminate against a man simply 
because he is a director of the bank. 

Mr. COX. We do not undertiuke to do anything of that kind. 

Mr. MEYER. Itabsolutely prohibits a director from arrang- 
ing for an overdraft by the deposit of securities which would be 
accepted from an ordinary customer of the bank. Allow me to 
read that portion of the bill. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman need not do so. The provision 
simply is that wherever an officer of the bank is concerned he 
can not overdraw. 

Mr. MEYER. 
line 24: 

No such association shall permitits president, its vice-president, its cashier, 
or any of its directors, or any of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, serv- 


ants, or other persons in itsemploy to become liable to it by reason of over- 
drawn account. 


Mr. COX. That is what I stated—that no director or other 
officer is allowed to make an overdraft. 

Mr. MEYER. But suppose a broker, who happens to be a di- 
rector of the bank, finds himself toward the close of the day in 
want of a large amount of money, as has been illustrated by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. He goes to the bank and asks 
permission to overdraw, but though he may offer to deposit col- 
lateral securities the value of which is twice the amount of the 
proposed overdraft, yet under this clause he is prohibited under 
such circumstances from securing the overdraft. 

Mr. COX. Why is that so? 

Mr. MEYER. Because the provision distinctly states—— 

Mr. COX. Iam asking the gentleman as to the reason of the 
provision. His conclusion in regard to the construction of tiis 
bill is right; the only controversy between him and myself is 
whether the proposition of the bill is right or wrong. I say it 
is right. When the man overdraws, whose money does he get 
from the bank? As arule it is the money of the depositors; and 
the directors have the custody of that money astrustees. Now, 
why should we confer upon an officer of the bank the power of 
absorbing the funds of innocent depositors upon whose money 
the bank is making its profits? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why does not the gentleman extend the 
provision to stockholders as well as directors? 

Mr. COX. Why, sir, the stockholder, unless he is a director 
of the bank, has but one function to perform, and that is to vote 
for directors. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Lagree to that proposition; yet the stock- 
holder of a bank generally has a larger privilege than the or- 
dinary borrower. 

Mr. COX. But the stockholder is nota trustee for the depos- 
itors of the bank. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; he always is. 

Mr. COX, The stockholder? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If 1 am a stockholder of a bank, I have a 
closer relation with the bank than the mere depositor. 

Mr. COX. The law has settled the proposition that so far as 
the directors are concerned they are quasi trustees for the bank. 
Who ever heard of a stockholder being regarded as a trustee for 
the bank? If that were so, I would not be a stockholder of any 
bank on earth. The stockholder delegates his power to the di- 
rector of the bank, and that is the end of his function in the mat- 
ter. Now the object of the lawis that when the director as- 
sumes his duties as such he shall not abuse them. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Onequestion. The gentleman has had bank- 
ing experience as he states—— 

Mr. COX. Not much. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not a fact that if I am a large stock- 
holder in a bank of which you are a director, you are more dis- 
posed to discount my notes than the notes of a man who is not a 
stockholder? Is not that a fact in practical life? 

Mr. COX. I think that is true; but I think that is one of the 
evils of the present system. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is human nature. 

Mr. COX. Human nature is pretty bad in some respects and 
protty good in others. Our personal interests generally control 
us in matters of that sort. I concede that when a man owns the 
majority of the stock he has power toelect himself a director or 
other otticer, and in thisway may exercise great power. Now, if 
we put no restrictions on him by law, what becomes of the in- 
terests of the depositors? 
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Mr. BAILEY. 
row more than 10 per cent of the capital stock of the bank. 


No person, under the existing law, can bor- 


Mr. COX. That is a fact. But one person may own nine- 
tenths of the stock. Now, suppose a stockholder elects himself 
as a director, and by means of his power as an officer makes a 
big loan to himself, where is the security for your depositors? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The matter would be disposed of according 
to the regular rule. 

Mr. COX. The regular rule, as we propose now to make it, 
will be that he shall make his application regularly, so that the 
minutes of the bank will show what has become of the money. 
And the history of national banks in this country shows that in 
two-thirds of the cases where they have become insolvent the 
money has been stolen by the officers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not quite as large a percentage as that. 

Mr. COX. Well, the Comptroller says about two-thirds. 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. The Comptroller says in almost every 
instance. 

Mr. COX. Now, Mr. Speaker, my object in presenting this 
bill I have explained sufficiently and clearly—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Willthe gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. COX. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true that in almost every instance 
where a bank becomes insolvent the officers have violated the 
law on the statute books? Is not that the case in nearly every 
instance? 

Mr. COX. I answer affirmatively; for here to-day, in this cri- 
sis, there is hardly a national bank officer in the United States 
that is not indictable for violation of the law. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. Mr. Speaker, it is now half past 4 
o’clock, I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee, and it is 
evident he can not complete the bill tonight. I suggest that, 
if it suits his convenience, he move an adjournment and let this 
matter come up to-morrow. 

Mr. COX. lam perfectly willing to be governed by the judg- 
ment of the House. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will make the motion if the gen- 
tleman does not desire to do it. 

Mr. COX. Personally I have no objection, but I hear some 
objection from other members around me. Still, it looks to me 
as if we ought to dispose of this bill in a few minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me that you can not 
complete it to-night. J wish to yield a part of my time to the 
gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. Hamer ana other gentlemen, 
and it is now, as I have said, half past 4 o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You might go on for an hour longer this 
evening. 

Mr. COX. Isubmit to the gentleman that to-morrow we will 
take a vote on the bill at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well,I[ donot know. A discussion 
of the matter may make us desire not to vote on it at that time. 
The morning hour may consume a considerable length of time. 
Of course the gentleman has it in his power to call the previous 
question at any time that he chooses. 

Mr. COX. Ido not desire to cut any one off. 
cussion will strengthen the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. For the purpose of testing the 
sense of the House I move that we now adjourn. 

Mr. COX. I think we ought to go on until 5 o'clock at least. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON of Illinois was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, Mr. Speaker, if I can have 
the attention of the House for a few minutes I think I can get 
through in a very short time. 

I have certainly no desire to antagonize any legislation that 
will amend the law where it is now at fault. But while that is 
true, I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee that there is no 
legislation that will keep a thief from stealing provided he has 
the opportunity to steal: and I submit further to him that the 
national-bank law as it now stands is quite sufficient, and the 
penalties are quite sufficient, to secure, first, the depositors, and 
secondly, ihe stockholders, against loss, provided the law is com- 
plied with, and that a failure to comply with the law will, if the 
law be enforced, now subject the oflicer or director to punishment. 

But, sir, the objection [ have to this Jegislation, the objection 
that occurs to my mind is that it will not be any more effective 
in protecting the public than the present law, while at the same 
time it will embarrass honest men in the prosecution of the or- 
dinary business affairs of the country. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. CANNON of Iliinois. Yes, 

Mr. BRYAN. I understand your objection is this, that the 
present laws, if lived up to, are sufficient to protect the bank? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. BRYAN. And that when the law says a bank shail not 
loan more than acertainamount of its deposits, that that affords 
a sufficient protection to the depositors? ‘ 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. ] 
Mr. BRYAN. Then what is the use of having an examina- 
tion of the banks by an officer of the Government authorized by 
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law to make such examination to see if the officers live up to the | 


law? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Ah! but that is a matter of admin- 
istration. 


Mr. BRYAN. Is not this in the same line? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No, thisis nota matter of admin- 
istration, but of legislation. 

Mr. BRYAN. Butisit not enacted for the same purpose that 
bank examinations are ordered, to compel the officers of the 
bank to live up to the law? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. No; thisis making additional law. 
They have laws already on the statute books which protect the 
banks and the depositors. 

Now, I think the law, as J said before, is quite sufficient. Let 
me refer to that for a moment. A national bank is organized 
and the stock is taken and paid for. The stockholder becomes 
liable to every depositor to the amountof his stockand as much 
more. Then the stockholders meet and they create the direc- 
tory, and the directors, after their election, create the officers of 
the bank. 

Now, I undertake to say that in the case of the Fidelity Bank 
of Cincinnati, in the case of the Spring Garden Bank, and in 
the case of the Boston bank, the parties have been indicted and 
convicted, and lately were or now are in the penitentiary. 

Mr. COX. In the case of the Boston bank the president has 
been acquitted, and is as clear and clean of any difficulty as you 
or I. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. My recollection was that some of 
the officers of that bank were convicted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did not Secretary Carlisle make a thorough 
examination into that case? 

Mr. COX. No; the examination of that bank was made by the 
Committee on Banking and Currency in the last Congress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Did not Secretary Carlisle go there? 

Mr.COX. Why, no; the bank was broken, and the whole thin 
occurred before Mr. Carlisle went into office. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not as Secretary of the Treasury, but did 
he not go there in connection with the matter? 

Mr. COX. I have stated my understanding of the matter. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. My recollection was that tho offi- 
cers of that bank had been convicted; but let that be as it may, 
no breach of trust or theft in one case or a dozen cases is sufli- 
cient excuse for a general rule covering between four and five 
thousand banks, and coveriug substantially the banking busi- 
ness of a country of 65,000,000 of people. The bill-holder is 
always secure in case of failure, and the depositor is almost in- 
variably secure. Very rarely indeed does the depositor lose a 
dollar. Sofar as I know, during this present almost unexampled 
depression the depositors of failed banks either have been or 
are to be paid in full. 

Mr. COX. Let me direct the attention of the gentleman to 
the point. It is conceded, so iar as the bill-holder is concerned, 
that he is protected under our laws. 
positor, and how do you make his deposit good? It is by an as- 
sessment on the stockholders, who are liable for the amount of 
stock subscribed, and for an equal amount besides. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Now, here are a number of stockholders, fifty or 
a hundred of them, entirely outside, who have no connection 
with the actual conduct of the business of the bank. The presi- 
dent and directors run that. Now, suppose the cashier of the 
bank steals the money. I callitstealing because that is about as 
good a word as I know of 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Yes. 

Mr. COX. You make your assessment on these stockholders 
who have nothing to do with the conduct of the business, and 
that is the way you make the depositors good? Now, my prop- 
osition is to cut off the president, vice-president, cashier, and 
other officers from the chance to steal under the form of loaning 
the money to themselves without the directors knowing any- 
thing about it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman’s proposition is to 
enact this legislation for the benefit of the stockholder. The 
bill-holder is secured. 

Mr. COX. And the depositor, in the way I have stated. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The depositor is secured- 

Mr. BRYAN. How” 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. He is secured first by the capital, 
second by the surplus, and third by an assessment on the stock- 
holders equal to the amount of their stock. 

Mr. BRYAN. Take the case in our city, where the stock was 
owned largely by the president and cashier, and where the pres- 
ident took the money. After he tookit hisstock was worthless, 
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because he had borrowed more than the amountof his stock, or 


rather taken it from the bank, and he was not good for any part 
of the 100 per cent, because nothing could be collected from 


him; and instead of the $300,000 nominal capital being there as 
security for the depositors, the men who had borrowed the 
money from the bank being themselves the holders of the 
when you could not collect their debts from them you co 


stock, 


not 


| collect the extra hundred per cent. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Has there been any loss to the de- 
positors of that bank? 

Mr. BRYAN. They have been paid 10 per cent, sofar. We 
do not know what else they will get. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The gentleman knows whether the 


understanding is that they will be paid or not? 
Mr. BRYAN. It is notexpected that they will be paid in full 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is notexpected that they will 


get 25 per cent of their deposits. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. What was the cxpital of that bank? 
Mr. BRYAN. Three hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Che ventleman has stated One cuse 


where he says there is doubt whether the depositors will be paid 


or not. That is one bank, with $300,000 capital: but th ure 
| between four thousand and tive thousand banks scattered through- 
| out the length and breadth of the country, and because ther 
was a theft in the one bank that he spenks of he would apply 
rules, which it seems to me are onerous, to the whole b ing 


rence 0 \ mer- 


nwas a thief 


business of the country, while, it makes no difl 


ous the rules may be made, if the m he wo steal 





the money and cheat the depositors: and you might pile ion 
| on Ossa, and the thief will still steal. In the mean time the hon- 
est men, who constitute nine hundred and ninety-nine out of a 
thousand, and more, are to be embarressed constantly in the 
transaction of the business of the country. 
Mr. BRYAN. Will the gent'eman answer me this questio 





Is not that true in every other department. Do not we co 


men to put their deeds and mortgages upon record to 
society against one dishonest man? 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, certainly: the reeord of in- 


struments constitutes notice in the absence of pedal po 

Mr. COX. The Comptroller himself states that near] ery 
one of the broken national banks been | 
the funds of the bank. 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


has roken by 


Precisely; but where one « t has 


| been lost that way to depositors 


Now you come to the de- | 


Mr. BRYAN. Something like $10,000,000 has been | to de- 
positors since national banks were organized. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am not aware of the amount: but 
even thit is a very small loss, indeed, when you consider that 
there are several billions of deposits, active deposits, { over 

| thirty years. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Two billions. 

Mr.COX. [ beg the gentlemin's pardon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One billion nine hundred million. 

Mr. BRYAN. Isit not well to protect aginst that? 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. I will sey further, Mr. Speak if 
I can have attention of the House 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman allow me 
to as him a question if it is not an interruptio 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It is no interruption [I w an- 
swer the gentleman's question 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I donot know that it w be 
exactly germane to this bill. Woulditnot be a good t! hat 


| his bank, and to look 


| 


one-half of 1 per cent paid to national banks shall be deposited 
as a protection to the depositors, in the event that the bar ould 
fail? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 


The gentleman now spe:ks of a 


proposition which it seems to me might well be considered by 
the Committee on Banking and Currency: one that would be 
good in its operation. 

Mr.COX. The gentleman will allow me to s iy that it is con- 
sidering it; but this bill has nothing on the earth to do with 
that. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is a guaranty business. 

Mr. COX. Thatis the guaranty business. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, who makes the di- 
rector? The stockholder. He is the creator. The director 
may be a large stockholder or a small one. | hope the ntle- 


man sees the point, if he wants to protect the bank. It 
duty of the stockholder to look after his business, to look after 
fter his directory 

Mr. COX. I dislike to interrupt the gent!eman, but he will 
pardon me, as it seems to turn to a discussion between 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. I am not ecritici 
cept in a friendly spirit, as to whut I fear wo 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. COX. Now, you say let the stockholder look after his 


the bill. ex- 


id be the 


sing 


ope rae 
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bank. 





Let me say to you that is what this bill means. 


; Here is 
aman who has put his money in the bank in good faith, and we 
say he has the right to turn to the minutes and see what is con- 


tained there. He does so, and he sees that the directors are 
borrowing the money. When he sees that he begins to be sus- 
picious, and if you do not confer this power and authority by this 
bill there is no record in the minutes of the bank and the s.ock- 
holder never sees the directors are borrowing the money. The 
very thing you are talking about I am trying to reach. 

Mr. CANNON of illinois, I think I have an idea of a stock- 
holder of a bank. He has not only a duty to perform, but he 
has « right to be informed of the condition of his bank. Jt is 
his duty to meet and to learn the condition of the bank annually; 
tomake a complete and fall examination of all the papers, and 
the condition of the bank. 
the conduct of the country banks. I do not think they would be 
very greatly embarrassed by this legislation. It is true that, 
a> far as I know, but few country banks have what is known as 
executive committees cr a board of discounts. 

Mr. COX. Most all of them. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. They have not in my section of 
the country, though they may have them in the gentleman’s 
section of the country. They generally pick outa man for presi- 
dent who is a prudent and cautious man, connected with the 
bank, to look after it. He is presumed to be honest, and he is 
gene rally, nr and fairly, able to understand the credit of the 
people who apply for money. He acts in a minute, and can yes 
or no. He can say in a minute whether he will discount a note. 
It is not a question of a day or a week, it is not a question of a 
written application, not to be laid before the board of directors, 
but it is * yes” or “no.” 

And if that bank retains its business, it must necessarily be 
ves’ or “no” at the time the applicationis made. Otherwise, 
in the sharp competition that exists, the competing bank gets 
the business. But so far as the country banks are concerned. I 
do not see that they are to be much embarrassed by this legis- 
lation. Some friction no doubt it would beget. Where adirec- 
tor would desire a discount, if he needed it to-day he might have 
to wait until to-morrow, or for two days, or until next week, or 
he might go to the rival bank or somewhere else and make his 
discount, because he could not afford to wait. 

But Ido believe that this legislation would cause very great 
difficulty in places where large amounts of business are done. I 
live some 125 miles south of Chicago. I know something of the 
way business is conducted iu thatcity, and it is substantially the 
same as in Buffalo, New York, Cincinnati, Philadelphia, and 
otber large business centers. In those places the transactions 
are very large, and if any officer or all the officers of a bank, or 
anybody in the employ of a bank, or every director of a bank, 
before he can get an accommodation, must make application in 
writing, stating what the security is, and if then the executive 
board or the board of directors must meetand pass upon that ap- 
plication, after consideration, must pass upon it by a yea-and- 
nay vote which is to be spread upon the record before the dis- 
count can be had, [ undertake to say that there is no bank in 
any great financial center that will make the discounts it ought 
tomake to its customers in the ordinary course of business, at 
least to such of its customers as happen to be directors of the 
bank or in its employ. 

Mr. COX. The bill does not require that when the applica- 
tion is made to the executive board it shall be approved by the 
directors. The executive board makes its report of the appli- 
cation to the directors and a record is made of the transaction. 
Now, I venture to say that you can not find a bank in Chicago 
that has not an executive board that can be got together in fif- 
teen minutes, 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I havesome little practical knowl- 
edge about the way such things are done in the Chicago banks; 
not a great deal, for I am not a banker, but I have done more or 
less banking business. 

A MEMBER. On the other side of the counter. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; on the other side of the 
counter, as the gentleman says. I have borrowed money in 
Chicago and I may do so again. 

A MEMBER. Youcan'tdoitnow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have burrowed at times larger 
sums than I could borrow on my individual credit. How did I 
do it? I stepped into one of those great banks and said, ‘I have 
such and enh security as collateral and want so much money,” 
and I always got my answer at once. Applications for accom- 
gage do not wait the action of boards of directors day after 

ay. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Your collaterals were good. That is what 
helped you out. [Laugbter.] 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes; the security was good. Yet 
the gentleman [Mr. Cox] says now that a man who is in the 


Now, the gentleman speaks about | 
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employ of any of these banks, or who is a director in a bank, 
shall not have that privilege. All I have tosay is that, in my 
opinion, this legislation will drive away those people who are 
desirable as customers of those banks and will send their busi- 
ness to rival banks in which they hiveno interest, or will drive 
them out of any connection with the banks. 

In the mean time the gentleman may enact his law, he may 
put in the strongest safeguaras and penalties that he can dis- 
cover, and after he has made them tenfold stronger than his 
bill proposes to make them, he will be exactly where he started. 
That is, if a thief gets into a position of trust or profit he will 
steal and take the chances, as such men have done in the past. 
But you say he will go to the penitentiary. Well, so he will 
under the present law. And while the thief will continue to 
steal, this legisiation will embarrass the legitimate business of 
the country. 

We have aComptroller of the Currency who has ample powers 
now, and let mesay that in the main the representative Comptrol- 
lersof the Currency who have filled that great office have been 
valuable and efficient officers, commencing with Hugh McCul- 
lough and including the present incumbentof the office, one of the 
most valuable Comptroliers, in my opinion, so far as Lam able to 
judge, thatwehavehad. The law issufficient now, in my opinion, 
for this purpose, and he is executing it. The law issufficient to 
give him knowledge of whether any bank is good or bad. He 
can have the form of the reports changed in order to get more 
information. He has added to the requirements ofsuch reports. 

The banks are now required to report five times a year, and 
there must be a definite report as to the very kind of liability 
which the gentleman seeks to reach by this provision. There is 
no question in the world that the Comptroller has the right now, 
under existing law, to require a report upon that point, and ho 
may go further and require it to be published if he chooses. I 
see no objection to the publication, and it seems to me that the 
Comptroller of the Currency, ina wise administration of the law, 
might require such publication. 

In addition to that, he sends out his bank examiners at least 
once a year; and he can call from time to time for special re- 
ports. What we want is a thorough, vigilant administration of 
the law. Ido not aim to cast stones at anybody who has held 
that great office of Comptroller of the Currency. I say again 
that in the main the administration of that office has been wise; 
and in my judgment it is wise now. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me a sin- 
gle suggestion? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. AsI understand, the gentleman has 
no criticism to offer upon this bill except that it tends to em- 
barrass the directors or other officers of the bank in obtaining 
ordinary loans from the bank. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That it tends to embarrass the or- 
dinary business of the country. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Now, the provision of which the gen- 
tleman complains wiil not affect anyone except the directors or 
other officers. These persons being alone subjected to the op- 
eration of this proposed law, does not the gentleman think it 
wise to have a provision of this kind so that these bank officers 
muy know that when they want to borrow money they must 
make written eg two days beforehand? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have just stated in substance 
that no man doing a great business in a city like Chicago, in the 
stock market or on the board of trade, or in dry goods, in wheat, 
in corn, or a thousand other products, can tell two days before- 
hand what amount of money he may need to transact his busi- 
ness on a given day. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Conceding that this limitation will 
impose some inconvenience upon this single class of people—the 
directors or other officers of the bank—suppose there may be 
some little inconvenience to them in requiring this written ap- 
plication for a loan to be made two days beforehand—will not 
this inconvenience be counterbalanced by the good that may 
spring from such a safeguard, especially in view of the fact stated 
by the Comptroller of the Currency in his report that in almost 
every instance the investigation of the affairs of an insolvent 
bank has disclosed the fact that the directors or other officers 
have too freely used the funds of the bank for theirown purposes? 
Is it not wise for us to impose this requirement upon these com- 
paratively few individuals in order that we may protect the mil- 
lions of stockholders and depositors? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. In my judgment, no; because the 

rovision will notsecure the protection which is sought. There 
as not been a word, so far as I have been able to find, from the 
present Comptroller of the Currency recommending the passage 
of this bill. During the recent panic and depression that officer 
has had wonderfully grave and onerous duties to perform. He 
has not yet madehisreport. You bring inherea billof this kind 
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without a word of commendation or recommendation from him | 
in favor of its passage. So far as I know, it does not appear to 
have been referred to him. 

Mr. COX. Preceding Comptrollers did recommend it. 

Mr. CANNON of Hlinois. Now,the whole burden of the song 
in favor of this measure—the only practical reason offered in its 
favor—is that it is caleulated to protect, not the bill-holder, not 
the depositor, but the stockholder. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The stockholder and the depositor. 

Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. The depositor is substantially pro- 
tectedanvhow. It has beenstated here that during thirty years, 
with all the enormous deposits which have been made during 
that time, the whole loss to d2positors has been only $10,000,000. 
I have not looked into the matter, but it seems to me probable 
that the real amount is less than that. 

Mr. BRYAN. Justa little less. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Let that be as it may, the amount 
of loss to the depositors has been comparatively very small. 
There has been 2 much larger amount of loss, no doubt, to the | 
stocknolders whose stock has been swept away by the failure of 
banking institutions, and who, besides, have had to pay assess- | 
ments. 

Mr.COX. Letme ask the gentleman who got that ten millions 
of the depositors’ money? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I really do not know. 

Mr. COX. About eight millions of it went to the officers of | 
the banks, and that is just what we are now trying to prevent. | 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the officers of the banks, in 
the main, went to the penitentiary. And so they would again if | 
you amend the law. I think that isasufficient answer. You 
make the law to catch a thief, and youembarrass honest men and | 
do not prevent the thief from pursuing his operations. That is 
the trouble. 

Mr. COX. If it will suit the gentleman from Lilinois to con- 

| 
| 
' 
i 
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clude his remarks in the morning, I will move that the House 
now adjourn. 
Mr. CANNON of Lllinois. 
will yield for that motion. 
Mr.COX. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to. 
And accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 3 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


That will suit me very well, and I 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Underclause 2of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3947) for the 
relief of James P. McIntire, removing charge of desertion; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FYAN: A bill (H. R. 4004) to return money to settlers | 
on Government lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 4005) to provide for the | 
coinage of silver doliars and for maintaining them at par—to the | 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky | by request): A bill (H. R. 4006) to 
provide a mode for the consideration of certain awards of the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 4007) for the admission of Okla- | 
homa Territory as a State into the Union—to the Committee on | 
the Territories. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 4008) to prohibit the further 
issue of bonds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DURBOROW: A joint resolution ‘H. Res. 77) confer- 
ring diplomas upon designers, inventors, and expert artisans— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following ti- 
tles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 4009) for the relief of Frank J. | 
Metcalf—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 4010) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Mrs. Eliza McCay, of Mississippi—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. 8.4011) for the relief of C. Au- 
gusta Urquhart—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of 
Thorwald Olsen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bili (H. R. 4013) to release and | 
turn over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
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By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York: A bill (H.R.4014) 
granting a pension to Celeste A. Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Gen. Horace Boughton, late of the United States Army, retired 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC 


Under clause 1 of Article XXTT, the fol 





papers were laid on the C k's desk and referred 

by Mr. CRISP by re rest): Be tition oO ] eb 
Conference of the Methodist Church. asking the re ‘ e 
Geary law—to the Committee on Foreign A s. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Three several i f wind 
workers of the “wenty-second Cong ‘ict of | 
vania, against any change in the tariff: ~ 

| to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Petition of the Granite Cutters’ U L.of 

San Francisco, of the Plasterers’ Union of San Francisco, o 


the Plasterers’ International Union, of the Carpenters 

ers’ Union, of the Stonecutters’ Union, and of the Paint ind 
Decorators’ Union, all of San Francisco, Cal., in favor of the 
mediate enforcement of the Geary exclusion act—to tie Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs 
By Mr. O'NEILL of Pe sylvani Bs Memoi i il of the ci ra 
manufacturers of the city of Philadelphia, in favor of a reduc 
tion on leaf tobacco suitable for cigar wrappers from $2 to $ 
to the Committee on Ways and Means 
By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of 150 employ f the H 
Edwards Silver Company, of Bridgeport, Conn., prayin 


| change be made in the existing tariff by the Fifty-third Con- 
gress—to the Committee on Ways and Means 
SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 17, 1893. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiLsurRn, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, [ rise to suggest some inaccu 
racies in the Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. There 
are, in my judgment, numerous inaccuracie One | will e 





attention to, found on page 25450f the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana suggests the 
ofaquorum. The Secretary will callt roll 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answ t 


their names: 


The names follow, which I will not read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-two Senators having answered 
names, a quorum of the Senate is not present 

[ think that is incorrect. It is true there were bu y 
Senators who answered to their names, but there were n 
than forty-two Senators present in the Chamber—m t] 


|} quorum here. 


At6:30last evening, when the Senator from South Dakota [M) 
PETTIGREW | suggested the lack of a quorum, stating that the: 
- 1 > 










were but 31 Senators present, the Presiding Officer stated, aft 
the roll call: 

Forty-two Senators have answered to theirnames. Aq 
ate i 10t present 

Mr. VOORHEES. Imove that the Sergeant-at-Arms be dir 
the presence of absent Senators 

Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr FRyY®, and Mr. MARTIN entered the Chan 
answered to their names. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-five Senators having answered to t 


names, 


Then I offered the following order: 


@ quorum 15 pre sent. 


Mr. DOLPH. I desire to offer an order for the action of the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed order will be read 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas on the call of the Senate just had Senat 
present in the Senate Chamber and did not ar 
called; and whereas they are still present: 

‘Ordered, That the names of said Senators ALLENand KYLE I i 
connection with said roll call to show their presence 

The Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN] said: 

I suppose that under the rules of the Senate a Senator who does nota r 
his name upon a call of the roll isabsent. Idono yw of any reason why 
my distinguished friend should select meand Senator fron 
as the objects of his displeasure 

It is sufficient to state that the Chair ruled that this wa 
olution which must go over under objection. [did not think so 









rs ALLEN andKYy 
iswer when their nan 


I thought it was an order and pertained to that rol! call, and must 
necessarily be considered, if at all, in « ection with it. Bu 
it has gone over one day; and [ now raise the poi order tha 
the Journal is incorrect in not showing the pres:nce of the Sena 
tors named in the preamble of the order, wh names I asked 
to have entered; the remark of at least one of the Senator 
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named, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], showing he 
was still in the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. President, the business of the Senate presents to the coun- 
try an extraordinary spectacle. We were summoned on the 7th 
of August by the President of the United States to deal with the 
question of the purchase of silver bullion and asked to repeal the 
purchasing clause of what is known as the Sherman act. 

Mr. MORGAN. And to deal with the tariff. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very little was said about the tariff. The tariif 
was relegated to the rear. We have been in session over ten 
weeks, with a Democratic majority. We have twenty-six Sena- 
tors on this side of the Chamber who are understood to be in 
favor of repealing the purchasing clause of that act, and are 


ready to follow the chairman of the F'inunce Committee in any | 


measure suggested to bring a vote upon the question. Many of 
us have been up without sleep for from thirty to thirty-six hours 
at one time, and we have held extraordinarily long sessions of 
the Senate and have beenunable toreach avote. It has become 
apparent that if Senators can talk indefinitely, if they can read 
from booksand read newspaper articles without limit, and the Sen- 
ate fs not to amend its rulesor to put some different construction 
on its present rules than has heretofore been placed upon them, we 
must drift down the current of endless talk without accomplish- 
ing any result. , 

| think I may say for the great majority of the twenty-six 
Senators on this side of the Chamber who are in favor of repeal- 
ing the purchasing clause of the Sherman act that they would 
be willing to vote and to coSperate with the political majority in 
the Senate to secure some rule to limit debate, notwithstanding 
it may happen that such a rule might workagainst them in meas- 
ures which may come up at the present session of Congress to 
which they are not committed and which they do not favor. 

Mr. President, look at the ridiculous position the Senate occu- 
pies bsfore the country. A Senator will rise in his place in this 
Chamber and suggest the lack of a quorum. Immediately a 
roll call is ordered, and he and others do not answer to their 
names, and the Presiding Officer announces that no quorum is 
present, although there isa quorum, The Senatorsare in their 
isis obvious toevery Senatoronthe floor. Then, as there 
is no quorumannounced as present, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance rises and moves that the Sergeant-at-Arms be 
directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. Why, 
what a farce, when there are enough Senators in the Chamber 
and present who do not answer to their names to makea quorum, 
to sond the Sergeant-at-Arms out to request the attendance of 
ubsent Senators! 

What a ridiculous position the Senate occupies in sending out 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent Sen- 
ators when it will not insist that the Sergeant-at-Arms shall 
use the force necessary to bring Senators to the bar of the Sen- 
Oto 


Go a step further. Suppose he brings them. Suppose we di- 
rect the Serge int-at-Arms to request the attendance of absent 
Senators. Suppose they refuse to obey the request and we au- 
thorize him to bring them in, and he brings them in, and they 


seats, 


stand her: mute before the Senate and refuse to answer to 
their names or to vote, and the Senate takes no steps to deal 


with them. 

Mr. President, that is disorderly conduct. It is a violation of 
the spirit of the rules of the Senate. That course is bringing 
the Senate into disrepute in the country and bringing scandal 
upon the Senate. Iam myself getting very tired of this sort of 
thing. J! think it is about time that the Senate shall show a 
little backbone, because it has never had any on such ques- 
tions. Since [have been here itneverhashadany. If a Senator 
vefuses to vote, let him be dealt with. If a Senator refuses to 
unswer a roll call of the Senate, then [ think it is the duty of the 
Chair to order his name entered; and at the very first good op- 
port: nity [ have I shall so move, and if the Chair does not order 
it [ shall appeal to the Senate and have a vote. If Senators are 
present and do aot vote, I think it is the right of the Senate to 
order it. And now, upon the question of the approval of the 
Journal, | ask that my order of yesterday be considered, so that 
the question as to who were present or that roll call may be de- 
termined before the Journal is approved. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am sorry the Senator from Oregon is tired, 
and being tired I think the best remedy would be to sitdown 
and rest. [Laughter.] It would bea relief to him and to the 
Senate. 

Now, the scolding of this morning and criticism of the Journal 
is not merited by any existing fact. The Journal recites the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate of yesterday and recites them accurately. 
The whoie point of the Senator's discussion is that in violation 
of the rules of this body the Presiding Officer shall, regardless 
of the roll call, look around, hunt up, and see if he can not count 
somebody whom the roll call does not show has answered. When 


| 

| the Senate determines that the Presiding Officer shall look over 
the body and countfor himself to ascertain who is here and who 

| is not here, make your rules that way, and the Presiding Officer 
will doubtless execute them, whosoever he may be; but until 
some rule authorizes that proceeding the Senator from Oregon 

| and the rest of the world had just as well recognize the fact that 
no man who will ever occupy that chair will assume any such 

authority. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I have often wondered what 
would become of the Senate and the country if the Senator from 
Tennessee should happen todie. Hesupposes that he embodies 
all knowledge on parliamentary subjects and almost everything 
| in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. That will largely depend upon whether the 
| Senator from Oregon will survive. 
Mr. DOLPH. I submit this morning with as much grace as 
| possible to the correction which has been administered by the 
venerable Senator. The present proposition is not that the Chair 
| shall count members to make a quorum. The present proposi- 
| tion of mine is that my order of yesterday is in order before the 
minutes are approved, and that the Senate itself can order that 
those Senators who were on the floor, 1s the RECORD shows they 
were, those Senators who everybody knows were on the floor at 
the time the roll call was had, shall not be entered as having 
responded to the roll call, but that their names shall be entered 
in the record in connection with the roll call to show that they 
were present. That is all there isof it; and it is amatter which 
the Senate has a right to decide upon. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me that the Senator from Oregon 
has had a little tough experience on that line in the past. I 
should be very glad to ask him if he did not once try to induce 
some newspaper men to answer questions. 

Mr. DOLPH. Unless the Senator wants me to violate the 
rules of the Senate he had better not ask me in public to do so. 
The matter to which he refers was executive business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Notat all; it was discussed in open session. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think not. I think the Senator is mistaken. 
I think the Senator is talking about somethiny he should not 
talk about in open session. 1 never claimed that the Senate had 
any backbone. That is not the first instance in which the Sen- 
ate has shown it had no backbone. They auihorized me to pro- 
ceed and then backed squarely down. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no desire to violate any of the rules 
about secret sessions, but my recollection is that that matter 
was discussed inopensession. The Senator from Oregon showed 
a good deal of backbone at that time, but his backbone gave 
; Way, and I think his backbone will give way now when he at- 

tempts to coerce a brother Senator on this floor to conform to 
his arbitrary rule. There is no authority in the Presidiny Offi- 
cer and there is no authority in the Senate to do what he wants 
done; and when he tries to accomplish that purpose I think the 
session will be prolonged very much beyond a reasonable limit. 
It is quite unnecessary for the Senator to get up and lecture 





Senators upon this floor who are at least his equals so far as the 
Senate is concerned. When he attempts to apply the lash and 
to apply arbitrary rules he will find resistance in a quarter 
where he least expects it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent to make a brief 
statement of the parliamentary position of the question now pre- 
sented to the Chair, as I was in the chair at the time the ruling 
was made to which the Senator from Oregon refers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. AsI understand the Senator from Oregon, 
he presents the question, first, that the Journal should be cor- 
rected, because of an inaccuracy which appears upon the face of 
it as to facts which took place in yesterday's session. In order 
to sustain a correction of the Journal, he must show that facts 
are not accurately stated in the Journal; and in order to show 
that he must convince the Presiding Officer and the Senate, on 
a motion to correct the Journal, that it was the duty of the Chair 
toact upon the suggestion made yesterdxy evening that two per- 
sons occupying the positions of Senators upon this floov were 
present in the Chamber wuen the roll was called and did not 
answer to their names, and that under the rules of the Senate it 
was the duty of the Presiding Officer to have the names of those 
Senators recorded as present and to count them as a part of the 
Senators present so as to constitute a quorum. 

Sir, there can be no belief in the mind of asingle Senator here, 
I am satisfied there is no belief in the mind of the Senator from 
Oregon at this moment, that there is power in the Presiding Of- 
ficer under the present rules of the Senxte to count a Senator as 
present who fails and refuses to answer to his nime. 

Mr. DOLPH. That was not the preciss proposition. I had 
not asserted that power. My proposiiion was that the Senate 
having its attention called at the time to the fact should oréer it 
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done, not the Presiding Officer. The Senate itself can do many 
things the Presiding Officer can not do. If it is not to change 
the rules and is in order, the Senate can at any time pass on the 
question end at least direct the names to be enteredon the Jour- 
nal, just as it could make a rule on that subject. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Thecorrectness of the ruling of the Chair 
is of course admitted. He has no power under the rules tocount 
a quorum by counting Senators who failed and refused to answer 
to their names. Consequently there is no error there. 

Now, the Senator claims that under the resolution which he 
offered it was then the duty of the Chair to submit that resolu- 
tion at that time to the Senate and ask the Senate to pass upon 
the question whether it was proper that the names of those 
Senators should be entered on the Journal and counted so as to 
make aquorum. If there is no rule that justifies the counting 
of Senators under these circumstances, was not the Chair cor- 
rect in his ruling that under «a resolution of that character it 
must under objection go over until the next morning? 

If that ruling is correct and the resolution goes over by all 
rules until the next morning, I suggest the point of order to the 
Chair whether this even is the time when the resolution can be 
considered. All resolutions that go over under objection from 
one day to another under the rules of the Senate can not be laid 
before the Senate until after the morning business is completed. 
Consequently as it is in the form of aresolution and was properly 
subject to an objection, as [think there can be no question what- 
ever, because it necessarily must amend and add to the present 
rules of the Senate, it can not be in order now. 

Mr. DOLPH. I suppose the Senator will admit thut if it is to 
be considered at all, to hive any practical effect it must be con- 
sidered now, before the minutes are approved, because if consid- 
ered afterwards it would be futile. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ido not admit any such proposition for 
the simple reason that I claim if the resolutionis adopted by the 
Senate it changes the rules of the Senate. I[t introduces a new 
feature into our rules which has never had any place there here- 
tofore. Consequently it was properiy sent over until to-day un- 
der objection, and having gone over under objection it can not 
be even laid before the Senate for consideration until after the 
morning business. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from West Virginia will allow 
me to suggest as an additional objection, that if this paper means 
anything the Senator is quite right in assuming that it means 
achange of the rules. Rule XL expressly provides that one 
day’s written notice shall be given before any such resolution 
can be considered. 

Mr. FAULKNER. It was under that view of the rules of the 
Senate, I will stute, that the Chair sustained the objection and 
held that it would have to goover until the next day. 

Now, the Senator must go a little furtherin his discussion of 


this resolution than he does when he claims that if a Senator is | 


present his name should be recorded and counted as part of those 
present to constitute a quorum. Where is it to stop? Suppose 
we are on a yea-and-nay vote upon a resolution, or amendment, 
or the passage of a bill. A Senator sits quietly in his seat here 
and refuses toanswer. He votesneither yeanor nay. How ire 
you to count him present under those circumstances? On which 


side of the question are you to put him, on the niy or the yea | 


side? Yet those questions are involved in this resolution. 

But I suggest that under the view which [ take of this matter 
the discussion can not really proceed without unanimous con- 
sent, for the simple reason that it does not come properly before 
the Senate at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia that this question comes before the Chair 
and the Senate upon the suggestion of the Senator from Oregon 
that the Journal is notcorrect. The Chairunderstands the Sen- 
ator from Oregon to move toamend the Journal by the insertion 
of the names upon the paper he submitted. 
Chair that before the formal approval of the Journal of yester- 


tion. 


Mr. HOAR. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to this 


question, which is a very narrow one, if I can have the atten- 


tion of my honorable friend from West Virginia {[Mr. FAULK- 
NER], who was in the chair yesterday when the transaction oc- 
curred; and I shall endeavor to argue it good-naturedly, as the 
Senator from West Virginia did, because there is nothing to get 
heated about on this particular point that I can see. 

The Journal, when there is a yea-and-nay vote on which no 
quorum votes, is made up in this way: 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum. 

It is very clear that that is correct. 
it is a correct narrative of the transaction. The only thing we 
can see about is whether the Journal contains a correct narra- 
tive of the transaction. Nothing else isin order now. We all 
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| certained by the Secretary or the President or any 


| should not be by an amendmentof the Journal r 


It occurs to the | 
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| leaders, eighty-eight men sharing and to som 





Nobody will doubt that | 


be sacred and be preserved. 
day’s proceedings this is the proper time to consider such a mo- | 


| customs so that thit right shali be overthrown or in the 


| expressed. 


agree to that way. But when the roll is ealled—I will r one 
passage from the Journal as an instance of s>veral 

The Presiding Officer directed the roll to be ca i, Ww 142 8 ‘ ‘ 
swered to their names 

The number of Senators preseat not cons t quorum, 

On motion by Mr. VOORHEES, et 

Now I understand the point of the Senator from Oregon, which 
is the only point which can be open at this time, as 211 agree, as 
the Chair and the Senator from West Virginia and the sx tor 
from Tennessee havesaid, isthat the Journsl does notstate that 
a quorum did not answer to their names onthe roll call, but it 


quorum,” and whether that is a correct and true narrative of 
the transaction, when it is obvious to everybody that inaddition 
to those who answered to their nameson the roll call there wer 
others present in their seats, enough to make up the quorum, 
who did not answer. 

Looking at the strict meaning of language,everybody must 


simply says, ** the number of Senators present not constituting a 


ea 





agree that the Senator from Oregon is right in his criticism, and 
that it should be stated of the result on the roll call as of the 


vote by yeas and nays, ‘the number of Senators answering to 
their names not constituting a quorum.” 
Mr. FAULKNER. Will the Senxtor permit me to ask him a 


question on the word “ present.” 
Mr. HOAR. Notat this time, bee 


use Lam ecoming very likely 


to what the Senator is going to say. On looking at Rule V we 
find: 

If at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question sha , 
raised by any Senator as tothe presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announve the 
result 

That is the result of the calling of the roll Then it goes on. 
in the third clause of Rule V. 

Whenever upon such reli call it shall be a riained that a quorum is 
no: present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at 


Arms, ete 


Now, with great deference to my honorable friend from Ore 
gon, and [ thoroughly sympathize with him in his general opin- 
ion about the attitude of the Sen ite, and in his indignation, it 
seems to me that upon this particular nuirrow question the Sec 


retary of the Senate has kept the Journal accurately in form 
and substance; thut is, thit the rale clearly means, as it now 
stands, that certainly the Secretary can not disregard the pre 


ence of a quorum as asvertiined by the roll call, and it is not as 
senator look- 
ing around to see who are intheirseats. Thisis what the 
nal must record; and therefore if we are to get at this matter it 
iting what the 
rule does not call for, the fact that there were other Se 
their seats besides those who answered to their name 
Journal merely recites what is ascertained from the L; 
and the result which so many of us desire will have to be accorn- 
plished by a change in the rules of the Senxte 
If | may be allowed one further observation. [ can understand 
that men in a heated, angry, and earnest political strife receive 
propositions to amend the rules of their procee tings with some 
thing of heat generated by the particular question: but I believe 
the Senate and the country will in the end see that it is not 
possible for a body of eighty-eight men, eighty-eight political 
extent creiting 
the earnest political feeling which pervades all free people, to 
proceed under a system of rules which was designed or acted 
upon in the early days of the Republic, when the body 


hour- 





nators in 
Che 


rot Cal 


was com- 


| posed of but twenty-six men. 


. and it was the 
They 


Now, our fathers conceived the Senute 
political conception of human history. 


ereatest 


conceived the 


| Senate as a body where consideration, where «d: liberation, where 


the right of debate, where the right ef the minority to be fully 
and fairly heard, and to persuade the majority, if it ean, should 
I do not believe there is a mem} 

of this body who wants to change the rulesor the practic: of the 
| 

i 


east 
impaired. But they also conceived this body as a body to be 
roverned, after Cebute, in voting by the opinion of its majority: 
and as a body whose constitutional assent was necessary to carry 
into effect in legislation the will of the people e ynstitutionally 

And the American people will have that thing done 
perhaps not this afternoon or to-morrow, perh ps not this week 
or next week, but in the end. on all questions which affect the 


welfare of this people. By rules, through rules, or over rul 
by the Senate, through the Senate, or over the Senate, the irre- 
sistible will of the majority of the American people will hive its 


way. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I desire to ay in response to 
the Senacor from South Carolina [Mr. BurTvLer! that I am 
trying tc make the rules for the Senite. [am trying to havea 


nob 
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construction put upon the rules of the Senate. So far as the 
threat that if I persist in my course I shall receive opposition 
from unexpected sources is concerned, I desire to say to the 
Senator that I never haveendeavored to escape from opposition. 
I will stand alone if I stand right, and I am not to be scared by 
any such suggestion as that. 

My proposition this morning is that the order offered yester- 
day, even if it had to go over until to-day, is an order for to-day. 
If it is not considered in connection with the approval of the 
minutes on the roll call which gave rise to it, of cou ‘se the ob- 
ject will not be obtained, the result willamounttonothing. After 
the Journal has been approved, the Senate would hardly order 
an amendment of it in accordance with my proposed order. 
Consequently,if the order is in order at all, if it is a matter that 
can be brought to the attention of the Senate by the will of the 
Senate upon which a question can be invoked in such a manner, 
it must be now invoked; the resolution must be considered in 
connection with the approval of the Journal. 

Now, one word more in regard to our rules. If it is correct 
that we can only get an amendment to the rules by common con- 
sent, if it can be prevented by endless talk, the same thing would 
have prevented the adoption of any rules by the Senate when it 
first met and organized; and it would forever, in_spite of the 
American people, prevent any amendment to our rules, 

Mr. President, the Committee-on Rules ought to present tothe 
Senate a rule limiting debate to a reasonable time: and after 
such an amendment has been discussed to the satisfaction of the 
Presiding Officer, two or three days or more, it should be put to 


shall be adopted it should be afterwards enforced. 

only way we can obtain an amendment to the rules. 
never get it by commonconsent. Iam satisfied if such a course 
is taken it would meet with the approval of the American people 
and it wouid meet with the approval of a majority of the Senate. 
[f we can not do that, if that is not to bé done, we shall drift 
along with this question until the snow flies, and we shall not 
repeal the 


ate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Why can we not vote on something else? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I desire to contribute a few words 
to this discussion. Upon the general question of the power of 
the Presiding Officer incertain contingencies to count a quorum, 
of course there has been considerable dispute in the past. Upon 
that question my views are well known. When the question 
was first presented to the American people it was solemnly as- 
serted by the opponents of the power that the only method 
known to the Constitution for determining the presence of a 
quorum was the calling of the yeas and nays and the responses 
thereto. It was the groundwork, the foundation stone of the 
whole structure of the argument, that a quorum could not con- 
stitutionally be counted in any other way. It was said that 
while the Constitution did not expressly require that, it was 
fairly implied. For several years, while criticisms were made 
upon the conduct of the presiding officers who had here and in 
various parts of the country assumed the responsibility of deter- 
mining the presence of aquorum in another manner, the question 
had not been determined by any court. 


this circle, that the theory that there is but one method or man- 
ner known in the Constitution for the determining of a quorum 
has been disposed of by the highest court of the land. I hold in 
my hand the decision, the unanimous decision, of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon that question, and it is the de- 
termination of this first point upon which the whole controversy 
hangs. The court say: 

But how shall the presence of a majority be determined? 


As I said a few moments ago, that is the argument of the other 
side—that it either expressly or impliedly was required by the 
Constitution. The roll call and the responses thereto was the 
only method by which it could be determined. 


The Constitution has pesponmes no method of making this determination, 
and it is therefore within the competency of the House. 


Referring to the case that arose in the House of Representa- 
tives— 


to prescribe any method which shall be reasonably certain to ascer- 
tain the fact. It may prescribe answer to roll call as the only method of 
determination; or require the passage of members between tellers, and 
their count as the sole test; or the count of the Speaker or the Clerk, and 
an announcement from the desk of the names of those who are present. 
Any one of these methods, it must be conceded, is reasonably certain of ascer- 
taining the fact, and as there is no constitutional method ibed, and 
no constitutional inhibition of any of those, and no violation of fundamental 
rights in any, it follows that the House may adopt either or all, or it may 
provide for a combination of any two of the methods. 


T assume, sir, that that decision of the highest court of the 
land is binding even on the Senate of the United States. There- 


[ assert that every lawyer knows, or ought to know around | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


a vote, and if the majority of the Senate say that the amendment | 
That is the | 
We shall | 
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fore, that question is disposed of completely. The Constitution 
can not be cited hereafter in this or any other tribunal in the 
land for the purpose of claiming that in some way or in formor 
shape the Constitution is violated in ascertaining a quorum 
other than by the responses to a mere roll call. 

Now, what is the next question involved? The next question 
that was involved arose in my ownState. Ido notvare toallude 
to that decision at this time. The question “iso arose in the 
Houss of Representatives, where the rules, like the Constitution, 
did not express!y declare in what precise minner the presence 
of a quorum should be ascertained. The House met in the ab- 
sence of rules. It had to stand then, just as the Constitution is 
presented to us, without any specific manner and mode of deter- 
mining a quorum. 

The rules of the previous Congress had not bee 
the House. The ordinary rules of parliamentary law were to 
govern. The Speaker of the House of Representatives, in the 
exercise of his discretion, assumed to count the presence of mem- 
bers by observing and noting those he saw before him. Having 
requested them to vote, their bodily presence being known, sit- 
ting right in front of him, it requiring merely the ascertainment 
of a physical fact, he counted them. I believe, and always have 
believed, that that decision was a correct one. Why -<orrect? 
Because the House had met in the absence of rules on the sub- 
ject and must be governed by the ordinary rules prevailing in 
the gathering of assemblages, the ordinary parliamentary law. 
That ruling has been criticised, criticised in the main by men, I 
think, who have not studied the question accurately. 

[ think the wrong, if there was any wrong done by what was 
there transacted in that Congress: was the transaction of busi- 
ness for so many months without having any rules at all; and in 


n adopted by 


| that respect I think the Congress was properly subject to the 


| criticism of public sentiment. But 


. have never shared in the 


| criticism which assumed to say that in the absence of the adop- 
| tion of rules in the House, the Speaker had not aright to tell the 


purchasing clause of the Sherman act, or vote upon | 
this question or upon any other important question in the Sen- 


truth; that the Speaker had not a right to make the Journal re- 
fuse to tell a lie; that the Speaker had not a right to exercise 


his own senses when a member sat rightin front of him: and I 


| believe that he had a right to hold that the Journal should say 


|a member was present if that was the fact. 


Who is wronged? 
W hat harm is there? 

You are clinging here to some old tradition that has come 
down to you from the past. There is nosense in it. There is 
no reason in it; there never has been. Is anybody wronged? Is 
there any harm done? Whose rights are invaded? It is the 
duty of Senators and members to remain in their seats; it is 


| their duty to take part in the transaction of public business, and 


| provided, which is a roll call. 


if they refuse when requested by the Presiding Officer, then | 
say the officersof the body have a right to make the record show 
that the members are present. Now, so much for that. 

The Senate, Mr. President, has certain rules, Is it to be con- 
tended that under those rules the only method of ascertaining 
the presence of a quorum is from the responses to the calling of 
the roll? Will some Senator point out that specific provision of 
the rules which so requires? You can not point it out. The 
rule refers to a vote; if it shall appear by that vote that there 
is no quorum, then the result is announced. That is one way. 
But upon the calling of aroll toascertain the presence of aguorum, 
there is nothing at all in the rules upon the point as to how that 
quorum s.all be ascertained. 

Upon this particular, precise point your rules are silent. You 
are here placed precisely in the same position on that question 
as though you had no rules at all. You are therefore governed 
upon this question by the ordinary rules of parliamentary Jaw, 
because you have not undertaken to legislate or provide for this 
particular point. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator from New York will per- 
mit me, I will read him the third clause of Rule V, which does 
provide exactly the method by which there shall be ascertained 
the fact whether there is a quorum present: 

Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is 
not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at- 


Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the ab- 
sent Senators. 


In that rule the method by which it shall be done is expressly 
It goes no further to say that if 


| upon the roll call being had there is not a quorum present, but 


other Senators are present in the Chamber, not voting, the Pre- 
siding Officer shall count them so as to make a quorum, which 
clause, it strikes me, would be necessary in the rule in order to 
bring it within the views of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. With all due respect to the distinguished parlia- 
mentarian from West Virginia, I think he begs the question. 
Of course the ordinary usual way of determining the presence 
of a quorum is by calling the roll; but that does not mean that 
the responses of Senators shall be the only method of determin- 
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A member asks to be excused when 
his name is called. Heis here. Is he also absent? Does not 
that fact of his actual presence go into the REcoRD? It should 
goupon the Journal. Thewhole record is to determine whether 
there is the presence of a quorum. 

Mr.GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I should like to know what 


ing whether they are here. 


importance he at- 


| 


j . - 4 
tor was presentand declined to vote. 


taches to the phrase “shall call the roll and shall announce the | 


result,” if there is not implied necessarily in the calling of the 


roll and the announcement of the result that a quorum shall be | 


astertained by the responses to the roll eall? 

Mr. HILL. Upon the maiter of the yeas and nays, of cours 
a member must vote one way or the other, and in regard to that 
vote it is the responses on the roll call that must determine the 
result of the vote. That is one guestion; because no man can 
vote either for or against a proposition by remaining silent in 
his seat. So far as an affirmative vote or a negative vote is con- 
cerned the Senator is right; but upon the other question— 

Mr. GRAY. That the Senator may not misunderstand me, 
before he goes on, I was reading from the rule that was made to 
ascertain a quorum when its absence had been suggested by any 
Senator. Itisthat ‘‘the Presiding Officer shall forthwiti.direct 
the Secretary to call the roll, and shall announce the result.” 

Mr. HOAR. Read the first two lines of clause 3. 

Mr. GRAY. 

Whenever upon such roll call 
present. 


Mr. HILL. 


it shall be ascertained that a quorw 


But upon any roll call. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘Upon such roll call.” 

Mr. HILL. A roll call for the purpose of ascertainin 
rum. There is no dispute between us as to what the rule is. It 
is simply a question as to the proper construction of the rule. 
I believe that the proper construction of the rule requires that 
the roll shall be called for the purpose of determining the re- 
sponses; that is true in one respect, but if excuses are made, or 
if a member remains silent in his seat, it strikes me that the 
Presiding Officer has a clear right to counthim. Theres} 
determine the number of yeas and nays; the presence—the act- 
ual presence—determines the question of quorum. There are 
no words of exclusion in the rule, and it requires a strained and 
unnatural construction for the purpose of claiming that the re- 
sponses are the only method of ascertaining a Senator’s pres- 
ence. 

Mr. GRAY. LIask the Senator from New York if kis conten- 
tion is that under the rule of the Senate I have just read in 
regard to ascertaining a quorum, as it now stands, there is any 
other method of so ascertaining it than by the responses to the 
roll call? Does the Senator's contention go that far? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr.GRAY. Ishould be glad to hear him on that point. 


YY a GQUuO- 


onses 
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| What are you trying to do? Are you trying to conjure 

| something so that you can not do business? Are you t ng t 
institute bya strained, unnatural, and unreal construction of yo 
rules how not todo it? That seems to be the effort he i 
we should take another view of the question 

Mr. BUTLER. May L interrupt the Senzato: 

Mr. HILL. Inafew moments. I want to go t 
my argument. 

Chat, I think, the President of the Senate 2 

Now, I shall branch off from that part of the dis sion. Id 

| not propose to cross any bridge before I get toit. I differ fro 

| my friend from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] upon this question. In th 
first place I doubt the wisdom of bringing this question Wy 
motion to correct the Journal. 

It is true that last evening, when the Senator from West \ 
rinia{Mr. FAULKNER] was in the chair, the precise point v 
made that a Senator was present and not respond to his 
and the suggestion was made that his presence should be« red 

| on the Journal or that he should be required to vi The Ser 

| ator from West Virginia in the chair ruled that the P: lin 

| Officer had no power in the premises. That wast tio 
which occurred here in our presence. The Secretary has sul 
stantially entered what occurred, and thatisall. There was: 
appeal from the decision of the Chair; there w Dn st 
made in regard toit. It is true it stands the recoré 
Therefore [ am one of those who believe that this is not th 
proper method in which to determine this estion he Jour 


Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New York permit me to | 
make a suggestion to him? 
Mr. HILL. Yes. 


Mr. VILAS. I wish to call attention to the third clause of 
Rule VI, which reads: 

3. Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is 
not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at- 
Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the ab 


sent Senators. 

Now, suppose that order were made and the Sergeant-at-Arms 
should report that no member of the Senate is absent, that all 
are in their places, but not answering to their names, would 
there be a quorum present? 

Mr. GRAY. No, sir. 

Mr. MILL. Of course the Senator from Delaware and the 
other Senators who take the same view of the rules must admit 
that tocarry out their reasoning to its legitimate conclusion 


involves an absurdity, because, as has been stated by the Sena- | 


tor from Wisconsin, you can send for an absent Senator and 
compel his attendance, but how can you send for a Senator who 
is present and remains in his seat? Senators mustconcede that 
such a construction leads to absurdity and they must concede 
under that construction that the rules would be futile. 

I think the proper construction to give these rules is to vital- 
ize them, to make them consistent, to so construe them as to 
give us the right to transact business. They should have « 
reasonable construction, they should have a broad and liberal 
construction for the purpose of facilitating the doing of busi- 
ness. 

Therefore, I believe that the Presiding Officer of this body 
has a perfect right under these rules, upon a roll call, cither 
upon his own suggestion or the suggestion of any Senator, to 
first aska Senator in his seat to vote. If the Senator refuses to 
vote, then I believe the Presiding Officer has a right to direct 
the Secretary to enter upon the Journal the fact that the Sena- 





nal correctly states what occurred. The Chair deci that 
there was no quorum present. That wasentered onthe Journa 
and the Secretary has simply entered in substance thy 

of the Chair and the elfect of the decision. Therefore |] 

the question is prematurely raised, and [ do not think this is tl 
proper way to bring about a decision of it. 

The proper way to determine this question is v 1 some Sen 
ator declines to vote to present the questiop to the regular Pre 
siding Officer of this body. He may or may not feel nd by 
the decision of my distinguished friend from st Virgini 
when he was in the chair, who I am certainly wi li 
is one of the ablest parliamentarians in this body, but he 
prefer upon this question to make a decision for hin 

Let us not complicate this question this mor 
and divers questions arising out of the co yn ¢ ouri 

[ go further. I would not attempt to do indir it, | 
vould not do directly, and therefore | ree with the sus stior 
that we ought not to attempt by any correction of the nal t 
add to the rules or to make any new decision here 
up squarely when the question is decided by the re; rP 
ing Officer of this body. If he decides that a member w! i 
present shall be entered as present and regarded 
appeal can be taken from the decision of the Chai If the‘ 
shall hereafter refuse to so decide, and shall follow in the foot 

| steps of the decision of the Senator from West \ hen i 
the chair, then an appeal can be taken. That is the order 
proper method of disposing of this question. 

| I do not comprehend exactly what is the pre 
which the Senator from Oregon desires to have mac ) 
agree with the ruling made last evening, but it ina 
pealed from and unreversed. Therefore, I think that the b 
method, no matter what our views may be upon thi ject 





| an abstract question, is to allow the Journal to be appro 


stands, and hereafter, at the proper time, let the « 
presented, and then we can have a decision for all I 

Mr. MORGAN. Me. President, the question which is he: 
presented, while perhaps it may not be capable of 
would be authentic as a ruling of the Senate, is . 
importance, and one which has been very frequently c 
in this body as well as in the other 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPr] raises 1 
to whether or not the Journal of 
and he insists that in consequence of a ruling of the 1 


one of ver 
ion 
rouse 


‘ tor 
yesterday Shall be 


| occupant of the chair an incorrect statement has been made of 


a roll » + 
oa rou Cui V i 


the number of Senators who were present upo 


| was instituted for the purpose of ascertaining 
Mr. GRAY. The confusion is so great that we not 1 
the Senator. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama will 


please suspend until order is restored. 
Mr. HOAR. Before the Senator from Alabama resumes 


I inquire what is the question before the Senate Is the i 
motion to amend the Journai pending’? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon [Mr 


DOLPH] called up the resolution which was submitted by him 
yesterday. The Chair is ready to determine and pass upon the 
question raised by the Senator from Oregon, but debate has been 
proceeding by unanimous consent. 
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Mr. HOAR. 
his remarks I shall raise the question of order. 
was u motion pending to amend the Journal. 
there is no such question before the Senate. 

“he VICE-PRESIDENT. TheChair will state that no motion 
to that effect has yet been made. 

Mr. HOAR. 
called up when the order of resolutions shall be reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine 
question, 

Mr. HOAR. Ishall raise that question when the Senator from 
\labama gets through. 

Mr.GRAY. I hope the Senator will not raise the question 
directly after the Senator from Alabama concludes, us some 
other Senators desire to be heard. 

Mr. TELLER. 
he raises that question after having himself spoken, 

Mr. HOAR. [ thought there was a motion pending. 

Mr. TELLER. 


After the Senator from Alabama has concluded 
I thought there 
I understand now 


that 
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| of the United States affecting the procedure of this body. 
Of course the Senator’s resolution can only be | 
| Whena Senator is present at a roll call 


[ hope the Senator will wait a while before | 


I think practically there is a motion pending. | 


It is very gracious after the Senator himself has addressed the | 


Senate to raise the question. 
many other things which have recently occurred here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion now before the Senate is the resolution called up by the Sen- 
otor from Oregon [Mr. DoLPpH].. The Chair is ready to decide 
upon that question. No motion has been made by the Senator 
as yet to correct the Journal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then let the Journal be approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal has not been approved, 
but prior to the Chair asking whether there was objection to the 
approval of the Journal, the Senator from Oregon called up the 
question, which the Chair is ready to determine. 

Mr. DOLPH. It ought to be understood that | make the mo- 
tion us an order. That is the order which Loffered yesterday, 
and which must be considered before acting on the approval of 
the Journal and its correction. On that point, if the Chair de- 
cides that adversely, I shall submit a motion, but I do not wish 
to submit two propositions at a time. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will determine that 
now. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then there will be something before the Sen- 
ate, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. At this stage nothing is in order 
but what pertains to the approval of the Journal. Therefore the 
resolution of the Senator from Oregon is not now in order. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then I move thatthe name of the Senator from 
Nebraska |Mr. ALLEN] be entered in connection with the roll 
call, which was had at 6 o'clock and 30 minutes p. m. yesterday 
on the suggestion of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Prr- 
TIGREW ], showing the Senator from Nebraska to be pres*nt, not 
as responding, but being present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator move that as an 
umendment to the Journal? 

Mr. DOLPH. As anamendmentto the Journal. I do not in- 
clude the other Senator embraced in the order for the reason 
that we have positive proof that the Senator from Nebraska was 
present, for he responded immediately, as appears by the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. Ido not want the matter to be open to 
any question of fact. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ate is the motion of the Senator from Oregon to amend the 
Journal. That is in order. On that motion the Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senetor from Alabama is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to make a statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
vield. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
quire whether the pending motion is debatable? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to lay the motion on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can not do that while I am no 
the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ator from Alabama. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
know that. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire, with the consent of the Senator from 
Alabama, to make a brief statement in connection with the state- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. MORGAN. [shall not yield, Mr. President. 
spectfully decline to yield. 


I in- 


The Chair has recognized the Sen- 


l beg the Senator’s pardon. I did not 


I most re- 


The motion is debatable, in the | 
| took pains in some remarks he made here to elaborate the point, 


It would be in accordance with | 


The question now before the Sen- | 


| 


| 





| culty about that. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the matter has now got into 
a shape where there seems to be u necessity for a decision upon 
what is the meaning of the rules of the Senate and Constitution 

g That 
question is whether or not it is the duty of the Presiding Officer, 
whatever the nature of 
the roll call may be makes no difference at all—to have his name 
entered upon the Journal as being present, notwithstanding he 
may be silent, cast no vote, or mike no response whatever to 
that roll eall. 

That brings up the naked question whether or not it is in the 
competency of the Presiding Officer of the Senate, under its 
rules and under the Constitution of the United States, to make 
a Senator speak on this floor pro or con, or at least to make him 
speak or answer to a demand on aroli call. Whether he wishes 
to do so or whether he declines to do so it is the same question. 
This is the same question which was so ably discussed in the 
House of Representatives and for so long a period during the 
monthsof February and,I believe, of March, 1890. The question 
there was whether upon the call of the roll on the passage of a bill 
the meinbers of the House who were present declined to’ vote, de- 
clined to answer, the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
had the constitutional right to record their names in order to 
make up a quorum, and then leave it to the majority not of the 
quorum, but of the majority which had voted, to determine how 
the bill should be disposed of, whether passed or not. 

[am not at all surprised that the Senator from New York[Mr. 
HI] has found it necessary on the floor of the Senate to cham- 
pion the ruling of the Speaker of the House of Representitives 
on that occasion, because he was the unfortunate instrument 
when he presided, as I understand, in the senate of New York 
of the introduction of this heresy. not only into the Democratic 
party and its traditions, butalso into the question of the Consti- 
tution and the constitutional rights of legislative bodies. I call 
it a heresy, Mr. President, because to my mind it is obviously 
that. It deprives, as | understand, the representatives of the 
people in the House of Representatives and of the States and the 
people in the Senate of the right by silent negative to obstruct 
and prevent action upon a matter which those Senators or those 
Members of the House may consider to be entirely beyond the 
power of Congress, revolutionary, and wicked. 

If that power does notreside in the representatives of the peo- 
ple in this Chamber and in the other House, then a majority 
fatally bent upon carrying their purposes into execution upon a 
topic which is purely political, and in respect of which the Su- 
preme Court can pass no judgment, has it within its power to do 
that terrible thing, which is the crystallization of the power of 
tyranny in the hands of a majority, more dangerous than it is 
in the hands of any despot who ever ruled upon a throne. 

If a majority in the legislative tribunals of a country assumes 
to itself the function and right of running over the Constitution 
of the country upon questions where the Supreme Court can have 
no power to control their acts, is entirely irresponsible to the 
minority, because it is stronger physically and in numerical force 
than the minority, it has norestraint except such as can be ex- 
torted from it through revolution. 

Even judges of the Supreme Court, for instance, Mr. Justice Mil- 
ler in the Topeka case, had his attention drawn during his de- 
liberations in that tribunal to the question of the power of the 
majority to work its own sweet will upon the minority, and he 
laid down in his opinion the great doctrine that the power of a 
majority in the United States was restrained, and only restrained, 
by the sanctions of the written Constitution. When they are 
broken down, when the organic structure of this Government is 
dislocated in such a way as that a minority has no protection 


The Senator from Alabama de- 


| against the power of the majority in political matters, then the 
| whole scheme of this Government is lost and wasted by an un- 


grateful posterity, as it was passed originally by the framers of 


| this greatand wise plan of human government. 


The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] the other day 


| upon great and high authority, that the Government of the 


United States, especially in respect of its written Constitution, 
was a Government intended to protect minorities. As the 
majority is always able to take care of itself, there is no diffi- 
Give it free range, give it latitude, give it 
unbridled discretion to do what it may see proper to do, and it 
can not Only always take care of itself; but it can in Ging so de- 
stroy the minority. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Alabama if a majority of this body has been able to take care 
of itself in the last thirty days? 

Mr. MORGAN. I will inform the Senator that he himself has 

















sometimes been ina majority when he was not able to take care 
of himself. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have always been able to take care of 
myself in this body and everywhere else. 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh. I have not seenit work out ina certain 
measure which the Senator has advocated here, and on which | 
have been with him. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
me isure referred to. 
Senator was not here. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the House of Representatives did not 
pass it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
sentatives. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senate passed it in some shape, in a 
shape satisfactory tothe Senator, but notsatisfactory to the other 
House; and yet, though there was a large majority in favor of 
the Senator’s bill, he never got it through the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It was sat- 
isfactory to the House, and on a motion to suspend the rules 
there was 50 majority. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why did it not pass, then? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Because it didnot haveatwo-thirds vote, 
and because under the rules in that body, and which we lack 
here, a vote could not be hud except on a motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. MORGAN. Because the Houseof Representatives in con- 
formation with the Constitution of the United States, in order 
to protect the minority against legislation which it considered 
to be vicious and dangerous, had required upon that particulat 
occasion, in those particular circumstances, a vote of two-thirds 
to suspend the rule to get the bill before the House. That was 
all. That was another case of the protection of the minority 
against the voice of a majority as expressed in both Houses, and 
a powerful majority it was in each House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the Senator will allow me, I think it 
was a case where a majority was not able to take care of itself, 
the same as is the case here now in the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Isaid an unbridled majority, an unrestricted 
majority, an unrestrained majority can always take care of it- 
self. The very purposeof having rules and constitutional pro- 
visions is to prevent that very thing. 

I have not heard that the American people were outraged be- 
cause thut bill did not pass after all, although it was'stopped in 
the House by « majority which was equal toonly one-third of the 
House, and defeated anddestroyed. That bill, Mr. President, 
had reference toa great public demand which was supposed to 
be, and believed to be, andargued to be, a demand on the part 
of the American p ople to redress grievances against v..e perpe- 
trators of fraud, monopoly, andcommercialtyranny. Now, there 
is a case where the minority in the Chamber, who so faithfully 
and so ably battled against that bill, have found themselves pro- 
tected against the power of the majority in the House and in the 
Senate by the simple presence of a rule intended for the pro- 
tection of the minority and nothing else. 

But to treat this subject more generally, as it was treated by 
the Senator from South Carolina, there is no doubt at all, at 
least there is no Democratic doubt—I do not know what doubts 
may rest in the minds of men whoare always ready to seize arbi- 
trary power for the purpose of carrying their willintoexecution 
but for those men who support the Constitution of the United 
States, including the amendments to that instrument, as the 
Democracy traditionally do, the rights of minorities are a sacred 
thing, and they are esteemed to be things to protect which the 
Constitution was really ordained. 

The quotations from the writings of Mr. Calhoun and of Mr. 
Webster—who was by no means a very strict constructionist of 
the Constitution of the United States—bore out the remarks and 
attitude of the Senator from South Carolina the other day, when 
he announced that favorite and incontrovertible doctrine, that 
in the United States, where you find a provision in restraint of 
legislative proceedings, the power of the Executive, or in re- 
straint of any other power, civil or military, it is intended to 
restrain the power of the majority from running at will and 
pleasure roughshod over the minority. 

Before I refer to some other matters in this connection, Mr. 
President, I desire to say in reply to the lectures which we have 
received here and to the lampoons which have been adminis- 
tered upon the Senate, and especially of what is termed the 
minority in the Senate, and by the newspapers in regard to this 
silver question, I think the Senate itself and Senators who ques- 
tion us so severely upon our attitude here upon this subject are 
treating us with extreme discourtesy and great wrong, if not 
cruelty. 

I profess to be, and think I am—I know I was until, perhaps, 
some events have changed, not my relations, but the relations of 


I think I did take care of myself on the 
The Senate passed it, notwithstanding the 


The bill first passed the House of Repre- 
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other men toward the Democratic party—a Democrat by con- 
viction. I have found, Mr. President, beginning with the writ- 
ings of Thomas Jefferson, coming along through the whole train 
of Democratic Presidents and leaders and exponents of Demo- 
cratic creeds and doctrines, that the ight of the people is to 
have gold and silver coined, 
out of the mines, that the 
ing no power to produce it, no right to produce it ever mn the 
the richt | 
with all of its broad and unrestained powers in this res 


they producing it by their labors 
Governmentof the United States hav- 
perhaps to 


pu ic lunds, and no Sit has 


that these two metals were placed under the control of the 
of the United States by the Constit 
the people had the liberty of producing it for 

monetization, and that the power und duty of the Con 
the United States was simply to coin it and to regulate its value 
That has been always the Democratic theory, the Democratic 
rule. No Democrat heretofore until this year of gr 
believe, or withina very short period, has ever denied that that 


‘ha form as that 


the purpos of its 


ution in su 


was one of the organic and fundamental features of the Demo- 
cratic creed 

So LT had the supposition that when | was in favor, as I always 
have been—for | happened to make the firstspeech which I ever 
had the honor of delivering inthe open Senste upon th bject 
that when | was in favor of equal privileges for gold and silver 
in coinage when it was produced by the people of the United 
States for that purpose, and that—the power of making money 
I will call it—was thus lodged in their hands, I had always sup 
posed that that was a privilege to protect to which the Dem itic 
party was committe outandout. Whenl came re, returning 
irom some other duties, somewhnt late in the session and after 
the question had been up for some little time, I found ill on 
our desks, and its passage demanded by whit is called «a majority 
of the Senate, and that bill hud the double eect of re ng to 
the Government of the United States the power to buy silver and 
also the power of the United States to cause the coinage of any 
silver which might hereafter be produced from American n 3 

That measure, Mr. President, struck me very much in the 
same way, and with equal force also, as if it had bee ill to 
abolish the writ of hibeas corpus, a bill to interfere with the 


private personal rights of individuals. In my: 
is revolutionary, and is opposed to the whole experience and a 
the creed of the Democratic pirty, and also the constit 
rights of the people of the United States. That is my view of 
it: and instead of ourstaying here to obstruct the course of proper 


| and just legislation, | have regarded those who are called the 


| the foundations of this great Democriatic par 


here 


as well as by its 


minority in this body, who are opposed to the bill, as bein 
to stand by the Constitution of their country, 
ancient practices and the Democratic creed. That is the way in 
which it occurs tome. Thatis my honest and serious convie 
tion aboutit. I regard the Senators who appe.l to the m»ujority 
to destroy silver mining, as being the unconscious en es of 
the Constitution and being, whether they believe it or not, en- 
gaged in a deliberate purpose to overturn it. 

Looking upon them in that light, although many of them are 
my brother Democrats, | feel that I have the right to stand by and 
protect that Constitution, and one of the means which has been 
resorted to—I have not resorted to it now or heretofore 
tecting that Constitution and of protectin» the rights of the 
minority, as we are called, is for Senators to exercise thei 
stitutional function of refusing to vote in this body. 

Therefore we are not recalcitrants; we are not men who have 


‘ f pro- 


r con- 


no conscience; we are not men influenced by mere persona! am 
bition or personal interest to defeat a mexsure which a me ma 
jority of this body undertake to pass: nor do we believe that the 
people of the United States, the great voiing power of this peo- 
ple, are with this so-called and self-constituted majority in this 


body, which, to make the most of it, is simp!y and only an a 

ance and coalition. We believe the people of the United states 
demand of us that we shall stand by their ec 
and not surrender them. I had just as soon, being a soldier en- 


listed in an army and put upon a picket post to guard the camp 


mstitutional rights 


at midnight, throw down my musket and snexk into the bushes 
and hide myself from the enemy as on this post of duty here to 
refuse to use every power and all the vigilance that the Lord in- 
spires me with and clothes me with for the purpose of protecting 


this violent and fatal raid upon the constitutional 
constituency. 

There is their attitude as we understand it Do you deny that 
we so understand it? Do you impeach us of dishonesty for this? 
Can we as Democrats be impeached of dishonesty 
by the party creed which has lived since the found: 
Constitution and before? Can i be divorced in my De: 
relationship and from the memories of the great 


rights 0 m 


for standing 
tion of the 
ocratic 
men who laid 
ty, chiefly Thomas 
Jeffersonand Andrew Jackson, to go rapidly over the horoscope of 
history, and Allen G. Thurman, and such men as those? Am I 
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required as a Democrat to denounce them, to refuse to hear their | Time and again—many, many times—have I seen the minority 


counsel, or to weigh their arguments and their doctrines, to go 


back upon my whole record and theirs and the history of my | 
in order that I may make terms with a coalition in this | 


party, 
Sen te that is formed for a specific purpose and to aid aparticu- 
lar design—to destroy silver money? No, sir. 
to put an honest and a decent man in any such attitude as that. 

‘or one, Mr. President, lam not ashamed of the position I take 
here upon this question. I have no occasion to be that I know 
of. I will not retreat from it, as if I were afraid to stand by the 
rights of my people. I have no occasion to do that. I will not 
bow to the leadership of the honorable Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
SHERMAN], who has been recently, it seems, constituted one of 
the twin leaders of Democracy in the Senate of the United 
States. I have not trained with that honorable Senator hereto- 
fore in any political matter, and especially in respect of the 
rights of gold and silver; and there is not that man who lives 
who can get me into the harness and make me dress to the right 
when the Senator is my right guide in the line of battle. 

[ do not propose to do anything of that kind. I would rather 
stand solitary and aloneand acceptall the objurgationsand flouts 
and criminations and vituperations and insults that the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr: DOLPH] seems to be master of, to pour out 
upon the heads of men at least as good as he is, upon this floor. 
I would rather stand alone and breast the storm than to be put 
in the attitude, by a coalition of this kind, to be compelled to 
accept the leadership of the Senator from Ohio in my Democ- 
racy. 

Mr. President, I have been in this Senate Chamber now about 
seventeen years, and in that time many of the splendid men I 
knew when I firstcame here have passed away. Their example 
is worth quite as much to me as the lectures on the proprieties 
of conduct which are so frequently presented to us for our con- 
sideration by these juveniles in the Senate from Massachusetts 
and from New York. [Laughter.] 

A great deal has been said here recently about the dignity or 
the want of dignity in the Senate. Well, Mr. President, I never 
considered that there was very much dignity merely in starch. 
It is not the robes that a man clothes himself in, it is not the 
starch he he has got in his toga, that gives him true Senatorial 
dignity on this tloor; it is honest, conscientious adhesion to 
proper constitutional methods of government for the sake of 67,- 
000,000 of people and forty-four States. Let his dignity and his 
propriety of conduct be measured by his devotion to the princi- 
ples of this wonderful Republic; and above all, by his critical and 
care!ul devotion to a strict construction of the Constitution of 
the United States. 

[ do not wonder thata politician born and raised in New York, 
where arbitrary force is the moving agency in all political ma- 
chinery and movements, both Democratic and Republican, should 
at last come to believe that there was nothing else to be done in 
politics but simply to get a majority of votes and use your power. 
There is something else in it to me, Mr. President, and some- 
thing else in it tomy State. Ican defend myself and my State 
against the arbitrary powers of any State or any set of men in 
the world when I feel that my rights and those of my people are 
planted upon the firm foundations of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

A man may challenge my Democracy—and I do not care if he 
is as ancient as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] or as 
young as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], it makes 
no difference to me what mav be his prestige or his power or 
his supposed authority—I shall stand for the rights of my peo- 
ple, and, in doing so, [ venture the assertion that I will be quite 
as dignified as anybody. 

[ have sat here day by day and night by night, and I have seen 
men like Roscoe Conkling and Allan G. Thurman, Thomas F. 
Bayard, and the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar}, who isin front of me, sit silent when the rolls were be- 
ing called. Iremember one occasion here on the discussion of 
some bill—I can not quite remember what it was, but I think it 
was 2 military bill—when the Senator from New York, the pre- 
decessor of the Senator who now oceupies one of the chairs from 
that State, moved a roll call in the Senate, and after he moved 
the roll eall, refused to answer. 


You ought not | 











[t was considered by the wise men of that day and generation | 


that he had a perfect right to doit. He only exemplified in a 
peculiar and unexpected manner the dignity and the power of the 
authority of the commission under which he satin this Chamber. 
>% was tome an unexpected defense for the constitutional rights 
of the Senate and of the Senators, but it provoked no criticism; 
nobody rose to inform that great Senator that he was recalci- 


trant; nobody undertook to press a motion here to compel him | 


to vote. and if, after that, heshould refuse to vote, then he should 


be censured or expelled from this body, because that is the next | 


step and the only one left. 


} Constit 


in this S-nate protect themselves in 
rather a strong example of it. This w. 
Mr. Douglas, from the Committee on Territories, r 
admission of the State of ¢ nia into the Union 
That matter went on in the Senate of the United States until 
August mntinuous of roll lls, obstruction, 
messures of prevention, and delay and defiance, until, after a 
while, the the American people was heard upon this 


question, 

Mr. WALTHALL. When did the Senator say that was? 

Mr. MORGAN. It began on the 25th of March, 1850. That 
was the admission of a State into the American Union. I sup- 
pose that was a question quite as important to the people of the 
United States, except to the bankers—I will alwaysexcept them 
as the passage of this bill to corner the money market and to 
cause the people to be put in their power so that they can relax 
their grasp or squeeze them at their will and pleasure alter- 
nately, oscillating back and forth, and the people themselves 
compelled to follow the bankers in their gambling operations to 
whether they shall starve or whether they shall thrive. 
That was as importanta bill as this is, quiteas important. Here 
was the action upon a fiseal bill, a great bank bill, one connected 
with a subject similar to that which we have under considera- 
tion here now. 

By proclamation of President Tyler the Tw: 
gress convened in extra session. That was a sion also. 
So the cases are almost exactly parallel. They convened on tl 
3ist of May, 1841, to legislate on the financial condition of tl 
country. 

That is the way the Senator from Oregon put it this morning, 
that we had been called here to legislate on the financial condi- 
tion of the country, omitting and forgetting for the time that the 
President also brought the tariff forward for consideration, that 
we have got both subjects to look after, and the only difference 

en the two is that he 
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in the President’s recommendation betw: 
put one in front of the other, as he is obliged to do, in communi- 
cating his desires to us. 

But is our legislative authority, when assembled here, con- 
fined to what the President of the United States chooses to put 
in his proclamation? It is a new idea that we are so far under 
the control of the executive power of the United States as that 
we must legislate in conformity with his message, and only upon 
the subjects which he submits to us. It is not very dignified, to 
say the least of it, on the part of the Senate of the United States 
if they accept such an admonition and such aruleof control even 
from the President of the United States. 

The session to which I am referring was also an extra 
and this was a fiscal bill: 

On June 21, 1841, Mr. Clay of Kentucky, f 
been referred, reported 4 bill for 
United States. 

On this measure Mr. Clay represented the bank party or interest and had 
the sole management of the bill 

Debate on the bill opened on June 24, 1841, and grew in warmth and ear- 
nestness from day today. It was advocated by Mr. Clay of Kentucky, Tall 
madge, Graham, Wright, and other able Senators. 

It was opposed by Mr. Calboun, Benton, Buchanan, Linn, Ailen, Wood 
bury, Rives, Clay of Alabama, King, and other able Senators. Few Sena- 
tors from the South favored the measure. 

So you see the parallel goes on. 

On the 15th of July, 1841, Mr. Clay of Kenvucky saw fit to use the fol 
lowing expression in the course of his remarks: ‘‘He would resort to the 
ution and act on the rights insured in it to the majority, by passing 
a measure that would insure the control of the business of the Senate tothe 
majority.” 

That was his proposition. That is the proposition put forth 
in searcely less decisive terms by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. H1Lu] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], and by 
many other Senators who have spoken on this floor. 

This wasintended to mean that he would enact a rule, acloture in its nature 
and institute a gag as it were, thus suppressing opposition by the mi.vrity 

Mr. King of Alabama retorted in reply in these words: ‘‘ He could tell the 
Senator that, peaceable a man as he was, whenever it was attempted to vio- 
late this sanctuary, he, for one, would resist thatattempt even unto death.”’ 

There was that splendid man, William R. King, afterwards 
elected Vice-President of the United States, beloved by the peo- 
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| ple because he stood by the Constitution of his country, who re- 


plied to the towering genius of Kentucky on that occasion, when 
he said that he would resort to cloture as a constitutional right 
to stop debate—you will do it, sir, in violation of the rights of 
this Senate, and if at all, over my dead body. 

I would not dare, Mr. President, in this degenerate age to r*ge 
in this Senate and say to the majority in this body, if you pass, as 

ou claim you have a right to pass, and as the Senator from New 
York says you have the right directly to grasp this power in 
spite of the rules and pass this bill by your arbitrary power of 
the majority, I would not dare to say what Mr. King said, ‘‘ you 
would d6 it over my dead body.” I will say nothing about that. 

While I have the privileges of aSenator upon this floor I shall 











1898. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 2583 
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its purpose may be, its result will be to break up the Democratic 
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States, as they are called, are characterized as sagebrush Sena- 
tors, as if they were a lot of skulking savages. 

Mr. GRAY. Characterized on this floor? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I do not think we have the authority 
for it here. They have been characterized as men whose pock- 
ets were to be lined by the defeat of the pending bill, who were 
protecting their personal interests, who were the owners of sil- 
ver mines and were exploiting their opposition tothe bill forthe 
protection of their personal and individual interests. Yet I 
know, from information derived from Alabamians who have vis- 
ited that part of the country and who have written to me in re- 
spect to the distress of the people alre idy incurred, that while 
the pending bill may possibly, though I do not believe for a 
moment that it does or can give any relief to those people 
spo::en of by the Senator from Delaware, it hasalready wrought 
destruction and ruin to many an honest man, to many aman who 
supposed that he had laid firmly the foundation of his own pros- 
perity and that of his family for all time to come. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, 
I should be very glad to call his attention and the attention of 
the Senator from Delaware to some objurgations or recrimina- 
tions or abusive epithets which have been applied to Senators 
on our side of the question by Senators upon this floor. The 
Senator from Delaware can not fail to have remembered that 
quite a number of times (I will not undertake to say how often, 
but quite a number of times) our conduct has been denounced as 
revolutionary, as having for its purpose the object of stopping 
the wheels of Government; and one Senator, the Senator from 
Idaho |Mr. DuBOIS], was denounced the other night by the 
Senator from Louisiana[Mr. WHITE], if Iam not mistaken, as 
having been guilty of conduct which was dragging the Senate of 
the United States into the dust. I heard no protest in any 
direction at that time against those charges; and now when [ 
think a very mild retort is made by the Senator from Alabama 
he is taken to account by the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me just a moment to re- 
ply to the Senator from South Carolina? | am not seeking a 
grievance by any means; [ am notcourting personal controversy 
on matters of etiquette and courtesy with any Senator; but I 
have observed, I can not fail to have observed, that throughout 
this debate Senators have been exceedingly sensitive on the side 
of the opposition to the proposed repeal to any sort of charac- 
terization of the attitude that they assume; but I have heard no 
imputation at least upon their motives or their conduct which 
can be compared to that which was not only made awhile ago 
by the Senator from Alabama, which he has explained somewhat, 
but by other Senators over and over again upon the motives and 
the conduct of those whoare in favor of repeal. They have been 
charged with having an unworthy and unholy alliance with men 
who sought to use the legislative powers of this country for their 
ownaggrandizement only, regardless of the suffering, the blood, 
and the tears of the masses of the people. That has been said 
over and over again. 

Now, I do not propose to submit without a protest at least to 
imputations of that kind. I can differ with the Senator from 
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South Carolina and maintain my respect for his motives and his | 


character. This question should not produce more than any 
other question, a state of things here that would trample in the 
dust all the much-talked-of courtesy of this body. We can debate 
this question without violating the ordinary rules that should 
govern debates between persons occupying the high positions we 
occupy here. 

As to the criticism made by way of offset to what was said by 
the Senator from Louisiana the other evening in regard to the 
Senator from Idaho, I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the fact that the Senator from Louisiana was 
commenting upon a palpable, flagrant, open contempt and de- 
fiance of the rules of this body. 

Mr. MORGAN. What was that? 

Mr. GRAY. In refusing to vote when the rules of this body 
expressly say that he is required to vote. 

Mr. MORGAN. He had a perfect right to do it. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; he has a perfect right, then, to defy 
and violate a rule of this body; and if to call attention to that 
and to speak of it as it deserves to be spoken of, as a defiance of 
the rules of this body, as an open violation of the rules of order, 
which must be preserved if we are to preserve anything of that 
dignity talked about by the Senatorfrom Alabama a little while 
ago, is to be characterized as personal or insulting, then I fail 
entirely to be able to discriminate between proper provocation 
and no provocation. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not impute personal desires of aggran- 
dizement to any Senator here. The Senator can not find any 
ground of hostility in anything I have said on that point. Isay 
this, and I repeat it, too, that this coalition in the Senate was 
created in defense of the national banks and for the purpose of 
destroying silver money. 
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Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to say for 
myself that that is untrue. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, the Senator can, if he wants to make 
a personal application. 

Mr.GRAY. No, I donot. The Senator is making a personal 
application, and has charged something which I repel. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have made no personal charge. 

Mr. GRAY. I say that it is untrue if the Senator applies to 
me. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have not applied it to you, and if you ap- 
ply it to yourself I can not help it. 

Now, Mr. President, here is a bill that professes to comply with 
the Democratic platform. It professes to doit. The Democratic 
platform contained a denunciation which was very much more 
severe than it was decorous or polite, or I might even say decent, 
in regard to a law which had been passed by the Congress of the 
United States. They »alled it a cowardly makeshift. They ap- 
plied the remark to the whole bill, to the whole scheme, not to 
a section of it. 

When I was returning to the United States, recently, I was 
met on the steamer by one of those interviewers and asked how 
I stood upon the repeal of the Sherman act. I said ‘*I am for 
the repeal of the Sherman act,” and Iam to-day. I would vote 
for it to-day; and I intend before this debate closes to move to 
strike out all of the bill after the enacting clause and to put the 
repeal of the entire Sherman act to a vote in the Senate. Then 
I will see where you stand. Lintend todo that. Ishall do that 
on my own responsibility, without consulting anybody else in 
theworld. That is my view of the situstion, and I intend to do it. 

Mr. CULLOM. You will vote for it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I will voteforit. But now in place 
of that which is the distinct command of the Democratic plat- 
form, what have we here? A bill that repeals the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman act and leaves no authority on the partof 
the Government of the United States to buy silver. That is all 
stricken out and gone. Then you deny the right of the people 
to take their silver bullion and carry it to the mints and haveit 
coined. So you shut off both avenues to the use of silver as 
money, leaving a possible resort to the amount of silver already 
in the Treasury for coinage and stopping the business just there. 

Now, in regard to the silver mines in the United States that 
are still not worked, in regard to those vast deposits of silver 
bullion that rest in the mountains of the West, I will ask what 
will Congress do with that under this bill, except to say by this 
legislation that it does not now and never shall constitute a 
money metal? You must go to the tinker shops and to the jew- 
elry shops, to the silversmiths, and to the foreign markets with 
your stuff; you can not sell it to the United States Govern- 
ment, neither can youhaveitcoined. Ifa more fatal blow than 
that could be struck at what I conceive to be the constitutional 
right of the people of the United States to mine silver and have 
it coined, I do not know how you will shape it. That is the 
shape in which it is left by the pending bill. 

What is the next step? You leave the rest of the Sherman 
actin force. Theactrequires thatevery dollar of Treasury noteg 
that has been issued in the purchase of silver bullion when re- 
deemed shall be reissued, so that the amount in circulation shall 
equal at all times, no more and no less, the amount of the cost of 
the silver bullion and the silver dollars coined from it purchased 
under the Sherman law. White pretending that you are trying 
to protect the Treasury of the United States you are running a 
tap upon it, a gold sluice; you open a spigot by emptying out the 
gold into the hands of gold speculators just as fast as you can 
collect it by taxation from the people or purchase it with bonds. 

One hundred and fifty million dollars of these Treasury notes is 
presented to-day under the Sherman act and redeemed, but pass 
the bill, not in the form you find it now, and itis again putin cir- 
culation through agencies of the Government. It is money 


| and must be reissued says the law, and you propose to leave it in 


that situation. A month from now that same $150,000,000 comes 
back and you redeem it in gold again, and the same process is 
gone through with. 

Now, that is a hypocritical pretense and nothing else. It can 
not be anything else. !am not using a word that is too strong 
to denounce it, and I do not care who takes it up, I will vindi- 
cate it. It isa hypocritical pretense. 

Here you are pretending to repeal and get rid of this *‘ cow: 
ardly makeshift ” and leaving that feature in the law which re- 
quires that the notes issued in pursuance of it, $150,000,000, as fast 
as they are redeemed shall constitute on the very next day after 
their redemption. and get into the hands of the people, a new 
demand upon the Treasury for more gold. 

How are you going to get that gold? Here are the national 
banks which have forced the Government of the United States 
to borrow gold and tax the p-ople for it. What for? Just to 
keep up this circuit of redemption and reissue, and redemption 
and reissue, so that instead of saving this people from the trouble 
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that you say you are trying to save them from, you fasten it 
upon them in a way that they can not possibly avol it, and you 
compel taxation to borrow gold in order to pay this same money 
time and again. 

One note issued under the Sherman law of a thousand dollars 
or any other denomination may be redeemed fifty times in gold 
by the Government of the United States, and still it comes back 
in the shape that you will have the law now for redemption 
again. Will you try to persuade a man of ordinary common 
sense that that is a compliance with the Democratic platform of 
getting rid of the ‘‘cowardly makeshift?” 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Lowa? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Alabama of course under- 
stands the character of these notes. They are nothing more nor 
less than greenbacks; they have precisely the same character as 
the greenback. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to begin with. 

Mr. ALLISON. In their essential characteristics they are 
greenbacks. [ask the Senator if the experience of our country 
asrespects greenbacks does not indicate that they donot go round 
and round again, and that they are not in fact redeemed more 
than once in ten or fifteen fifteen years? 

Mr. MORGAN. If they are greenbacks and have the leading 
and distinctive characteristics of greenbacks, andif greenbacks 
have not gone round and round, what is there to alarm the Sen- 
ator from Lowa about the redemption in gold of this money that 
will go round and round too? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not necessary for the Senator from Ala- 
bama to ask me what alarms me; I am not alarmed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido not believe the Senator is. 

Mr. ALLISON. AndI want to say to the Senator from / 


I beg leave to differ with the Senator there, 
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bama that these notes have the essential characteristics of the | 


United States notes. They are a legal tender; they are re- 
deemed on presentation; they are required to be reissued as the 
greenbacks are. Therefore, as respects the thing which he is 
now debating, namely, the redemption of these notes day in and 


day out, the experience with the greenbacks since 1879 is that | 


they have not been redeemed at all, practically. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
by any man, including the President of the United States, for 
this called session and for this harsh legislation proposed, has 
been the fact that gold could be drawn out of the Treasury upon 
the Sherman certificates and carried abroad. The Senator now 
says the same thing can be done with greenbacks. 

Mr. ALLISON. Can it not be? 

Mr. MORGAN. It can, but it has not been done. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. Neither hasit been done with the other notes, 
but now you provide that ex necessitate this currency shall be kept 
out. How’ Thereis no law requiring the greenbacks to be re- 
issued beyond $346,000,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
by redemption or in the ordinary courseof the customs revenues, 
etc., and it must be reissued just as the Treasury notes must be 
reissued. » 

Mr. MORGAN. To show the fallacy of the foundation of the 
argument of the Senator when he asserts the parallel between 
the greenback currency and this Sherman law currency, youcan 
issue if you keep the law in operation, a thousand millions ofthe 
Sherman bills, every one of which, according not to the law but 
according to the construction placed upon it by Secretaries of 
the Treasury, is redeemable in gold and in nothing else. You 
can notissue more than $346,000,000 of greenbacks, and the dif- 
ference between the two in the cases stated would be the differ- 
ence between $346,090,000 and $1,000,000,000. They are not iden- 
tical in any possible respect so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may possibly have been in the Presi- 
dent’s mind when he suggested that some time we should stop the 
purchase of bullion and stop the issue of these notes. It may 
have been in his mind; I do not know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Suppose it is our duty to stop the purchase; 
for what do we stop the purchase and the issue of the notes? 
is for the 
Treasury of the United States; for their whole argument has 
hinged upon the one proposition that the Treasury notes issued 


under the Sherman law withdrew the gold from the Treasury. | 


Here you propose to re*nact the Sherman law and say, in respect 
to the Treasury notes that are outstanding, when you have re- 
deemed them you shall issue them again, and you shall keep up 
a continual drain upon the Treasury of its gold. Now, for what 
purpose? In order that the men who started this scheme and 
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The only possible excuse that has been urged | 


But they must be reissued to that extent, so | 
that every greenback now out comes into the Treasury, whether 


It | 
yurpose of preventing gold being taken out of the | 





have been upholding it by panies and all manner of false predie- 
tions heard in this country, shall have a chance to compel 
Government of the United States to issue 
that they may have a broader range for their circulating notes. 
Silver having been driven out of competition with them, they 
have the field to themselves 

Now, after all,a more selfish, a 


the 


ore bonds in order 


more dagevilish com 


ion 

than that was never conjured in the human mind. Nothing 

worse than that can be said of a financial operation Wi may 

I say of the enlightened men who know all about this and advo- 

cate the scheme? [shall not characterize them. L[ w leave 

that to posterity. It is not necessary forme todoit. They will 

be marked in history as men ** who know the right and yet 

the wrong pursue,” for ages and ages to come, that they had be- 

| trayed the most sacred trust of the generation amongst whom 


they lived and of posterity. 

When I came here and found this the situation I expected to 
find the Democratic party in place for the repeal of the 
man law. Instead of that I found that after they had started out 


Sher- 


to do that, when they found, I suppose—that is my belief—that 
that was not sufficiently friendly in its nature to the national 
banks, they came down toa lower stoop. What was that? We 
will not repeal the entire act, but we willrepeilthe purchasing 
clause of it, and leave all .f the balance of this hideous mon- 
ster that they had so declaimed and declared against standing 
there, notonly unrebuked, butactually reinstated by their power 


of amendment and reénactment. 
That is the situation. 1 was startled and astonished atit. I 
asked some of my friends here, Did the Democrats of the House 


and the Senate propose to have a joint caucus in order to de- 
termine whether there was any misunderstanding about the na- 
tional platform, what its true Democratic construction was? 
None atall. Has the Senate Democratic party held a caucus, 


a caucus with a view of trying to ascertain and state something 


of that kind? Nothing whatever. Have e'Torts of that sort 
been made? Yes, they have been made and repulsed: they have 


refused to go into council with is. Well, aft e they ha e done 
that and [ find them in council with the leaders on the other 
side of this Chamber, I can not call that combination anything 
else than a coalition for reénactment 

Is it a Democratic movement? No, sir; I repudiate it asa 
Democratic movement. Ithas no authority here asa Democratic 
movement. Iam willing now about the construction of our plat- 
form—lI will go into caucus with Democrats to ascertain what 
the meaning of it is: and if I can notagree with that 1 will come 
out and state, like a man ought to state, ‘1 dis:gree with you, 
| gentlemen, upon points of vital consequence. I will no longer 
wear your uniform. I aman honest man. I will come out and 
tell you that I have no longer a place in your midst.”’ 

What would a Democrat in 1837 and 1838 have doneif a caucus 
had been assembled and that caucus had resolved that the U nited 
States Bank should berechartered? He would have walked out 
of the assembly and said, ‘‘IT have no part with you in this at 
all. You are Democrats, I am not: I shall tuke my action inde- 
pendently of you.” 

So I come here and find that after all these overtures, all these 
attempts at reconciliation, nothing has been accomplished ex- 
cept a coalition with the other side of the Chamber. I thought 
| that perhaps there must still be an opportunity of getting us to- 
gether, and I proposed a joint committee of the two Houses to 
consider the financial question. 


| Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, I should like to interrupt 
the Senator from Alabama fora moment, if it will not be dis 

agreeable to him. He has referred severa! times to a coalition 
| with this side of the Chamber. [should like to know what he 


refers.to when he speaks of a coalition, and what the coalition is. 
Mr. MORGAN. I meananagreement between the Democrats 


| and the Republicans who favor the pending bill that it shall 
| not be amended in any particular whatever. That is the first 
proposition. Is that right? 
| Mr. WASHBURN. Goon. 
| Mr. MORGAN. Is that right? 
Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to state that there is no conlition 
| of any description. 
| Mr. MORGAN, No agreement or understanding? 
| Mr. WASHBURN. No agreement or understandin; ny 
character or description. 
Mr. MORGAN. That assumes, of course 
Mr. WASHBURN. I desire also that the Senator and his 


friends on the other side of the Chamber should understand that 


the Republicans, every man of them, stand now where th have 
| always stood inthe last thirty years, infavor of honest and sound 
money. 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, if they are standing 
Mr. WASHBURN. Republican Senators are here on this 
floor with consiituencies behind them, at least nine out of ten 
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demanding that the purchasing clause of the Sherman act shall 
be repealed that the country may be relieved from the terrible 
condition into which it has been plunged. I desire to say to the 
Senutor that when he states there isany coalition of any kind he 
does a very grave injustice to every Senator on this side of the 
Chamber favoring repeal. Wecome 

Mr. MORGAN. Wili my friend stop? 
the floor for him to abuse me. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I have not done so; I beg pardon, 

Mr. MORGAN (to Mr. WASHBURN). Sit down. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I want to assert that myself and the Re- 
publican Senators : : 

Mr. MORGAN. You are intruding yourself into the contro- 
versy when [ had not the Senatorin my mind. I never 
about him as the leader of the Republican party. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir, I do not profess to be; but I pro- 
fess to be a Republican, and I am not to be stampeded or insulted 
for the position I have taken. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam here on this floor responsible for every 
word I say in this Chamber—inside or outside, either. Now, do 
you understand that? 

Mr. WASHBURN. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


here—— 
Lam not going to yield 


The Senator from Alabama 


Yes, sir, I understand that perfectly. 
I am perfectly responsible for it. The Sen- 
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When the roll call is made and a Senator imagines or believes 
or knows that some Senators are present in this Chamber who 
have not answered the roil call, then the question arises cin 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate determine it upon any othe 
evidence than that disclosed by the roll call? If he does, when 
a roll call is demanded, he violates the Constitution of the United 
States: that is all of it. He is boind to follow it. Suppose it is 
upon the passage of a bill, and upon the call of the roll there are 
10 yeas and 15 nays in the Senate, and yet the Senate is full. 
The bill does not pass because no quorum has responded. Would 


| he then go on and count the entire body to ascertain if a quorom 


thought | 


ator from Minnesota says that the Republican party have been | 


entirely consistent in their conduct in the last thirty years. 
That is ten years longer than is necessary for my purpose. 
Kighteen hundred and seventy-three will do for me. 
year they did demonetize silver, and they did come to the single 
gold standard and single gold coinage; and there was the death 
and destruction of silver money. 

Now, that they have held to it consistently and persistently I 
do not doubt. I have never said anything to the contrary. 
That bimetallists, so called, on the Democratic side profess to 
find better company among men who are responsible for the act 
of 1873 and its maintenance from that time to the present than 
they ean find among the Democrats on this side to me somewhat 
strongly savors of coalition. It rather convinces me to that 
t. 

Do not lose sight of the weightof evidence because some gen- 


elt 


tleman may get up and say they had not had any hand in the | 


contract. 1 do not-pretend that they made a verbal agreement. 
No; it is not necess try for men to have verbal agreements to do 
a thing in concert; but you understand just as well as I do that 
you will not vote for any amendment to the pending bill. 
will vote against every amendment to it, and you will not vote for 
the repeal of the Sherman act. I am going to put that to the 
test, and that will be the crucial test. 
Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
bam. yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. MORGAN. No, I havo heard enough of his statement. 
mc PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama de- 
clines to yield 


Mr. MORGAN. 


Ala- 


The immediate question here, upon which 


we are supposed to act as revolutionists, comes up on the basis | 


of a constitutional provision which 1 suppose without any offense 
to anybody in this Chamber can be read from the book: 

And the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 
the desire of one-fifth of those present, be entered on the Journal. 

L donot know any way tocreate an exception to that constitu- 
tional provision in favor of or against any particular sort of a 
question. It includes all questions, whether they arise on roll 
calls or the passage of bills or resolutions, motions to lay on the 
table, to indefinitely postpone, or adjourn, or any other ques- 
tion. Lf one-fiith of the Senate, or of the House—the Senate in 
this case—shall demand a vote by yeas and nays they are entitled 
to have the records show what that vote was, and that record 
discloses the fact whether a majority of the entire body, ora 
majority called a quorum to do business is present. That isa 
constitutional provision. We could not any of us get away from 
that if we chose to do it. 


shall, at 


You | 


In that | 


was present, and because 10 voted nay and 15 voted yea declare 
that the bill is passed? Mr. President, a more absurd usurp 
tion than that could not be conceived of or one more dangerous 
to liberty. 

But Ido not intend now to go into a full examination of thi 
matter. On another occasion, when CRISP was a membe1 
of the other House, and when he was making a speech in th: 
House on a certain resolution, Rule XV proposed in the House 
as the law of the House, he did me the honor to read there a let- 
ter [ had addressed to him in my anxiety about this question. | 
had been ill for some weeks; I could not get out of my house to 
participate with my brethren who were defending the Constitu 
tion of the United States so gallantly in the House and to assist 
them by my presence or in anyway that 1 should in the great 
fight they were making against tyranny in high places. 

Mr. CRISP was speaking on the subject and asked the Clerk to 
read clause 3 of the proposed Rule XV as already amended. The 
Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. 


Tae! 
AC AL 





On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a qui nin the Hall of the Hous 
|} who donot vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal. and 
| reported to the Speaker, with the names of the members voting, and b« 
counted and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do busi 

ness 





| body.” 


| stitutional lawyer. 


Now, there was a rule proposed, not a legislative determina 
tion on the spur of the moment, such as Mr. Clay proposed, 
which called forth from th it splendid gentleman, my predeces- 
sor in the Senate of the United States, the declaration, ‘' the 
Senator may do that, but he will have to do it over my dead 
This was the rule proposed, the question of the guid- 
ance of members of the House in conformity with the Constitu- 
tion of the United States in dealing with legislative subjects. 
Mr. CRISP, the present Speaker of the House of Representative: 
then said: 

I had the honor the other day, when I submitted some remarks on thi 
question, to quote distinguished Republicans, including the presiding officer 
of the House, to the effect that this rule which you propose now to adopt, i 
unconstitutional. In support of that view of the Constitution, I propose 
uow to read a letter which I have received from a very distinguished con 


1a 
i 


He bestowed upon me a compliment that I never felt I was 
entitled to; but this is the letter and this was my attitude then, 
as itis my attitude now. I desire that the gentlemen who have 
fulminated here an entirely new doctrine, both undemocratic 
and unconstitutional, will do me the honor to read this letter 
after I put it in print and see if they have any fault to find with it: 

FEBRUARY 4, 1890 

DEAR MR. Crisp: Iam coniined to my house with ‘‘ grippe,”’ and have fol 

lowed with deep interest and feeling the audacious invasion by the Repub 


| licans of the constitutional rights of the House and its membership in the 


| it 


Then we come to the rule of the Senate prescribed upon that | 


basis which has been read here, the fifth rule. I need not read 
it again, but it prescribes a roll er !l as being the means of ascer- 
taining whether a quorum is present. Now, the absence of a 
quorum may be ascertained by the suggestion of the Chair. It 
may be ascertained by his looking over the Chamber and find- 
ing 3 gentlemen here, if you please, when thcre ought to be 8 
or 8s. He may thereupon announce that no quorum is present. 
But thatis nota finalannouncement. Theannouncementamounts 
to nothing in law until the roll iscalled. Non constat, they may 
be in the cloakroom at a convenient distance to be called, and 
they may come in andanswer totheirnames. A roll call is what 
is required to determine the presence of a quorum, and nothing 
else. Thut is the rule of the Senate. 


various rulings of the Speaker. 

I can not add anything new @o the exact definition of the rights of the 
‘*House ’’ or its members, but I may be able to present some views that will 
illustrate and bring within the easy reach of the people this subject, that has 
a deep and somewhat obseure foundation in our constitutional system, but 
is elementary, fundamental, and of the gravest importance. I will, there 
fore, beg to trouble you with some of my ideas. 

Idonot quite agree that there is any general parliamentary law that is 
obligatory on Congress. There certainly is not such a traditional code to 
bind the Senate in respect of its extraordinary powers in confirming ap 
pointments, making treaties, or trying impeachments 

These powers must be exercised under rules, which the Senate or the 
statutes must provide. It was impossible to governthe Senate under tradi 
tional parliamentary law, and so the Constitution provided for a govern- 
ment by rules. 

This provision is the same for both Houses and for reasons equally im- 
perative in both. In the counting of the e!cctoriai votes for President and 
Vice-President, and in impeachments, and as to privileged questions, ari 
sunder the Constitution, and many others, the parliamentary law of 
England is not applicable. ules must be cstablished. But the great cor 
trolling reason why English parliamentary law was never adopted, and 
never could be, in our National Government, was the factthat the king isa 
part of the Parliament, and none but elected members constitute the Hous 
of Congress. The king's perogative is iu force in England's Parliament, to 
hold the kingdom together and under check, and therefore the Parliament 
is absolute in its powers. 

I commend that to my friends for their mature consideration 

The Speaker of our House is not sovereign, and can have no prerogative 
He is not charged with preserving the Union or Constitution, but is placed 
in a state of obedience to the House as its organ. 

I refer to these matters as incidental to the curious assumptions of the 
Speaker, which he endeavors to support by the precedents of the British 
Parliament. The parliamentary iaw of the United States is sui generis, and 
consists of constitutional ordinances that all must obey, and the rules of 
legislative bodies thereunder, and the practice of such bodies under rules, 
either in actual existence or formerly existing in the legislative tribunals. 

The parliamentary law in the United States is the American parliamen- 
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them to doit. The people of the United States would rise, upon 
such a proceeding as that, with far more vigor than they rose 
against those roll-call proceedings in the House of Representa- 
tives which cleaned out the Republican party until there was 
scarcely a flavor of it left in the country. 

I defy you to pass a cloture rule here. You can not alarm me 
into subordination for your scheme for anything of that kind. I 
am not going to vote at the will of any man, or any set of men 
that ever lived, in favor of the surrender of the constitutional 
rights of the people I represent, or in favor of yielding up any 
of my rights as a member of this body, in order that the howl- 
ing, rampant demanders of concessions to national banks shall | 
have all that they want. 

I will not go further in this business. It is 
tome. I take no pride and no pleasure in it. 
treme mortification. 

I tried, as I remarked awhile ago to the Senate, to get through 
a resolution for the purpose of organizing a joint committee of 
the two Houses, to consist of fourteen members, before which ail 
of these different features, and amendments, and interests, and 
objects would be represented and heard. I offered the resolu- 
tion, and debate went on until it finally got on the Calendar, 
But I was as impotent to lift it from the Calendar as a child 
would be impotent to lifta thousand-pound weight. That resolu- 
tion went into the committee room with 26 other bills which | 
can not be considered at all—bills of every form and fashion, in 
regard to finance; bills that would open up to consideration of 
this committee every question that can possibly be suggested, 
so far as I know, about this business. Yet they are as silent as 
the tomb. We get no response. 

What is demanded of us is this: To stay in this Chamber and 
to vote. It is said, if you do not vote we will count your pres- 
ence, we will put cloture on you, and we will pass this bill by 
the power of the majority, although it may break up the rights 
of your constituencies and your right as a member of this body 
to stand here and demand that you shall be a witness of the sac- 
rifice. 

The proposition is that you must escape from the Chamber; 
that you must go out and hide yourselves where the Sergeant- 
at-Arms can not find you before you shall be excused from 
voting. If you are in the Chamber, where you have a right to 
be,and where you ought to be inorder to bear testimony whether 
the transactions with reference to which this bill is pressed are 
lawful and constitutional or otherwise; if you dare to come 
inside of this Chamber, you will be voted as contributing to the 
power, not of the minority, but to the power of the majority; 
you will be taken from the attitude that you have held here 
upon your conscience, and by the arbitrary judgment of the Pre- 
siding Officer of the Senate you are to be compelled to contribute 
to the power necessary to pass this bill. 

With differences like these, between Democrats, in respect of 
this old and time-honored policy that we have so long observed, 
and that the people have so long felt that they were depending 
upon for their protection and security, to be threatened contin- 
ually with cloture, to be spoken of in the most disparaging and 
disreputable manner, to have our private and personal charac- | 
ters attacked—as we know too well has been done in the ease of | 
the honorable Senator from Nevada, where the newspapers ac- 
cused him of personal theft,in order to cast odium upon this | 
body—we stand here to defend ourselves against these acrimo- 
nious and bitter accusations, some of which have been made here, | 
others having been made by men on the outside of this Capitol 
who have brought tremendous pressure to bear against us. We | 
stand here accused, but not intimidated, and occupy this posi- | 
tion here to-day which has been often honored by the same con- | 
duct, by the greatest and purest Americans who have lived. 

We do not deserve this denunciation. But I bare my bosom 
and say, ‘‘ Welcome all these stabs; hurl at me all the missiles 
that your inventive genius and your arbitrary tyranny may place 
within your hands for my destruction. If I must die, I will die 
like an honorable man, at my post of duty, lifting my voice in 
the defense of the Constitution of my country.” 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I suppose I may be pardoned if 
| say thatI fail tosee what is the provocation for the eloquent he- 
roicsof my friendfrom Alabama. Lhave tried to listen to this de- 
bate from its commencement, with respect to those who have dif- 
fered from me, in order to gain what light I could from the dis- 
cussion, and hear what propositions were asserted and maintained 
that were material to a proper understanding and determination 
of it; and I have, I must confess, failed to hear much of argu- 
ment, or evidence, or proof of any of the material propositions 
that affect the judgment, as to how one should vote upon this | 
question, from those who oppose the repeal. 

I may be pardoned for the criticism made in kindness and with 
entire respect to the Senator from Alabama and other Senators 








It isa painful business 
I have but ex- 
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side when I say 
that vituperation is not argument; that the imputation of un- 
worthy personal motives does not carry forward the argument 
on the side of those who indulge in it; and that there has beena 
certain seeking, by those who oppose the repeal, of pretext for 
the indulgence of that mode of speech which, it seems to me, is 
unwarranted by anything that has been said in argument on this 
floor by those who are in favor of repeal. 

I do not assent to the proposition that the intemperute discus- 
sion carried on in the newspapers (if it be intemperate), the per- 
sonal allusions or attacks made in the newspapers, are any justi- 
fication to a Senator, in his desire to vindicate himself, in doing 
so by abuse of those on this floor who differ with him. I do not 
think it is necessary for the Senator from Alabama, or any other 
Senator, to take that mode of showing his resentment against 
outside attacks, that he should turn upon those on this floor who 
differ with him and wreak upon them the punishment that, justly 
or otherwise, he may desire to visit upon those who are guilty 
of such conduct. 

But I did not rise for this purpose. I certainly did not rise 
for the purpose of reading a lecture to anybody. I will not 
assume that rdle. But I thought, without any desirg to pro- 
long the discussion upon this motion, I ought, before it closed, 
to say a word in regard to what I consider the erroneous po- 
sition taken by the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] 
in regard to the potency of our rules. 

Mr. President, the procedure of this body, the conduct of 
public business in this body, has been and must be carried on 
in accordance with the rules it has itself prescribed. There 
is no other mode known to me, nor, I believe, to an English- 
speaking people, whereby there can be an orderly conduct of 
government, except according to rule. Liberty itself is only 
Itis impossible that we should 
achieve any results in this body, that are worthy the name and 
fame of the American people, unless we show a capacity to con- 
form ourselves to the rules which we ourselves have prescribed. 

Those rules have been in existence a long while; and | under- 
stood that the Senator from New York had found, with the able 
exegesis for which he is famous, in the body o1 the rules them- 
selves somewhere a power to declare a quorum when no such 
quorum was manifest by a roll call on the passage of a bill or 
resolution. I am not speaking now of a call of the Senate. 

L ask the Senator from New York now if I did not understand 
him that his contention is that upon a roll call of the Senate on 
the passage of a bill or resolution it was competent for the Pre- 
siding Officer, in the absence of the disclosure of a quorum upon 
the roll call itself, in some way or in some fashion, which I did 
not quite understand he indicated, to take notice of the presence 
of those who were bodily present, but who had refrained from 
participation in that particular business? 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly; if [ have misstated the Senator’s po- 


sition. 
Mr. H1LL. I think the Senator has substantially stated it cor- 
rectly. May I repeat in a moment what my position is? 


Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. According to the ordinary principles of parlia- 
mentary proceedings [ claim that it is within the power of the 


| Presiding Officer, in the absence of express rules to the contrary, 


to determine the presence of a quorum, always subject to rule, 
or to be guided by the rights of Senators. Thatis my first propo- 
sition. My second proposition is that there is no rule of the 
Senate which expressly, or even impliedly, exclud¢s that method. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from New 
York if he makes any distinction between the power and duty 
of the Vice-Presidexct in the chair as compared with that of a 
member of the body temporarily called to the chair. 

Mr. HILL. None whatever. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam glad that I have not misstated the full con- 
tention of the Senator from New York. He has made it very 
clear. Upon that I am compelled to take issue with him. 

Weare here now, according to the statement of the Senator 
from New York, not considering a proposition to amend the 
rules, not debating a new rule seoponel. but to give construction 
to the rules that already obtain for the governance of this body. 

As I said at the outset, we are obliged by the necessity of the 
case, by the necessity of orderly procedure, by that necessity 
which compels all men of our blood and lineage, to proceed in an 
orderly fashion to the obtaining of parliamentary results. 

But the Senator from New York is mistaken, I respectfully 
submit to him, when he says that in regard to the ascertainment 
of a quorum to participate in legislation or in the matter of pass- 
ing a bill or resolution, there is no rule which covers the case, 
either explicitly or impliedly, none that excludes the power 
which he asserts is in the Presiding Officer, subject to the dom- 
inant control of the Senate; nothing which daslelen the power 
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of the Presiding Officer to declare a quorum even where one has 
not been disclosed by the roll call. 

Let me call the attention of the Senator to the fact that Rule 
XII, which has been in existence, or some similarrule, for prob- 
ably a hundred years, provides explicitly for this very matte) 
of determining a quorum and regulating the method of voting 
and ascertaining the sense and will of the Senate upon any given 
proposition. It is headed, ** Rule XII, Voting, ete.” Section | 
provides that— 


When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall be called | 


alphabetically: ' rt 
dissent to the question, unless excused by the Senate; and no Senator shall 


be permitted to vote after the decision shall have been announced by the | 


Presiding Officer, but may, for sufficient reasons, with unanimous consent 
change or withdraw his vote 

Section 2 of the same rule provides that— 

When a Senator declines to vote on a call of his name— 


by a rule. 
that shall be dealt with; and itdoes so in this language 
he shall be required to assign his reasons therefor; and, having assigned 
them, the Presiding Officer shall submit the question to the Senate: ‘‘Shall 
the Senator, for the reasons assigned by him, be excused from voting: 

[t would seem to me to be rather in vain for theSenator from 
New York, after reading that explicit rule, to say that there is 


and each Senator shall, without debate, declare his assentor | 


| his contention of power in the Senate to deal 


‘* These proceedings.” Stopping there makes the infe cea 
plausible one that something else may be done by the Senate; 


that this rule was not intended to land itself in any such impo- 
tent conclusion as that after a Senator had been called upon to 
assign his reasons for not voling, and either declined to ussign 
those reasons or not assigned sufficient reasons, in the judement 
of the Senate, to excuse him, nothing further shall be done. 
But the rule is explicit, that at that point the proceedi must 
cease until the result is announced. It says that 

These proceedings shall be had after the roll call and before the t is 
announced 

So it has covered all the ground by an affirmative rule 


pon 
which the Senator from New York could possibly claiga to place 
with the question 


up to that point; but it did not land us in so powerless and ab 


| surd a situation as that, for it says: 
Thatis the very exigency which the Senator says is notcovered | 


This rule of the Senate undertakes to provide how | 


no rule of the Senate providing for just the contingency we are | 


dealing with, to wit, the declining to vote by aSenator. That 
rule does provide for that contingency. 

I may say, parenthetically, that I am not discussing the wis- 
dom or unwisdom of this particular mode of dealing with this 
contingency, but the rule in this paragraph does undertake to 
deal with that question. The fact that there has been for all 
these years an explicit rule providing for what shall be done 
in that contingency, excludes the contention of the Senator 
from New York that there can be any other competent mode by 
which it can be dealt with, because the rule says that when he 
declines to vots he shall be required to assign his reasons there- 
for. is there anything there that authorizes, permits, or justi- 


fies the President to recognize him as part of a voting quorum? | syit—should be that no quorum had voted so that the motion 
& . . : » , 2 “= —_ 


Nothing whatever. Itis absolutely forbidden by the language 
of this rule and by the maxim, if a maxim were needed, expressio 
unius, exclusio allerius. : 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator indulge me for a moment? 
Have I said that his presence should be ascertained and re- 
corded as part of a voting quorum? 


Mr. GRAY. I thought that was the Senator's contention. If | 


Iam wrong I shall be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is entirely wrone. 

Mr. GRAY. When I say part of a voting quorum, I mean 
that those who decline to vote shall be counted as part of those 
present necessary to make a quorum to do business. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from Delaware will not contend 
that the rule which he has just read applies to a call of theSen- 
ate to ascertain a quorum and therefore is not applicable to the 
question before the Senate? 

Mr.GRAY. Not at all. I am coming to that in a moment. 
I may be pardoned for taking a somewhat wide range on the 
question, inasmuch as the Senator from New York has brought 
up the subject. 

Mr. DOLPH. Idesire to make one suggestion in order to 
show the absurdity of the present rules. Suppose on a call of 
the Senate there are actually present the 85 members now con- 
stituting the Senate, and less than aquorum vote. What would 
the Senator do? Must we sit here absolutely|helpless, or should 
we instruct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request Senators who are 
already in their seats to come into the Senate? 

Mr. GRAY. The so-called reductio ad absurdum of the Senator 
from Oregon has occurred quite frequently to those who have 
discussed this matter. There is no help, iy my opinion, for it 
but the self-respect, the sense of duty, and the conscience of in- 
dividual Senators. 

I have been, for my present purposes, contenting myself with 
discussing the interpretation to be put upon the rules as they 


now exist, and which the Senator from New York has contended | 


permit the proceeding he declares is competent for the Presiding 
Officer and the Senate topursue. When [ was interrupted I was 
calling attention to the fact that this rule has pointed out one 
mode, and only one mode, of dealing with this question, and a 
mode which necessarily excludes any other. 

When a Senator declines to vote on call of his name, he shall be required 
to assign his reasons therefor; and, having assigned them. the Presiding 
Officer shall submit the question to the Senate: ‘‘Shall the Senator, forthe 
reasons assigned by him, be excused from voting?” 

The Senate may excuse him from voting, and yet his bodily 
presence is here just as much, whether he be excused or not ex- 
cused. The question 
shall be decided without debate; and these proceedings shall be had after 
the roll call and before the result is announced. 


| 





Andany further proceedings in reference hall be after such an 


nouncement, 

Whatever may be said of the power of the Senate in regard to 
its action after the result, whatever inference may be drawn 
(and Lam inclined to draw from that an inference of power of 
pretty wide extent), certainly upto the declaration of t 1e 
by the Presiding Officer the ground is entirely covered by this 
rule. Sono place is left for the contention of the Senator from 
New York upon which to ground a claimof pow | 


in the Presid 
ing Officer of the Senate tocount the vote or dealin any manner 


result 


with a recalcitrant Senator than that prescribed by the rule on 
the subject. 

As I said before. we are not discussing the wisdom of this 
rule. It might have been different. It may be different in 
som» future amendment. But, sir, | have not yet learned the 
lesson of parliamentary law that we are to discard plain, 
straightforward, easily understood rule becau we doubt its 
wisdom. That is anarchy, that is lawlessness, that is an utter 
destruction of all that orderly procedure which is absolutely) 
necessary-to the preservation of free institutions. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the result announced—that is, the final re- 


had failed, can that be correct? 


Mr. GRAY. I think not. except by roll call. because the rule 
covers the point absolutely [t is not left us to grope jin the 
dark as to what orderly procedure should be, for anot! 
says absolutely that when, upon a roll eall for a vote, the absence 

| of a quorum is disclosed, the President shall thereupon imm: 
diately order the roll of the Senate to be called. That is Rule 
V. So that the ground is completely covered up to that point 
That is the situation prescribed by the rules of the Senat 

Mr. GEORGE. Then, if there be no roll call 

Mr. GRAY. That is, a roll call for a quorum, a mere ro 
call? 

Mr. GEORGE. That would be an entirely different proceed- 
ing. 

Mr. GRAY. I will come to that in a moment 

Now, Mr. President, we have arrived at another stage in this 
procedure which is provided for by the rules, and thatis when the 
absence of a quorum is disclosed by the roll call ona vot Rule 
V provides that when thatis apparent from the result announced 
by the Chair—I am stating it from recoilection —he shall at one 
order a roll call so as to ascertain whether there is a quo 
actually present. 

Now we have a different state of things. We are not 2 
now; we are not saying ‘‘yea” or ‘*nay:” we are sayin 
ent,” when we are here in our bodily presence We are here to 
respond to a physical fact, as to whether we are present or no 
visibly and palpably, in the Chamber. It is made the duty of 


every Senator. it becomes the duty of every Senator—there is 
no use of mincing words about it—by every consideration yo 
can give the subject, to answer that roll call if he is within th 
hearing of the Secretary or the President. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to make a brief 
suggestion right there? 

Mr. GRAY. I should rather not at this moment: wi 
in a few minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
some extent. 

Mr. GRAY. 

Mr. ALLEN. 


[seem to be the 


sunpect of thi al n to 


Senators pardon 


to state a tact very b y. 50 that t 


I ask the 
L want 


| Senate will understand it. 


| 
| 


Mr. GRAY. 


of my discussion. 


L beg the Senator's pardon: he is not the 


Mr. ALLEN. I seem to be the subject of this 40 Oo ( 
ever. 

Mr. GRAY. Lam not speaking to the re-o on, 80 t m 
not obeying the rule of the Senate exactly, but | have conformed 
myself to the rather wide range that custom has given to discus 


sion in the Senate. 
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Mr. ALLEN. I simply wanted to suggest that the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE] and myself were not present in 
the Chamber at the time our names were called. The proposed 
order, in so far as it states that the senator from South Dakota 
and myself were in the Chamber at the time our names were 
called, is entirely incorrect. The Senator from South Dakota 
and I came into the Chamber after both our names had been 
passed on the roll. So that when the Senator from Oregon re- 
cites that we were present in the Chamber at the time, it is an 
incorrect recital of the fact. 

Mr. GRAY. That settles it, so far as Iam concerned, I will 
say to the Senator from Nebraska, as a matter of fact; but I am 
dealing now with the question of the propriety of the existing 
rules. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator from Delaware will allow me, I 
will say to the Senator from Nebraska that I do not propose to 
raise here an issue of fact in regard to that matter. The Sen- 
ator from Nebraska responded when the order was offered. I 
offered the resolution in accordance with the facts as I thought 
them to exist; but I am not going to raise any issue of fact here. 
If the Senator makes the statement that he was notin the Cham- 
ber at the time his name was called on that particular roll eall, 
I shall accept his statement. 

Mr. ALLEN. Inasmuch as the Senator from South Dakotais 
now in his seat, I should like to have him state what the facts 
are. 

Mr. " YLE. Icorroborate the statement of the Senator from 
Nebraska, 

Mr. GRAY. Now, we come to a different condition; we come 
to a roll call in order to ascertain the presence of Senators in 
the Chamber; not to ascertain the state of mind or the opinion 
of any given Senator; not to say whether he has made up his 
mind to vote ‘‘ yea” or ‘‘ nay;” but to ascertain the mere phys- 
ical fact whether he be present or not. That is covered by the 
rule to a certain extent, that— 

Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quorum is not 
present, a majority of the Senators present may direct— 

We are coming now to a roll call to ascertain whether there 
be a quorum present or not. If the result be announced that 
there be no quorum, then it shall be competent for ‘‘a majority 
of the Senators present” to “ direct the Sorgeant-at-Arms to re- 
quest, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the ab- 
sent Senators.” 

That isa very different question from the one that I have been 
discussing briefly, and inadequately I admit, with the Senator 
from New York as to what the rules prescribed and what is com- 











“petent for the Senate or the Presiding Officer of the Senate to 


do when the mere absence of a quorum is ascertained upon a roll 
call for a vote. 

I wish, and I rose principally for that purpose, to draw a dis- 
tinction between the two. Not only am I of the opinion, as I 
have stated, that the rules, as they exist, cover completely the 
matter of the absence of a quorum on a vote, so far as the com- 

etency of the Senate is concerned to count a quorum, but I be- 
ieve that it is incompetent and improper for any other disposi- 
tion to be made by rule of that contingency. do not believe 
that it is within the competence of this Coby by a rule to pre- 
scribe that a Senator, who sits silent during a roll call or vote, 
shall be counted as one to participate in the business then before 
the Senate. That is very different indeed from the other ques- 
tion of merely ascertaining the presence in the Chamber of a 
quorum, which does not call upon any Senator to more than as- 
sent to the evident, palpable, physical fact that he is present. 
But I say that when the situation authorizes a majority of the 
Senate to do business, it only authorizes business to be done by 
a majority who participate. 

it is impossible, in conformity to any rule which governs 
parliamentary bodies such as ours, to override that essential 
and foundation principle of our Government, that no law can be 
imposed upon this great people which does not receive the as- 
sent of a majority of both Houses of Congress. Any other view 


‘of this question, any other contention, such as was made a few 


years ago in another place than this, it seems to me, is revolu- 
tionary and entirely discards that great notion that the repre- 
sentatives of this people, or a majority of themselves, are om- 
nipotent within the limits of the Constitution, but that nothing 
less than a majority can speak with the voice of authority to the 
great American people. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ll understand the Senator to say, and I agree 
with him in that statement, that a roll call is for the purpose of 
ascertaining the presence of Senators; but do I understand the 
Senator to say that under our rules the response of a Senator is 
the only evidence which the Senate can have of his presence? 

Mr. GRAY. No: I have not said that. 
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Mr. DOLPH. I understood the Senator to say that. 

Mr. GRAY. No, asI said, the rule covered it in part. 

Mr. DOLPH. I understood the Senator to say that that was 
the only evidence, under our rules, that the Senate can have. 

Mr. GRAY. No,I did not even say that. It was not neces- 
sary that I should. for the purpose of what I wassaying, exhaust 
the provisions of tc rules upoa that subject, because I believe it 
is quite competent. under the rule which provides for the com- 
pelling of the attendance of an absent Senator, that if a Senator 
should be brought into the Chamber by the Sergeant-at-Arms 
and before the bar of the Senate, his bodily presence may be 
recorded. 

Mr. DOLPH. Suppose that the Sergeant-at-Arms should see 
a Senator present here. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no rule providing for that, and we can 
not act except through a rule. 

Mr. DOLPH. If we can actat all onareport of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, we can certainly act on his report that the Senators in 
question are present in this body. 

Mr. GRAY. The Sergeant-at-Arms is not a member of this 
body; he is an administrative officer. He certainly*can not 
modify or control, by his report, facts that may happen to pre- 
vail, unless he is authorized to do so. : 

Mr. DOLPH. When he is instructed to request the attend- 
ance of absent Senators, is he not authorized to report that they 
are present in the Chamber? 

Mr. GRAY. He is authorized, asa sheriff is authorized, to 
summon a party into court. He is authorized and required to 
make that request, and he may be authorized to use force to 
compelattendance. Isay that when that attendance is compelled 
and a Senator is brought here in obedience to that order of the 
Senate, I am not inclined to dispute the contention that his 
name may be recorded. 

Mr. DOLPH. Then there is no way to bring it to the atten- 
tion of the Senate officially that the Senator is Lere, if the Sena- 
tor chooses to remain silent. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to ask the Senator from Delaware 
whether he means to say, when a Senator is brought in by the 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and he declines to answer, that the name of 
that Senator can be counted to make a quorum? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not prepared to dispute that contention. 

Mr. TELLER. Under the present rules? 

Mr. GRAY. Under the presentrules. Ido not see what else 
the rule can mean here when it says that the Sergeant-at-Arms 
can be ordered to compel attendance. For what purpose will 
we compel that attendance? Not as a mere wanton act of ty- 
ranny, not merely to impose a humiliation upon a Senator, but 
to compel his attendance where? Not anywhere else but here. 
For what purpose, except it be for the purpose of counting one 
by his presence here. 

Mr. 'TELLER rose. 

Mr. GRAY. That is different, if the Senator will pardon me, 
from the contention that you may impose upon a man the duty 
or the necessity of assisting and participating in business that 
he absolutely refuses to participate in, of putting upon him a 
duty which his conscience, his intellect, or his judgment may 
repudiate. Youcan not do that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Delaware yield 
to me a moment? 

Mr. GRAY. I will. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does not the rule of construction that 
the Senator suggests lead to this apparently absurd position’ 
As I understand him, the Senator who is present and does not 
answer “ here ” is absent. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say so. 

Mr. MANDERSON. And that the Senator who is brought 
here to the bar of the Senate, under the order of the Senate, 
his presence being compelled, can be recorded although he stands 
mute? Does not that make the only safe place of refuge, the 
Senate Chamberitself, wherea Senator who desires to take refuge 
can, on the record, say that he is absent from the Chamber? A 
most absurd conclusion. 

Mr. GRAY. That is quite possible. I am not defending the 
present rule. I am considering how far the present rule covers 
the various exigencies which we may be brought to face. The 
Senator from Massachusetts has said that he thought the rule 
covers those exigencies. I have given my opinion, in a some- 
what offhand manner, and subject to further reflection and con- 
sideration, that when a Senator is brought here by the Sergeant 
at-Arms, the rule prescribing that the Senate may order the 
Sergeant-at-Arms to compel the Senator's attendance, there can 
be no object in that rule, no sensible construction to be given to 
it, except to compel the attendance of the Senator whenever his 

— in this Chamber may contribute toa quorum. That 
s all. 
But Iam prepared to go further, and say that I have here an 
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ymendment prepared, which I thought I might offer to the Set 
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Mr. HILL. With the permission of the Senator, let me ask: 
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by the unanimous judgment of the Supreme Court of the United 
States? 

Mr. GRAY. With all my respect for the Supreme Court, I 
do not know that I have submitted my judgment and conscience 
to their keeping. I understand perfectly the case to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts refers, in which the Supreme Court 
has said that the constitutional provision that a majority of the 
members should be a quorum to do business meant a majority 
present whether they participated in the vote or not. 

Mr. HOAR. And that a minority of the whole Senate, form- 
ing a majority of those voting, however large or small, made it 
a constitutional discharge of the Senate’s legislative function. 
If the Senator will pardon me, I did not mean to imply by my 
question that the Senate or the Senator must accept the judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court in regard to that particular consti- 
tutional provision; but I thought it desirable, this rule being 
under consideration, to say that that is a decision which may 
well commend itself to reasonable minds. The Senate should 
remember that the Supreme Court were unanimous in that de- 
cision, 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, Ican not say with certainty, but 
1 am inclined to think thatexpression of opinion by the Supreme 
Court was an obiter dictum. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr.GRAY. Whether it was or not, what they attempted to 
decide and did decide, was that each House had under the Consti- 
tution a right to makeitsown rules. So I say that, under the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court referred to, either House could 
mike a rule as absurd as the one I have been denouncing here. 

I am now addressing myself, however, to the judgment, the 
intellect, and the conscience of my fellow-Senators, and I ask 
then to read that provision of the Constitution, to consult their 
own sense of propriety inregard to these legislative matters, and 
then say whether they are willing that any construction shall 
be given to a rule we now have, or whether they will give their 
consent to a new rule, that shall provide that less than a ma- 
jority is competent to clothe any measure with the forms of 

aw. 

Mr. President, having drawn this distinction between the rules 
that govern a voting quorum and the rules that govern the 
presence of a quorum—which [ think it is vital should be main- 
tained in this discussion—I shall not detain the Senate further. 
{ do not wish to prolong this debate, but I considered it my duty, 
having very fixed convictions upon this matter, to express them 
to the Senate and call the attention of Senators, if that has not 
already been done sufficiently, to this very important ground of 
discrimination. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not intend, so far as I can 
reasonably avoid it, to reiterate any of the statements or argu- 
ments I had the honor of ~eeee ng during the -_ part of 
this debate. We have drifted somewhat from the real point of 
dispute. Permit me to say, however, at the outset, what I said 
before, that I do not regard the precise question which we have 
been debating as involved in the motion of the Senator from 
Oregon, and that, so far as I am concerned, I am content to al- 
low the Journal to be approved as a correct statement of what 
actually occurred on yesterday. 

But this brings us to the whole question involved as to the 
propriety of changing the rules, and as to the question as to what 
the rules themselves are. I do not expect to convince any Sen- 
ator here who has made up his mind absolutely in regard to this 
question, first, that there is a constitutional question involved, 
and, secondly, if there is none involved, as a matter of propri- 
ety the rules ought not to be changed. 

r. President, we have different views in regard to the Con- 
stitution. The distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] held a certain view of the Constitution three years ago. 
He holds the same opinions still. He has notchanged; he never 
changes. Since then, however, the highest court in our land 
has passsd distinctly and directly upon the very question in- 
volved and discussed in his letter to Mr. Crisp which was read 
three years ago, and has again been incorporated in the records 
of this body. He then took the broad position that the consti- 
tutional method of ascertaining a quorum was prescribed by the 
calling of the yeas and nays an by the responses made thereto, 
and that that was the only method. 

The Constitution of the United States is not what the Senator 
from Alabama believes it to be; the Constitution of the United 
States is not what the Senator from New York believes it to be; it 
is not what any Senator around this circle believes it to be. The 
Constitution of our country is what the highest court in the 
land declares it to be. That is the end of the question; but I do 
not expect to convince Senators around me who have no respect 
for that high tribunal or who are not willing to bow to its unani- 
mous decision. 

Iasserted at the outset of this debate that three years ago a 
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foundation for the criticism of the right of the Presiding Officer 
to count a quorum was the fact that there was something in the 
Constitution which prevented it. I have read here the decision 
of the highest court of the country, which says that that right 
exists; that is, that any method which either House ‘determines 
is the proper method, and that the Constitution does not require 
responses by yeas and nays as the only method of determining 
the presence of a quorum. 

So far so good. I need not argue any further to Senators who 
maintain their opinions in defiance of the judgment of the court. 
There is no use of appealing to them. The question is disposed 
of so far as they are concerned. 

As to the next question involved here, to which the Senator from 
Delaware has alluded, [ have only this to say: that I am not dis- 
a to oppose any change in the rules inthe way suggested by 

im. I introduced an amendment to that effect the other day, 
and various amendments, the object of which is to accomplish 
the same purpose, have already been introduced by other Sen- 
ators. They are proper amendments, germane to this question, 
reasonable in form and shape, and ought to be adopted. 

There is nothing inconsistent in the position I assume. Not- 
withstanding the rules themselves ought to be amended to make 
the power absolutely certain, nevertheless I submit to the Senate 
that, under a proper construction of the rules, the right to count 
a quorum exists now. I prefer that some amendment should be 
drawn up, something like the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware, my own, or that of the Senator from Nebraska; but, 
in the absence of any amendment adopted, we have a right to 
insist upon the right to count a quorum, and I think it can be 
clearly demonstrated that the power already exists. 

The Senator from Delaware is obliged to take the position 
that the rules provide that the only way to ascertain the pres- 
ence of a quorum is by responses upon the roll call. In answer 
to the Senator from Delaware, I will state that [ understood him 
to say that he has not gone that far, and yet in another part of 
his remarks I think he must be considered to have sourged. He 
must take that position, because if the Senator abandons that 
he has no foundation upon which to stand. 

We say the Constitution of the United States speaks of the 
— of the yeas and nays, which, of course, can only be done 
by roll call; but we said three years ago, and we say now, that 
that was not the only method prescribed by the Constitution to 
determine the presence of a quorum, but that we had a right by 
any other method to ascertain whether Senators were present 
or not. 

Upon the first question, as to whether a quorum is present, 
when it is suggested that a quorum is not present the roll is to 
be called. The mere fact that the rules say that the roll is te 
be called determines nothing upon the precise point in dispute. 
Of course, the roll must becalled. There is no other way to prp- 
ceed. The rule says: 


Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained— 


Does it say by responses? No. Is there any method or man- 
ner provided as to how that shall be ascertained? I concede the 
customary way has been here, of course, to take the responses: 
but when you areconstruing arule, you should make a broad and 
liberal construction in the interest of the facilitation of public 
business. I say—and here is the pointin dispute—that this rule 
specifies no method for thatascertainment. It, therefore, could 
be done by responses, it could be done by the presence of the 
member, determined by the eye, or it could be ascertained by 
the ear. I think that is a sound construction. The Senator 
from Delaware concedes that his construction of the rule leads 
to absurd results. 

Mr. GRAY. I must beg the Senator's pardon. I did not say 
that my construction of the rule led to absurd results; but I said 
such a rule, as it now stands, does not cover a contingency which 
might lead to absurd results. 

Mr. HILL. Which contingency brings about an absurd re- 
sult, then. It is oo as broad as it is long. The Senator con- 
cedes the proposition substantially suggested by the Senator 
from Nebraska, that under the rules a Senator is required to be 
present in the Senate Chamber and respond to his name. ‘The 
rules provide also or contemplate that he may be punished if he 
does not obey the rules. 

That is the fair construction of the rules themselves; and yet, 
adopting the suggestion of the Senator from Nebraska, the only 
safe refuge for a Senator is right here in the Senate Chamber. 
If he remains away, if he is absent, we cun send for him and 
bring him here; we can request and compel his presence, and 
yet if he remains here, defies the rules, and refuses to say a 
word, you are powerless, and, as | understand it, the Senator 
from Delaware concedes that that is an absurd result. That is 
the’very result and construction for which he is contending. 
Our view of the case is consistent. We simply say that it is the 
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duty of the Senate to give such a construction to the rules as 
does not make them absurd. We say that we should give them 
such a construction as will facilitate the public business. Will 
this not be practical? 

IL understood my friend from Delaware to go further, and be- 
coming eloquent (as he occasionally does, and I do not know but 
often’, he said he doubted the right of the Senate, asa matter of 
propriety, to count a Senator as present, or any purpose when he 
did not desire to have his presence mude part of the record. 
Did the Senator not say that? 

Mr. GRAY. I did not put it that way. 

Mr. HILL. Of course, the Senator put it in a little different 
way. 

Mr. GRAY. I said a Senator could not be counted as partici- 
pating in the proceedings when he declined to vote. 

Mr. HILL. | understood that the Senator thought that no 
rule should be passed in this body which would make a Senator 
participate. : 

Mr. GRAY. No. IsaidI did not believe, with my view of 
constitutional law and of what the Constitution requires, that 
any measure could become a law uuless it received a vote of a 
majority of the body. 

Mr. HILL. If that be so, it isby virtue of some constitutional 
provision, or by virtue of some stitute or something. 

Mr. GRAY. Itis by virtue of that principle that majorities 
shall rule, which the Senator has previously alluded to. 

Mr. HILL. A majority rules in almost every other place ex- 
cept in the Senate of the United States. 

sut here I want to read to the Senate from the same decision 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. Of course, I assume 
that the Senator has great respect for that tribunal, and that its 
decisions are entitled to be observed and respected by this body. 
‘* The Constitution says a majority of each | House] shall consti- | 
tute a quorum.” 

Here is the judicial construction of that provision of the Con- 
stitution. I read 

In other words, when a majority are present, the House is in a positionto 
do business; its capacity to do business is then established, created by the 
mere presence of a majority, and does not depend upon the disposition or 
assent or action ofany single member, or fraction of the majority present 

All that the Constitution requires is the presence of a majority, and when 


that majority is present the power of the House arises. | 
Mr. GRAY. May Linterrupt the Senator? 
Mr. HILL. Yes. 
Mr. GRAY. I will ask the Senator from New York whether | 


the question raised in that case was whether a bill had become 
a law without the vote of a majority? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GRAY. Now,I ask the Senator whether he considers 
in his high place here, he is not as much bound to consider the 
Constitution of the United States, so far as it relates to his duty 
as a Senator,as the Supreme Courtof the United States is bound 
to consider it when they are called upon to construe it with ref- 
ence to a case between citizen and citizen? 

Mr. HILL. I will answer the Senator. The Supreme Court 
of the United States, being vested with the power to construe 
the Constitution, it being the final tribunal which can determine 
these questions, its decisions are binding upon every other de- 
partment of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, I understand, of 
course, that a decision of the Supreme Court is binding to this 
extent; that where it has by a judgment given a certain inter- | 
pretation to the Constitution it is idle to contend that in an- 
other case, or in the class of cases involving the same question, 
that that rule so interpreted by the court should not apply; and 
therefore, in regulating the conduct of the citizen, he must con- 
form to that interpretation of the Constitution; but in this body, 
where we are called upon under the Constitution to decide what 
our powers are, does not the question address itself to the con- 
science of every Senator whether the Constitution warrants the 
action proposed or not? 

Mr. HILL. To some extent that may be true; to a larger ex- 
tent itis not true. If the rule contended for by the Senator is 
correct, if the Supreme Court should declare certain provisions 
of the Constitution to mean one thing, the House of Representa- 
tives declare them to mean another, the Senate another, and citi- 
zens generally another, you would have confusion in all depar 
ments of the Government and amongst the people themselves. 

Mr. GRAY. Lask the Senator if the Supreme Court of the 
United States had decided thata bill against which a majority had 
recorded its vote, and in favor of which a minority had recorded 
its vote, had become a law, whether he would feel himself bound 
by that decision of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. HILL. I expect always to be bound in my private and 
— capacity by the decisions of the highest tribunal in the 
and. I make explicit and frank answer upon that subject. 

T ask the Senator another question. While he may think that | 
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this question was not directly involved, as h» intimated, I think 
he said it was, and so ecluimed, no matter what view he may per- 
sonally take of the Constitution, the Senator will be frank enough 
to say to the Senate that what L hw ead from this decision 
corroborates the argument which | make: « ; it not? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly: it corroborates it b ry high au- 
thority. 

Mr. HILL L do not want any other corroboration t]} ut 
now. 

Mr. GRAY. But I wish to say that the Constitut of the 
United States requires the Senate to make its own 1 nd 
when [ ask the Senator if he has adistinet notion, as L ha that 
the Constitution does warrant this bod in prescribing | it 
less than a majority shall give the sinction of law toa m re 

iether he considers th: “Sup ‘me Court of t nited States 
co control his conscience in th peet 

Mr. HILL. Itis hardly a question of con ‘ it is s 
tic if construction: it i question which depends upon t n- 
tellect. All erent leg testions arising o f the co ion 
oO 1 Constitution must be submi to some yun 1 
individual Senator to set up his conscience upo i const tion 
ol disputed consti n question of this el S | LK 
not 

Mr. GRAY. Can we not make our own S 

Mr. HILL You can make your own rul but whethe our 
rules conform to the Coystitution of your country, depends on 
the decision of that tribunal designated by the Constitution 
which has power to determine the question So much for that 

\ll the point that | desire to elicit, and which I have elicited, 
and the views which I have presented here, the Senator con- 


cedes are sustained by the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. With that [am content. 

Look at the situation which will be found by the rules. The 
yeas and nays are ordered upon a question Che roll is « d 
42 Senators answer oue way or the other, and another, a forty- 
third Senator, asks to be excused from votin The RercorD 
shows the fact. The question is put to the Senate as to whether 
this forty-third Senxtor shiil beexeused. A roll call is had upon 
it He is excused from votin or he is note ised, and a cer- 
tain disposition is then made of the question. Whatdo you say? 
You say that there is an absurd result: that there was not a 
quorum present when 42 Senators have answered to their names, 
and there was another Senator present, who was excused from 
voting, are you to say that by some sort of legerdermain this 


forty-third Senator was not deemed in law to be present 

Why do Senators take such a strained construct 
makes your rules and our proceedings ridiculous? I trust [ am 
not reflecting upon the Senate by that suggestion. Iam adopt- 


ion, hich 


ine that argument, to some extent,of other Senitors [ sa n 
der your rules here, if you excuse a Senator, or if his pair is 

nounced, in all such cases the record of your proceedings show 
that that Senator is present. If his name b* added to those who 
actually vote there is a quorum present, and it seems to me the 


Constitution is complied with. 


Bear in mind I have not contended in this debate, and do not 
contend now, that you can count any Senitor for the purpose of 
adding to the vote given. Upon that there is no disput A 


Senator can remain in his seat and be silent, and of course you 
can not count him as voting upon one side or the other when he 
does notvote. All wecontend isthatso long as he is here, aslong 
as the physical fact exists, he shall be counted to makea quorum; 
we contend that he shall not be here and place himself in « po- 
sition where he can not be reached by the deeree or action of 
this body. Thatisall. What is the objection to th 


as much respect for the rights of minorities 


Alabama or the Senator from Delaware. I ec an not, | er. 
agree with them that the construction fé vhich | ) nd 
wrongs any Senator. 

If there isa Senator here who regards it as his d ty to come 
here and obstruct the proceedinys of the body he m 
jured; if there is a Senator here who thinks his duty to co 
stituents is discharged by coming here and refusing to o 
rules, refusing to vote, then he isthe one that ! would doin ( 
to. That is true. But I[ can not see in the light of « 
sense why we should contend for absurd lite construe 1. It 
is not a question of minorities or majoritie Men a ( 
prived of any right when they are given an opportunit »p 
ticipate, and when they voluntarily refuse to participate in our 
proceedings. What right can they urge yn they di ) 
rules? What position can they take here when they att t to 
obstruct the business of this body? 

Mr. President, | have thus contended for a plain, common- 
sense, reasonable construction of these rules, a construction 


which makes them consistent throughout, which avoids the 


reaching of absurd results. 
I heard my distinguished friend from Alabama |Mr. MORGAN] 
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spoak of his great respect for the Constitution. He hasnomore 
respect for that instrument than [ have; but [ can not see that 
any Senvtor hasa right to shield himself behind the Constitu- 
tion when he seeks to obstruct the public business of this great 
legislative tody. I shall have no personal controversy withthe 
distinguished Senator from Alabima, although I think from 
some of his remarks, possibly from some of his little flings, th it 
he courted it. I know he spoke perhaps contemptuously of the 
liticians, as he called them, of the great State that [ have the 
onorin part to represent upon this floor. There are politicians 
in the State of New York, and there are good politicians there; 
there are men whom we hive honored for many years, and they 
do not deny that they are politicians in the highest and best 
sense of the term. I suppose there are no politicians in Ala- 
= that they areall statesmendowninthat country. [Laugh- 
ter. 

My friend said that he did not care to have the poiitics of New 
York imitated in this Chamber. I do not know what he meant 
by that tling—some reflection, possibly, upon the Democratic 

rty of the great Empire State. I tell him, sir, the elections 
in our State are as honest as they are in the State of Alabama or 
elsewhere. It does not lie in tha mouth of that Senator, if what 
was said as to the election last fall in the great guberatorial con- 
test in his St ite of Kolb vs. Jones be true, to speak of elections 
in the State of New York. [Laughter.] 

But I shall not digress from the principal point involved in 
this controversy. The Sen tor from Alabama spoke—yea boast- 
ed—of his lifelong devotion to the Constitution of the United 
States. It may beso. I supposec that for a very brief period 
my friend wis supporting another constitution; but I may be 
mistaken. [Laughter and applause in the galleries. | 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Not at present. 

The Senator spoke of the wrongs that were about to be perpe- 
trated by this body in tie passage of the pending bill. If his 
contention about these rules is correct, then there is no possible 
danger of any wrong being perpetrated, because if the view 
taken by him is correct there seems to be no method provided 
by which we can rewha result. Therefore, if that is true, he 
can with the utmost safety repeat the statement in imitation of 
another distinguished Senator from that State, that if we pass 
the pending bill in the manner suggested by me and permitted 
under a construction of the rules, we must walk over his dead 
body. Ido not believeit. It is an idle threat. 
statesmen before who were going to die in the last ditch, but 
there are some of them alive now. [Liughter.] 

Mr. President, [did not cite the decision of the Supreme Court 
for the ree of antagonizing the view of the Senator from 
Alabama. I simply cited it for the purpose of showing how 
they differed. Iam a good dealin the position of the lawyer 
who was arguing a cas» before a justice of the peace, and the 
ustice was very obstinate in maintaining his view of the law. 

inally the lawyer read a chapter from Blackstone, and then 
apologized for it by saying: “I do not read this for the pur- 
pose of showing that yourhonor is wrong, but for the purpose 
of showing what a fool Blackstone was.” hanghion.) ol! 
cite this d2cision not to show that the Senator from Alabama 
is wrong—becwse he is always right and everybody else is 
wrong—but for the purpose of showing what afool the Supreme 
Court of the United States has made of itself in making this de- 
cision, which the Sonator from Delaware says he concedes sus- 
tains the position I have taken upon this floor. So much for 
that question. 

The Senator from Delaware said that he would not follow in 
any scheme which has a tendency towards anarchy, and he in- 
timated that some of the suggestions made here were in that 
direction. I do not ask him to go so far; I do not ask any Sen- 
ator to do anything harsh or improper, or which can not be justi- 
fied by law and precedent. 

I do submit that the time is soon coming, it ought to be here 
now at the close of this great debate, when the majority in the 
Senate, composed of Democrats and Republicans in favor of the 
pass we of the repeal bill, must see what they can do in regard 
to its pissage, must determine upon some course by which a 
vote can be reached. 

Weare told by these gentlemen that we are powerless. It 
may be so. I think that this debate is 4 proper one, that we 
should seek to determine what course we can take within the 
rules and under the Constitution and under the ordinary princi- 
ples of parliamentary law to pass this repeal bill. 

Theva the distinguished Senator from Alabam ing his 
just tribute to the distinguished Senators who occupied seats in 
this Chamber in years gone by. Lagree with all he siid in re- 
gard to the greatness of those former Senators. He e affec- 
tion atuly and eloquently of the grand Old Roman from Ohio, who 
occupied a seat in this Chamber for so many years. He can not 

~ 


I have heard of ‘ 


say anything that I would not indorse in regard to that Demo- 
cratic statesman, who possesses the confidence and respect of the 
Democracy and the people of the Union. 

I suppose, when the Senator paid that tribute he had in view 
all the record made by Mr. Thurm wn in this body. I suppose 
he did not intend to pick out a few taings which he did, but that 
he had reference to all of them. Sir, the course towards an- 
archy, which the Senator from New York is said to be marking 
out, is the very course which Allen G. Thurm in pursued in this 
body; and if the Senator from Alabama has that resp ct which 
he professes for that great statesman, then I ask him to follow 
the line which he marked out in the first session of the Forty- 
sixth Congress. 

I hold in my hand the record of those proceedings. It is true 
there was some filibustering in those diys as now. At the par- 
ticular time to which I re/er the filibustering seems to have 
been partially upon the Republican side. On piges 235, 236, and 
237, June 19, 1875, the Senate was going through the same pro- 
ceeding which we were gping through last evening; that is, 
having roll calls for the purpose of ascertaining whether a quo- 
rum was present. 

The following record is taken from the Journal of the Senate: 

THURSDAY, /uneé 19, 1879. 

The President pro tempore called the Senate to order aad stated that, owing 
to the length of the session of yesterday, the Journal had not been com- 
pleted, and asked that its reading be postponed until 1t be finished. 

Mr. Conkling having objected, 

The President pro tempore s ated that so much of the Journal as had been 
made up would be read, and the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings having 
been read as far as it was written up, 


The President pro tempore announced that the presentation of petitions 
and memorials was in order; 


hen, 

Mr. Conkling raised the question of order that, under the first rule of the 
Senate, no business could be transacted until the Journal had been read. 
cl, pro tempore overruled the question of order raised by Mr. 

onkling. 

From the decision of the Chair Mr. Conkling appealed to the Senate: and 

On motion by Mr. Hereford that the appeal lie on the table, 

The yeas were 33 and the nays were 4. 

On motion by Mr. Hereford, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are — 

Messrs. Bailey, Bayard, Beck, Call, Cockrell, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
of West Virginia, Eaton, Garland, Gordon, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill 
of Georgia, Houston. Jonas, Jones of Fiorada, Kernan, Lamar, Maxey, Mor- 

an, Pendleton, Randolph, Ransom, Sauisbury, Slater, Vance, Voorhees, 
Waiker, Wallace, Whyte, Withers. 

Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Booth, Burnside, Morrill, Windom. 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro tempore directed the roll to be called, and 50 Senators 
answered to their names. 

A quorum being present, 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford, that the appeal 
lie on the table. 

The yeas were 26 and the nays were 4. 

The yeas and nays having been heretofore ordered, 

Those who voted in the aftirmative are— 

Messrs. Bayard, Beck, Call, Coke, Davis, of Illinois, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill of Georgia. Houston, Jonas, 
Lamar, Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Voor- 
hees, Walker, ere Withers. 

Those who voted in the negative are— 

Messrs. Allison, Booth, Burnside, Morrill. 

During the roll call ; 

Mr. Bayard called the attention of the Chair to the fact that there were 
Sen itors present and not voting; and having namei Mr.Chandler, asked 
that under the seventeenth rule of the Senate he be required to assign his 
reasons therefor. 


What an outrage on the rights of those Senators! 


Whereupon, 

The President pro tempore— 

Allen G. Thurman, for whom the Senator from Alabama has 
such great respect— ; 
directed the name of Mr. Chandler to be called; and 

Mr. Chandler declining to vote, and assigning his reasons therefor, 

The Presiding Officer (Mr. Harris in the chair) submitted the question to 
the Senate. 

And on the eee 

Shall Mr. Chandler be excused from voting? 

The yeas were none and the nays were 33. 

On motion by Mr. Conkling, 

The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 

None voted in the affirmative. 

Those who voted in the negative are—Messrs. Bayard, Beck. Call, Cockrell, 
Davis of Illinois, Davis of West Virginia, Eaton, Garland, Groome, Harris, 
Hereford, Hill of Georgia, Houston, Jonas, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, 
McDonald, Maxey, Morgan, Pendleton, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sla- 
ter, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, Walker, Wallace, Whyte, Withers. 

The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum, 

The President pro tempore directed the roll to be called; and 

Fifty-one Senators answered to their names. 

A quorum being present, and 
iam uestion recurring on the motion of Mr. Hereford that the appeal 

2 on 

The yeas were’s2 and the nays were 3. 

The yeas and n: having been heretofore ordered, 
in the affirmative are— 

Messrs. Bayard, Beck, Call, Coke, Davis of Illinois, Davis of West Vir- 

Eaton, Garland, Groome, Harris, Hereford, Hill of —— Houston, 

onas, Jones of Florida, Kernan, Lamar, McDonald, Maxey, , Pen- 

dleton, Randolph, Ransom, Saulsbury, Slater, Vance, Vest, Voorhees, 
Waiker, Wallace, Withers. 
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i Those who voted in the negative are Messrs. Burnside, Kirkwood, M« What is the ob‘ect of th ' of the , and 
a The number of Senators voting not constituting a quorum ; é 1 2Ocs OF Whe rules Of the Senate and Oo . 
The President pro tempore counted the Senate and announced that a | “t'!Ve odies? Itis to enabl 1em to legislate. 1 3 the 
3 quorum was present. object. We are not here for any other purpose except to 
4 Mr. President, there is the precedent which I shall ask this | late, to make laws, in connection with t ie coirdinate de 
4 body to imitate at some future day. I said the — was not | ments of the Government, in codperation with the House of R 
‘ really involved on the motion here this morning. Sir,such men | resentative, and subject to the veto of the President. Al 
as Thurman and others are the distinguished men whom I pro- | rules ought to aim for the accomplishment « at | ose 
pose to follow, rather than the lead of the distinguished Senator | no other. ‘ 
: from Alabama. At the same time, ob t 3 
7 Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should be very willing, | yet it is equally impo ity ful ( ) 
: indeed, before I make the brief observations which I intend to | portuniti bat a ¢ ; 
make, to have the pending que stion dist osed of. If there be no 128 been recornized ‘ Cans 
; objec tion and no desire to debate this que stion upon the ado} tion | beginning of our Gov sof th 
% of the amendment to the rules, I shall give way to a vote. If, | intend: d to expedite legislation, are used as an obstruct ) 
however, any Senator wishes to debate the question further [ | the Linority in order to defeit the w of the m rit t 
4 shall proceed. I hope, as this question is a privileged one, | rules should as soon as possible be corrected, ch nged, 
* standing in the way of everything else, that we may now have tered. . 
+f vote upon the question of the adoption of the amendment to the Whenever the minority presses its means of obs 
$ Journal or a motion to lay it on the table. duly, it then creates what is in the nature of a revo 
Mr. WASHBURN. I move to lay the motion on the table. se ks to break dow 1 the rules of the Senate, and to u i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion | ® ™ uns of d wing to the majority of the Senat its er to 
4 made by the Senator from Minnesota. make laws for the people of the United Stit <n 
: Mr. DOLPH. On that motion I call for the yeas and nays. | Mr. President, [know that the recent obstructions le d 
; should much prefer that the question should be taken upon the | ing this heated contest, lasting now for more than two mo 
AN amendment by yeas and nays; but if we are called upon to vote have gone far beyond all which has occurred wh LV 
; to lay it on the table I shall call for the yeas and nays. It will | % member of this body. I have receftly seen m I 
4 not cut off debate, because the question of the approval of the | sorted to here which were never heretofore appe { ; 
‘ Journal is debatable. my term of service, nor do I] love they have ¢ ( 
‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of ticed since th ernment W 
‘3 the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. W ASHBURN] to lay the motion The Sen » United St was origina L ¢ 
} of the Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLPH] on the table. body ol twenty- six me:bers, more like a council of revisi 
4 Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator wish to debate the ques- | 4 legislative bod; In all its history it threw down the 
a tion? barriers against debate and went to the extreme verge o 
% Mr. DOLPH. I do not care to debate it further. } ality. But, Mr. President, whenever the time comes when « 
i Mr. WASHBURN. If we can have a direct vote, that will | tles of order do not promote legislation, the as a 
satisfy me. course, the Senate must adopt rules which w prevent 
i The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state the question. | tion. In the olden time no such thing! ned as h red 
% The Senator from Oregon moves to amend the Journal. The during the present session of Congr ss 
4 Senator from Minnesota moves to lay that motion on the table. [ shall not refer to that further, for each Senator ec for 
f That question is not debatable. himself that this new idea of stopping a Senator in the midst of 
} Mr. DOLPH. | call for the yeas and nays. | his argument to-suggest that a quorum is not present is d 
: Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Minnesota if he wil! not | discourtesy that in former times would have been r ~o es 
3 withdraw that motion? ‘There are several Senators here who | bas been done merely fordelay. The pu »inalarge 1 
wouid like to say a few words upon the subject. ; | of the cases when a Senator was stopped in the mid a 
: Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not desire to cut off anyone. If there | gument to have the roll called was to citch Senators at 1 
3 is to be further debate on the motion to correct the Journal, [ | lunch or within hearing, merely to obstruct and de vote 
shall proceed. |. This is a violation of the duty of aS -. and camht | 
Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the motion. ject him, by our rules, to reproach and puni shment 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from | _ When was that ever done in the olden tim WI 
Minnesota to lay on the table the motion of the Senator from | Senator in those days eve r stopped in the midst of his argum 
Oregon is withdrawn. | every five or ten minutes in orde r to call a quorum h Tha 
Mr. PALMER. May Lask to have the motion proposed by kind of obstruction has never been resorted to. So { 3, as 
the Senator from Oregon reported, so that we may under- | I know, it has occurred that Senators have refused to vote w ! n 
stand it? : | they were present. In such cases, in my judgment, they h Wve 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- | Violated the rules of good order. I say for myself, and I ean 
tor from lllinois that the motion of the Senator from Oregon is | fer to the records of the Senate to su tain me, that ' 
to amend the Journal. The Secretary will read the amendment. | I have been present here, have Ir u toe my v 
The Secretary read as follows: | though the majority might have been against m« Ch 
That the name of Senator ALLEN be recorded in connection with said roll |} the idea in thos » days, but the practi ‘eh is LSTOW " » wit n tl 
call t o show ais prese ce. | last fifteen or twenty vears. The first vio eT co of gf SD gpenet-paliga 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatisthe pending question. The | curred in the case referred to here a fow o . 5 oan 
Chair recognizes the Senator from Ohio. } my SS Mr. Thurman, whe Py i ent the $ 
M r.S SHERMAN. Mr. President, [do notintend todebate that | ate, ‘ppe .d into the br mals and ae ane oo dig merle 
question, because4 think it has been sufficiently debated. Iam | t * believe acase h d n “s a nee _ oad oe Me 
of the opinion expressed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. | in thetemeate, That a aa Shi the # ae ae ber 
Hoar}, that whatev r may be the meritsof the proposition and | a member of ‘the Se ate. : : 2p gertaec es wer. 4 , then 
Iconecur and sympathi eentirely with the proposition made by th« | Mr. President, during the pendency of all the war measu 
Senator from Oregon | Mr. DoLPpH|—yet 1 think upon the face of | and the re onstruction meas ad we h d anaiad ( = aa a 
the rule. which we must construe aceording to its fair meaning, | nieht sessions at a time when 1 was m ich bett r bie th 
F shouid feel bound to vote against the proposition to amend the | to bear that kind of fatigue. I ha amare a th t hei 
Journal, because I think the Secretary has executed his duty | the gray of the titi teu otter hear. 7 eer 
honestly and according to the rule, and that it would be an unj ist un il within the last ten or twe lve ye rs, t ere 
reproach upon him to say that he had not strictly conformed to agreement between the minority ar athe n . or t 
the rules of the Sen: ate. Therefore, I shall vote against the | yielded, and a time fixed when a vote si uld | s had 
ro} Osition of the Senator from Oregon, although I sympathiz e | case of the kind oecurre } icin 7 the a a ‘4 a 
heartily with the objecis and aims he has in view. fai» debate before the pendency aa So nat 7 oe ed aia iene 
Wishing to make a few remarks in regard to the present sit- | I should like to know when it wa At that time the large 
uation of the public business, and especially the great qu stion | liberty of debate was given, and when debate was appa 
which is now pending before us, [ desire to waive the question | exhausted, then it was that an : cnideh Geinninedl il on Tan 
immediately before us, and discuss that which has been dis- | tween the opposing sides, an ho POF a li fe : fi = pean 
cussed so often of late, that is,the nature and character of our | vote should be taken, and th t wae thi Rane fe ol she re 
rules. [ do not know of a single measure in those tim vhen tl 
The rules of the Senate are made to expedite the public busi- | most momentous questions were pending befor« ‘the @e ae 
eee ance erly and proper manner. There is no doubt of the the United States which were ever presented our hist 
ight « e necessity of every legislative body to have the ex- | when the time did not speedily come when the minority, havin 


siv “ove . > eS 7 
clusive power over its rules. made its protest and made its arguments, yieided to the majority 
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and surrendered to them the unquestioned power of the majority | the Senate of the United States ought not to be the great log 
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to puss laws, whether in the opinion of the minority they were 


of the United States to-day has more varied talent and has as 


much ability to discharge all the duties of this great law-making | 


body as it ever has had. I believe in the general intelligence 
of its members, and in their ability. 
which ever sat here. 


not possess. 


So the difficulty is not on account of the weakness or want of | 


intelligence of the Senate, but on account of its numbers. A 
body of eighty-eight Senators is very different from a body of 
twenty-five or fifty Senators. During the war and the recon- 
struction period twenty-five was a quorum of this body. It was 
only necessary, therefore, to consult twenty-five Senators in 
order to establish a rule or to secure the order of business. 
Now that the body has increased to eighty-eight Senators, it is 
much more difficult. 

| believe I can say that there is no legislative body in the 
world which has not some power to close debate, some cloture 
rule, some means by which the majority can pass laws. If there 
be a legislative body which has not that power, I should like to 
know it. 

We must follow, therefore, the examples of other political 
bodies; we must follow the example recently set by the House 
of Commons of England and also set by the House of Representa- 


It is equal to any Senate | 
We are improving in our day and gen- | 
eration, possessing many advantages which our ancestors did | 


which weighs down and obstructs legislation. We must, there- 


the law he desires to have enacted, while the party he repre- 
sents stands unable to formulate a policy and say what they de- 
sire. If they do not agree with the President, let them say so, 
and formulate their opinions into an act. 

There are three or four important matters of public interest 
which demand solution, and this body stands in the way. One 
Senne oe not we should continue the purchase of silver bul- 

ion. 

Upon that question honest men may differ. I believed in that 
policy; I believedin giving to it the largest and most beneficial 
experiment. We have tried it, and, according to our humble 
judgments, without wishing to say anything harsh about silver 
| or about the questions now involved, we think on the whole it 
is not wise to further continue the purchase of silver bullion. 

We have now 570,000,000 silver dollars coined, or we have the 
bullion to coin it. We have $77,000,000 of silver coin in wide 
circulation, called subsidiary coin, and we have bullion enough 
now to supply all that can be coined in the next two or three 
years. Therefore, when we acquiesce in the viewsof the Presi- 
dent that the purchase of silver bullion tends to create a dis- 
| turbance in the markets of the world, tends to create a want of 
confidence in our ability to maintain the parity of gold and sil- 
ver, we say: ‘Very well; we have tried the experiment of pur- 
chasing silver buliion, and we believe it has failed; silver has 





i wise or unwise. fore, resort to some means by which the power of the majority ) 
This system of obstruction, therefore, is a matter of modern | may be exercised. Whether I shall be in the minority or the 3 
origin in the Senate of the United States. In the House of Rep- majority, I shall be willing to obey the will of the majority. q 
resentatives, of which I had the honor many years ago to be : Now, for the first time during my service as a member of the 
member, we did organize measures of obstruction; but the pre- | Senate of the United States, I recognize on the other side of this 
vious question existed there, and whenever the majority chose | Chamber the power of the Senate. They have the majority; 3 
to do so they could put it in force and establish for themselves | the responsibility rests upon them; the duty rests upon them. 4 
the time of voting. Such an extremity was never resorted toin | They say they can not agree. They must agree, or else surren- ‘ 
ihe Senate. If Senators will look over the pages of our Con- der their political power. If the Senate of the United States as 
gressional history, to be found in the Globe and the RECORD, | now organized can not make laws without this prolonged debate, 
they will find in every single case that the majority in the end | if the majority say they are unable to meet together and formu- 9 
have had the power to pass laws when that majority was well | la‘e some proposition, the people of the United States will take 4 
established. If there be any case to the contrary, I shail be | them at their word. There is no doubt about that. 4 
very glad indeed to have it pointed out, for I recollect no such | I have sat here for more than a month without opening my ‘ 
} case. | mouth, desiring to hear from the other side who have been hon- % 
, Mr. President, I think, therefore—though probably it may | ored by a majority of the people with the control of the Senate 
a not be done at this session—that the time has arrived when the | of the United States. The President has expressed his opinion. 
f Senate of the United States must adopt rules and regulations to | We, on this side, have not obstructed the engrafting into law 
prevent obstruction of the public business. | what is desired by the President. We do not believe in him; 
bt The Senate isa very different body now from what it was in | we do not believe in his policy; we are under no obligations to / 
nt. the olden times; not in point of ability, for I believe the Senate | him, and yet we furnish nearly two-thirds of the votes to enact : 


Bs 


tives of the United States. Such rules exist in the legislative | declined, notwithstanding our enormous purchases, and we shall 
bodies of Franceand in all countries where they have organized | therefore vote to suspend the purchase of silver bullion, not to 
legislative bodies. There are many more such governments | demonetize silver coin.” 
t now than forty or fifty years ago. The great body of European ‘Senators all around me, on both sides of this question, have 
sil governments was then monarchial. Now many of them are re- | assumed that we are about to demonetize silver when we pro- 
publican, and all of them possess the power of legislation. Most | pose to suspend the purchase of silver bullion. We have more 
: ol them have two legislative houses, similar toourown. Inthis silver now in the United States of America than we ever had j 
\ respect our example has been followed by almostevery intelligent | before in our whole previous history, more than we had forty 3 
| monarchy in Europe. No longer does a czar ora king pronounce —_ ago, when silver and gold were the only money of an : 
his law, but in every European government he is restrained by | kind issued by the United States. No one proposes to distur 
the legislative wee? In every legislative body of Europe of | that silver.’ There it is, nearly 600,000,000, either in our i 
which [have knowledge, there is a power to suppress debate, | Treasury, represented by Treasury notes, or among the people, { 
or rather not to suppress it so much as to limit it within the | or in bullion ready to be coined. Does anybody propose to dis- 
p bounds of reason, so as to provide that the majority shall exer- | turb that? Oh,no. On the.other hand, I shall be glad to join 
cise the power to pass laws. The Senateshould have some such | with our friends on the other side of the Chamber to largely in- 
provision. crease the subsidiary coin, asitis called. I believe that is the 
Many wise and reasonable provisions have been suggested | coin which the people of this country .sire more than the large q 
here. Inmy own judgment, the better way would be at the next | dollar, which is in inconvenient form. We have nowin circula- i 
3 session of Congress—notnow, in the midst of this heated debate— | tion more fractional silver coins than silver dollars. ? 
bo to have the Committee on Rules strengthened and enlarged, and Any other measure which will tend to promote the use of sil- Ee 
have them take up and reéxamine all these various rules and | ver, which will enable usto maintain it at a parity with gold, or 4 
provide for carefully limiting debate, giving to the minority | any other measure which will giveemployment to this important 
the full power and proper opportunity to express their opinions, | industry of our country, we are willing and ready to hear and 
and prescribe some reasonable method by which the majority, | consider. The President suggests, however, that the first and 
| after that limit has been reached, may prescribe the time when | most important measure, before further action, is to clear away 
the final vote shall be taken. the present silver purchasing clause of the act of 1890. We have 
Mr. President, I wish now very briefly to call your attention | thought so too, but if the other side do not think so it can not 
to the important legislation which must be acted upon here. | be done, for their vote is potent. They carry the matter in their 
We have been here over two months, and nota single thing has | own hands. Let them agree upon something. ; 
been done, not a single measure of the slightest importance has In times past, when they were in the minority and we were in 
been passed. The House of Representatives has performed its | the majority, we never shrank from responsibility. We were 
duty, while this body, which has been here staggering under | Republicans because we believed in Republican principles and 
tnis long, long debate, has as yet been unable to have a single | Republican men and Republican measures, and whenever a ques- 4 
vote on any question presented upon which any difference of | tion came into the Senate Chamber to be decided, we never 3 
opinion exists. pleaded the baby act and said ‘‘we could not agree.” We met ; 
Sir, if this continues, the Senate of the United States will be | together in conclave; we measured each other's opinions, some 
ti a marked body: it will no longer command the respect of an in- | giving way, and finally we came to an agreement. In this way 
, telligent and active people like ours. Our people are people | we passed all the great laws which have marked the history of the 
i of action in every department of industry in this country, and | last thirty years of our country, and it was not done by begging 
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votes of the other side. We knew that, by the usual and almost 
universal habit of the Democratic party, they would oppose any- 
thing we should propose, even the Lord’s Commandments or the 
Lord’s Prayer. |Laughte r.] 

We did not stand in th: . attitude. We ask our brother Sena- 
tors on the other side, for whose ability and standing we ha\ 
the highest respect, to meet together, to consult together, and 
if they do not like the President’s plan, let them, in God’s name 
give us some other plan, and let them settle upon it. They can 
in that way solve these importantquestions for the people of our 
country. Then we on this side will take their plan into con 
sideration, and if we find we can agree with it, we shall. We 
shall not follow _— example, but wherever we can agree with 
them we shall do so, and if we do not agree with them we sha 
give them a m: a "no." 

There are one or two other questions more important than the 
one I have been discussing, one of which is the necessity o 
strengthening the gold reserve in our Treasury. We haveout 
standing $800,000,000 in notes or certificates and but $86,000,- 
000 of gold to redeem them. Thinkof thatfora moment. Sen- 
ators suy they will not increase this reserve, they will not issue 
bonds to buy it; that the people do not like the idea of increas 
ing the public debt. Senators, the public debt is now increasing 
day by day. Theor din: iry revenues do not meet the public ex 
penditures according to the appropriations made by Congress. 
I have seen to-day, and there is now in the Senate Chamber, a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury in which he says dis- 
tinctly that there will be a deficiency of revenue during this fise 
year at the very lowest of $50,000,000, at the rate of about $ 
000a month. Thatisadebtcontracted by the peopleof the United 
States, and Congress refuses to furnish the money to meet this 
growing deficiency. Mr. Carlisle has nota purse long enough to 
pay these bills, and if he does his duty he will at once -to-day 
to-morrow, at the earliest hour—stop the eepeneiiers. of all 
money where it is not imperative, where it is not fixed by law. 
He ought to suspend the erection of public buildings and the 
work on all public improvements, and everything ot.that kind. 

The idea of going on and spending at the rate of $5,000,000 a 
month more beyond the revenues is utterly destructive. Itwould 
be destructive in the case of aprivateindividual, anditisutterl]) 
indefensible in a Government like ours. The idea that we are 
not even willing to give our notes for the paymentof this money 
is a monstrous one. ; 

Senators say it will be unpopular to increase the public debt; 
but it is already contracted. The question is whether we will 
provide for its payment. This should be done. It ought to be 
met at once by the Congress of the United States. 

Sir, these are public duties that can not be avoided Yo 


‘ 


>. (uM). 


must decide this silver question some way or other. If you can 
not do it and will retire from the Senate Chamber we will settle 
it on this side, and we will dothe best we can with our silve 


friends who belong to us, who are blood of our blood and bone of 
our bone. But you have the majority on this floor to-day, and 
therefore I beg of you, not in reproach, not in anger, because |] 
know the great difficulty and the difference of opinion that ex- 
ists in the two parties; you have the supreme honor of settling 
this question now, and you ought to doit. That is all I care to 
say on that point. 

Mr. President, I have a great deal of faith in political bodies. 
Why is the Democratic party organized? Why is the Repub- 
lican party organized? It is not toexpressthe will of any one 
man, but it is to express the general opinion of the people of the 
United States. All of you represent the people, and you seek 
to observe if possible and carry outtheirideas. Whenever men 
come together as the representatives of a people, tiey must 
con-ider that the differences among the people must be recon- 
ciled, and they mustact independent of their »eople to somee 
tent. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
to put to him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ishould like to know whether he will vot 
for the unconditional repeal of the entire act called the Sher- 
man act? 

Mr.SHERMAN. No, and no other man who understands t 
subject would doit. In my judgment to do that would be tod 
honor and leave unprotected the $150,000,000 Treasury notes out- 
es To do that would be to throw out of the Treasury t 

satsum of money that was carried there belonging to the banks 
be bank redemption. There are many provisions of that bi 
bad as some think it to be, that no man in the Senate would vote 
to repeal if he would read the act carefully and ponder the sub- 
ject. 

The only question in that law that there was any controversy 
about, the only section of the law that there was ever the slight- 
est dispute about, is the provision providing for the purchase 


Will the Senator answer a question I desire 
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f silver bullion. Every other feature of the law was agreed to 
nanimously by both Houses of Congress and by the e es 
of both Houses. To repeal the wh : iW \ not only in 
bsurdity, but I do not believe my hono » friend himself 
would vote forit if he would study the quest l its details. 
Mr. MORGAN. I bog leave to state that | e st l it to 
my best ability, and I intend to offer that end to the 
pending bill and give you an opportunity to vote on 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 shall vote against it with the st 

pleasure. 
' Mr. MORGAN. Thad no doubt the Senator woul 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have nodoubt that two-t sof le 

W vote against it 

r. MORGAN. -It may be do not know: but we s 

* SHERMAN. Thatis pr v what I want to do \\ 
Silo ld ve not try and voter \\V s] 0 l y ) ] 5 t 
odd days without a single vote on any questio 
If we would try to-morrow after a the long debate t t ~ 

en had and dispose of this question as w c be 

people of the United States, while you a ‘ vi r 
S onsibility we would gladden the he Ss of mliiions ol 
men who are now being turned out of employ nt We 
relieve the business cares of thousands of 1 whose 
tunes areembirked in trade. We wo relieve the fa 
his product for free transportation io foreign count 3, now 
clogged for the want of money 

[In the present condition of affairs there is no mo! to buy 
cotton and corn and wheat for re co mpt srenk 
down the barrier now maintaine vthe S te of the ed 
States, check this viper cilled obstruetion to the will of 1 n 

ty, give the Senate free power and play, and in t 
this time the skies will brighten, business wi res e its « 
nary course, and the clouds that lower upon our |] st be 
in oe bosom of the ocean buried. 
GRAY. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to t 
upon the indulgence of the Senate more than a sir 
athe danuied tema Ma York |Mr. HILu] s ns to thir hat I 
have in some way accused him of seeking to promo L cor ian 
of anarchy in the Senate or elsewhere. [1 only t 
any purpose of saying or intending to impute 
mi) friend from New You sut he seems to be 1D : 
the delusion that his proposition to amend th 
to counting a quorum when a vote is being tiken in so W 
elates to or has bearing upon the difficulties under which 
now laboring in the Senate in order to get a vote on the 
ant measure which has been debated here so long 

Sir, I wish to assure him, and ink | can with ent 
ds nee that the ad ption or rele Lor of 1 I i ¢ 
bearing at all upon the unfortunate condition in w 
ourselves. I, with him, deplore this cor ) [ 
think that the time has come in which the Senate 
maintain its self-respect, in order to maintain its « In 

uw-making body should vote upon the measure now bef 

he proposed amendment to the rules, and ntent 

here by the Senator from New York, are « rel ' SO 
far‘as any result that is sought by those « s 

pending repeal mens re is cone rned | t to 

the rule I have read here as one which \ be 

tsome convenient time and opportunity 1 S Cc re 
tion to producing a state of things it will Dr about 
the most desirable result, than the one prope l 

Our trouble, Mr. President, is not in the nt 

uorum, but in the want of an opportunity to vote at : 

s the opport nity to vote, and there will be aut out 

quorum. The quorum is here; it has been here: it 
waiting all these weeks, in ord: that it 1 yi t 
tunity for which it is anxious to record its vote upor 
ject. Therefore,I think the Senator from New York ha 
himself up into an unnecessary state of excitement, so 
is concerned, because there is nothing in that rule wh 
possibly point toward attaining this desirable result 

: one semana as much to the sO sn ofa 
the abso utism of a majority: and [ believe that our do 
need amending, in order that when aquestion s been debated, 
vhen debate has exhausted itself (whether it is ex t OW 
or not), the natural result shall follow of the exp 
opinion on one side or theother : sto the merits of a ] ) ti 
before the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Delaware ind 

| shall determine when debate has been reason» ble? 

Mr. GRAY. The common sense of Senate and the ordi 
nary obligations that rest upon Senators have been sufficient in 
the past to indicate to the Senate and to Senators when that 
point is arrived at; and | will not believe that the time has come 
when those obligations of duty and sense of conscience in regard 


to the attitude Senators individually occupy here are abdicated 
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and of no account. { still trust that that sense of personal honor 
and regard for the traditions of this body and of our institutions 
wiil produce that result, and I have not charged that it will not. 

Mr. BUTLER. I agree entirely with the Senator. 
we are about in that condition now; and I must say that [ama 
little survrised at the clamor going on in different directions in 
regurd to achange of the rules. Itis alleged we are in a stite 
of revolution, obstructing the business, stopping the Govern- 
ment. i think the sentiment of which the Senator speaks pre- 
vails in this body as powerfully now as it ever did. 

Mr. GRAY. lam very glad to hear the Senator from South 
Carolina say so, for in that we agree entirely. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unless that power to terminate debate is depos- 
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| and say thai the Presiding Officer shll decide thatas 


| tution for a yei-and-nay vote to say whether he is preser 
I think | 


ited somewhere, in the Presiding Officer if the Senxtor chooses, | 


I can see nothing to be gained by a change of the rules. 

Mr. GRAY. thavesiated as my opinion, as one Senator spexk- 
ing upon his responsibility to his constituency and to the high 
place he occupies, that the time has come when a vote should be 
hud upon the pending measure. Ido not want to stifle debate. 
If there is any other Senator in this body who has views to ex- 
press which he thinks important I have no wish to obstruct the 
presentation of those views; but when those views have been ex- 
press.d | want to see the traditions of this body observed, 30 that 
there shall be a decent respect by one side paid to the other, and 
an agreement come to that a vo-e shall be taken upon a day cer- 
tain. If that can not be had, thenl say that we must somehow 
and at some time reform our rules so that this matter of coming 
to a vote may be compelled. 

| only rose, Mr. President, for the single purpose of assuring 


the Senator from New York taoat | did not suppose he was dri't- | 


ing over to the anarchists, and also to assure him, as I have said, 


tht an amendment to the rules in regard to a voting quorum | 


can h.ve no possible effect in hastening the vote upon the pend- 
ing measure. 


“While [I am upon my feet, recalling what he said about the | 
decision of the Supreme Court, let me put to him in a single | 


sentence what I believe ought to be the attitude of Senators to- 
ward «a judgment of that high tribunal. Li that court had de- 
cided that Congress can not pass acertain law—that is, that a law 
which it proposes to pass is not constitutional —then it is idle for 
us top ss it; butif he says that we can do a certain thing itdoes 
not follow that we are under any obligations to do that thing. 
It does not decide for us our constitutional duties. 

Mr. HILL. I agree with the Senator, but that is not the ques- 
tion we were discussing. 

Mr.CALUL, Myr, President, I desire to say a few words upon 
the subject of the proposition to amend the Journal. This whole 
question of the amendment of the rules is settled very conclu- 
sively in the Constitution, and the decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States which has been quoted here does 
notaffect the rule provided inthe Constitution. The rule of the 
Constitution requires that the yeas and nays of the members of 
either louse on any question shall at the desire of one-fifth of 
the members present be entered in the Journal. 

Now, Mr. President, there is nothing in the decision of the 
Supreme Court that says thatif the President of this body shall 
decide that there is a quorum present, or a single member 
present, that that isnotaquestion which can be decided by the yeas 
and nays, and that the yeas and nays so recorded upon that 
question can be nullified by the decision of any presiding officer. 
The court has not decided that, and if the eourt had so decided 
it is not the law of this body, and the decision could have no in- 
fluence on the exercise of its legislative power by the Senate. 

All legislative power is in Congress, and not in the Supreme 
Court. All judicial powerisin the court. Judicial power is to 
decide cases between parties; to decide the case for the parties, 
not for other cases and other parties, or to make the law or the 
rule of proceeding for Congress. lt seems strange to me thet 
such ideas should be propounded here. The judicial power of 
the United St:tes is extended to cases, and only to cases, before 
the courts. They may decide te day that the Constitution is one 
thing, and it is the law of that case. To-morrow they may de- 
cide the same question in another case that it is not the Constitu- 
tion, »nd both are law of the case and law to no one else and 
nowhere else. 

As u quostion of power, judicial power is confined to the par- 
ties and the case, and his no place in this body. Respect to the 
opinions of nine learned men who constitute that tribunal isdue 
to them, respect to the learned men who are the Senators o/ the 
United States is due to them. It is eodrdinate in authority 
and power, separate and distinct. The Supreme Court has no 
more power to sit in ju |\gment upon the rules ef th's body than 
the Presidentof the United Stat s has. Respect is due to their 
— ions, but as a question of power [ insist that it has no place 

ere. 


Then, Mr. President, how are you going to amend these rules 





| 








present wnen ths appeal is made to this body under th : ( 


gives the power to this body alone. The whole question j ; 
vided for in the Coastitution—the right of this body to 
a member to vote by such penalties as its power has p 
Whit that may be is another question. But the sch 
theory of this body is that itis a representative body, re; 
ing the opinion of the people: and that the men who c 
are responsible to their constituents, to the American 
and tht is supposed to be a sufficient power to control | 
Now, Mr. President. ia regard to the decision of M 
man in the case referred to by the Senator from New Y« 
The CONGRESSIONAL RecorpDof theday the Journal of 
was read by the Senator from New York contains the fo 
recitals: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. THURMAN). 
but there is aquorum in the Senate present. 
Mr. CONKLING. In the opinion of the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is; the Chair has counted 
opinion of the Chair, upon reflection, the Chair was in error in cau 
last vote to be taken. That matter belongs tothe morning hour 
true that if a motion had been made to amend the Journal or to eo 
Journalit would be a privileged question that would have to be co 
until! it was disposed of; but no such motion as that was made. 
Mr. ConKLING. We had not an opportunity. We do not know 
Journal is. 


There is no quorum 


Then, by unanimous consent, the question went over wit! 
anyaction. Nolegislative action was taken. There was not! 
done and the President of the Senate only said: “ In the o 
of the Ch iir there is a quorum present not for legisl itiv: 
poses, but in colloquy between Mr. Coikling and Mr. Thu: 
the President pro tempore of the Senate.” 

Then, to show that there was no attempt on the part of 
Thurman to decide that there was a quorum present by 
counting without a roll call, Mr. Carpenter said: 

Mr. President, I suppose by this time it must be evident to the majorit, 
the Senate that they can not coerce the minority of the Senate to do wh 
the minority think they do not want todooreusht not todo. This procecx 
ing can go on just as long as the najority of the Senate choose to have it g 
on, and it may stop whenever they choose to stop it. The minority of eve 
legislative body are driven ai times to stand on their reserved rignts, and 
to these rights they are the exclusive juiges. 


I will not read further, but for three moaths that action h 
been continued and continued under the auspices of the distin 
guished leaders of the other side of the Chamber and the sam 
amendment to the rules. ‘The sume propositions were made a 
met by distinguished Nepublicans and Democrats, and the sim 
argument was made that bas been mide here to-day, and rep 
to on both sides, with the proposition that this rule of the ‘ 
stitution, giving the right of a yea-and-nay vote upon an) 
every question on the demand of one fifth of the members, w 
an udsolute b-rrier to any change in the rules. 

Why shall the Presiding Officer see a Senator here and ci 
him for the purpose of a quorum, and for no other purpose 
if that quorum does not vote, of what avail shall the rule say 
he shall be declared present? The purpose of this pro 
manifestly is that there shill be a quorum, a voting power in 
body, for nothing can be done without a voting power. Yo 
not pass a bill by a minority of a quorum. The Constitut 
fixes that. I presume theSupreme Court and no one else wi 
undertake to declare that less thin a majority of a quorum i 
legislative power in this country. Of what avail, then, | 
propositions that are made for a change of the rules in th 
spect? Every change of this rule can not deprive one-fi! 
this body of the right to demand a yearand-nay vote, nor c 
rule give the right to any Presiding Oijficer to declare that y 
an i-nay vote nuli and void and of to elect. 

Then, Mr. President, as the rule stands and as the body st 
now, unless there be a dem ind by one-fifth of the number 
ent for a yea-and-nay vote, the President of this body cin 
that a measure is carried when every vote is against it, 
shall be so entered in the Journal. He is absolute in his p 
over the Journal unless a yea-and-nay vote shall disclose ti 
contrary, for it must be by unanimousconsent. One-fifth of this 
body who are voting are required as the power to call for a1 
ord by yeas and nays. The Journal will record everything th 
is declared by the Presiding Odicer of this body until the cou 
trary is placed upon the record by the demand of one-fifth, which 
alone can require it to be placed there. 

So the President of the Senate may now siy when there is 10 
Senitor present in this body, that there is a quorum present, 
and it may be entered upen the Journal, but if there is anybody 
here who will require that the vote shall be taken. if there isany- 
body here to require that the Journal shill be truly stated, one 
fifth of this body can call for what? Not fer his declaration, but 
for the constitutional record of the ye 1s and nays. Whatisa yea 
and nay? It.is the ealling of the roll and the response of the 
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members recorded upon the Journal, and so the Constitution de- 





= norefore, Mr. President, as a matter of reason and argument 

th . constitutional requirement is absolute and covers the entire 
ye cons 

o! 1d. 

g 


the authority of Mr. Thurman can not be invoked upon this 


proposition. 1 
I for legislative purposes, that he had the right to count 


bo e A He declared as a matter of opinion, in nt colloquy be 
tw n himand Mr. Conkling, that there was in this body a suf- 
ficient number of Senators to constitute a quorum He did not 
decide that they could proc ed to logislative business, and they 
did not so proceed. He decided that the requirement of the 
amendment of the record at that time was not in order, and it 
W ssented to by Mr. Conkling and by the other Senators pres- 
el 


So. Mr. Preside 
tae opinion of the nine leirned men who are judges 


ro l V 

a fe of the Supreme Court of the United States, either in re- 
spect of its powers, to its rules of proceeding, to the method in 
which it shail exercise the legislitive powers conferred upon it, 
or in respect of the necessity of changing these rules, is without 
any kind of force. If the Supreme Court should declare less 
than a majority of a quorum could enict a law, while it would be 
the law in that case it would be an outr:ge which would demand 
of this bo ly the exercise of its constitutional power to see tht 
the Constitution of the United States was respected and enforced 


Mr. HOAR. 1 wish to utter only one sentence. and th it is in 
regard to the opinion of the Supreme Court. I think a correc 
stitement of that doctrine is this: While the opinion of the Su- 
preme Court does not bind any Senator except as a very respect- 
ful pr does seitie conclusively for all mankind that if 
we « 
American people must obey. 

Mr.CALL. Let me ask the Senatorfrom Massachusetts if the 
Supreme Court had declared the nex? day that it was not a valid 
law, would not that be the law of the case, as the former law was o! 


edent, it 


oose to pass a law in that way it is a valid law which the | 
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supreme authority to control the Government and the ex ) 
of all its powers. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, this discussion falls far short of 
relieving the present situation. If it be admitted that Sen ctors 
sitting in tueir places and refusing to vote muy be count l 
quorum, if it be admitted that the Senate can compel S 3 
by the infliction of punishment upon them to cust t 
st.li that does not reach a solution of the ques:ion no ling 
before this body, bec.iuse if every member of the ) 
brought into the body and the doors locked and they k« : 
still there are rules nowin existence that will enable a 

| to prevent a majority from reaching a conciusion unti th 


nt, the proposition that this body is to be con- | 


day of March, 1395. [f itis desired by 
enable a majority of tais body to reach a conclus.on a 


the pending bill, then there must be some more sit 


provided than that proposed by the Senator f.cm New \ 
it is useless for us to talk about what is a proper ec ! 
of the Constitution on the question of counting a quot 3 
true the Supreme Court of the Unite! St.tes his« t 
the Speaker c wm count a quorum, but that had not 
obtiin.ng in either this body or the other body for 
dred years. No Spe iker of the House of &R presse 
the Fifty-first Congress had ever supplemented 1 r 
counting a quorum as being present. Mr. Speak 
| when the question wis put before him repeatedly in the grea 
| civil rights contest in the Forty-fourth Co ess, 
unequivocally refused to make the count. Over and o 
did he reiuse to make it; and when it was stited thatin 
legislative bodies of States the spe :kers had b el 
by the rules of thosa legisiative bod to muke eb 
addition to the record count, his reply was th ct it d 
ids than anyth ng <« 


| 
} 
| 
| 
i 
} 


that c.se; and if on the third day they were to rendera decision | 


that neither of them were constitutional, would not that be the 
law r 

Mr. HOAR. Undoubtedly. What the Senator supposes is 
entirely true; but, in other words, it seems to me it is a pretty 
serious consideration for the Senite to determine what counse 
it may pursue if it see fit. Lf wesee fit to pursue acertain course 
for 
acting a law, that will be a valid law so long as the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United States stands. 

Mr.CALL. Now, I will ask the Senator if the question of 
judicial power is not confined absolutely to the case and the 
parties before it as a question of power? 

Mr. HOAR. Not at all. It is a binding precedent; it will 
govern every State court; it will governevery executive officer: 
it will govern inferior courts. It will, of course, be no 
the lind after it is repealed, but it stands as the law of the land 
until repeved. 

Mr.CALL. Now, will the Senator allow me to ask him to 
inter pret the phrase of the Constitution, ‘The judicial power 
sh. extend to all cases, in law and equity, arising under this 
Constitution, the laws of the Unit2d States, and tre ities made.” 

Mr. HOAR. And in all cases o/ law arising under the Con- 
stitution it shall be held that an act of Congress passed in the 
manner in which the late lawin the House of Representatives 
was passed, in the manner in wh ch it is proposed by some Sen 
ators to pass a law here, is a val.d standing law iorall mankind. 

Mr.CALL. The Senator from Mas:achusetts reasons too we!] 
and too accurately to state that proposition. He mustknow asa 
mat'er of power that the law of the case is decided for the case: 
and if it b» true that to-morrow between two other parties the 
same court may decide precisely the contrary of what they deci 
ded to-duy, then he must admit the conclusion as inevituble th 
under the Constitution and nature of the Power that it exten 
no further than to the case and the parties which were before 
the court. 


law of 


ny reason which binds our judgment and conscience in en- | 





| 
| 


} 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


} 


If the Supreme Court, a life tribunal, absolute in its exercise | 
of power, can by its decision mike a new constitution every day, | 


then they are the Government and our oaths should be to obey 
them and their decisions instead of the Constitution. 

The Constitution creates a government of cojrdinate powers, 
and makes the legislative power the chief and paramount au- 


thority in that it contides to the Congress power to impeach and | 


remove from office both the judicial and the executive officers 
when they transgress and abuse the authority contided to them; 
and to render this power effective. to Congress alone does it give 
the power to maintain armies, to levy taxes, and grant supplies. 
It is here and in this power that the people have received their 





cause of more legislative fra 
} + 


vena done in the whole governmen 
[t seems. to me that when the courts came to review 


tion peculiar to the legisiative department of the Gov 
they should have adhered tow well estab ied 1 

tion and held that as the body itself h.d for a nt 
tained the opposite, that should be accapted as t 


struction of its powers. But, as I said,it is a matt 


consequence. 


S ippose all the Senators are here present, a motio ( ) 
executive session, amotion to djourn, a mo io ! 
which the Senate shalladjourn may be alter l un 


ent Cong. ess expires, and the senate cin not 1 
Something has got to be done i 
will have to submit to the control of 
jority will have to exercise the pow B 
Constitution to do business. It is not the minority t! 
charged by the Constitution to do business. The ma i 

no right to compel the attendance of a minority, to thi yn 
its shoulders the responsibility of doing business. [t is m»jori 
ties that are charged by the Constitution to do business in th 
bodies. There is a ma ority here and there is a ma, 

other branch, a majority defined by line on great qu nd 
upon their shoulders is devolved the res} t 
telligent public opinion will hold them responsibile fo 
business. 

I do not believe, sir, we have the right to compel a 
who sits in his seat to vote. I never have believed it 
been tried in vain in this Government from its foundation t 
present time, and it his never succesded ina 
The right of a member to vote isaright giver 
constituency to protect their rights, and it must be | 


the minority o 


‘rr give 


Onsi 


+ 
y 


own judgment and tis own consc.ence whether h n r 
protect the rights of his people by withholding his \ ; 
thinks he can, thena maority have no more right toc pel 
him to vote than they h:ve to determine how he shall 
Mr. HOAR. I wish to ask the Senxtor what functio 
power he attributes to the provision of the Cons.itution 
uthorizes the compulsion of the attendance of absent me 
in both Houses of Congress if the person whose at 
compelled can refuse in all respects to perform the d 
Mr. MILLS. I have heard that question asked before, and ] 
will answer my friend. It has just this significince. the power 
was given in the Constitution toc ympel the attendance of a quo- 
rum, and when a quorum is present it rests upon the faith o! 
| the institutions of this country that when a majority is pres nt 
it will transact the business of the country; ani it is, | think 


i 
| 


| 


for them to determine wh ther they will vote or not. Let m« 
sk my friend from Massachusetts a question. Suppose «ll the 
people of the United States should refus» 
vote, what are you going to do? 
Government refuses to hold office when a; 
going to do? 
Mr. HOAR. 


to go tot t Dp s ne 


Suppose every o erin the 


! ointed, what are you 


If the Constitution of the United States pro- 
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vided that every citizen of the United States might be compelled | 
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to go to the polls, I should understand that the power to compel | 


him involved the power to compel him to vote when he got there, 
that that was the purpose of the Constitution. 
Mr. MILLS. 


The Government is established on the supposi- | 


tion that the people will accept office; that members of the Leg- | 


islature when chosen to the legislative branch will go to the 
capitol and attend to their business; and that when they get 
there they will vote. That faith has been assured throughout 
our whole history. It was not done to compel men to vote, but 
it was done to compel men to attend the body, some of them 
from negligence outside, some going off to attend to private busi- 
ness. ‘I'he compulsory power was given in the Constitution to 
compel men to come here and discharge their dutics; and when 
they come here it is left to them how they will discharge their 
duties. 


| 


Let me give the Senate afew instances of what has been tried | 


in this way. One of the mostdistinguished men who everlived 
in this Government, himself a citizen of the State of Massachu- 
setts, an ex-President of the United States, sat in the other 


. . : . } 
House in 1832, and a motion was made tocensure Mr. Stanberry, | 


from Ohio. 


House refused to excuse him. The House ordered him to vote. 


He sat still in defiance of the orders of the House and refused | 


to cast his vote in that body; and that body gravely debated and 
debated, and raised committees toinvestigate its powers. 
two days’ talking they dropped the whole thing because they 
reached the conclusion that they had no power to compel him 
to vote, 
other branch of Congress. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] was present in 1874 
when we were members of the other House together during the 
great and prolonged civil-rights contest. Mr. Butler of Mas- 
sachusetts and my friend from Connecticut {[Mr. HAWLEY] were 
in the House atthesametime. Mr. Butler pointed out Mr. Ran- 
dall sitting in his seat and said, ‘‘ Mr. Speaker, I point him out. 
There he sits. I demand that he shall vote.” What was the 
decision of the eminent statesman who was in the chair? His 
decision was, ‘‘ You can lead a horse to water, but you can not 
make him drink.” Never has such a rule been in force here. I 
say, if you have a right to compel a Senator or a Member to 
vote you have a right toc ompel him to vote yea or nay. If you 


termine how he shall vote. If it is a powerover aman and over 
his vote it is a power to exercise in any way the House may see 
proper to exercise it. 
of which he is responsible alone to his own constituency and not 
to this body. It is all child’s play, it is all a vain effort to throw 
off the shoulders of the majority the responsibility which be- 
longs to them and unload a part of it on the shoulders of mi- 
norities. 

We, sir, here on this side of the Chamber, are charged with 
the responsibility of legislation. 
to the mark to-day when he told the Democrats on this side of 
the Chamber that the responsibilities of legislation were on our 
shoulders. It is true. We can not escape it; 
the people about it either. It was Mr. Lincoln who said, and 
said most forcibly, ** You may deceive a part of the people all 
the time, and all the people a part of the time, but you can not 
deceive all the people all the time.” We are not going to de- 
ceive anybody. There is the Democratic majority in this Cham- 
ber, a Democratic majority in the other House, a Democratic 
President, and for the first time in thirty years the whole re- 
sponsibility of the Government is on our shoulders, and we can 
not escape it by refining about the rules. If we have rules that 
do not permit a majority to enact legislation it is our duty to 
make rules that do permit it, and I am, for one, ready to proceed 
to do it. 

And, Mr. President, I do not belong to that other class of re- 
finers who hold that the Constitution of the United States is 
emptied of any part of its power when it authorizes the House 
or Senate to make rules to govern its procedure, and that hav- 
ing once made rules it must necessarily continue under rules in 
accordance with those which they had already made. The Con- 


stitution of the United States is the supreme law of the land every | 


moment of its existence, and fhe power to make rules is as full 
and as plenary this moment as it was when the Senate was first 
organized. We have aright to-day to make rules to prosecute 
the business of this body. When our Republican friends were 
calling on Mr. Blaine to disregard the rules, he said repeatcdly, 
** You have made the code of rule 8; I willenforce them. If you 
want to change them,” he said, ‘| .will not recognize any dila- 
tory motion until I put the ehbiisthens to the House, whether it 
shall make rules to govern its procedure.” That decision I be- 
lieve to be sound, notwithstanding my own party was in the mi- 
nority making the fight against it. 





and never has that power been exercised in this or the | 


{ say it is a power for the use or nonuse | 


The Senator from Ohio shot | 


He asked to be excused from voting onit. The | 
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Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from Texas allow mo to agy 
him a question? 

Mr. MILLS. cong 

Mr. DANIEL. Does he think the rules as they are m ire 


binding on the 
Mr. MIL LS. 
ing. 
Mr. DANIEL. 


Senat @? 
Just as long as the body wants them to be bina 


In other words, the majority has a 1 t t 


| disobey the rules and the minority has not? , 

Mr. MILLS. The majority have a right to make ot] 3 
if they want to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the majority has the t at 
any time to make new rules. 

Mr. MILLS. Ina conflict between the rules of the Sen nd 
the Constitution of the United States the Constitution i su 
preme law of the land. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is not the question I asked. 

Mr. MILLS. It is easily answered. 

Mr. DANIEL. But thatis not the question I asked. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not constitutional for the Senate to make 
rules, and after those rules are made do they not bind every mem 
ber separately; and does the fact that a majority wants to break 
them give it the right to break them after they have been 


| adopted? 


After | 


Mr. MILLS. Give them the right to unmake them and make 


| others. 





we can not deceive | 





Mr. DANIEL. But in proceeding to unmake them must t 
majority proceed according to the rules as they stand before 
they are unmade, or is the majority a law to itse tt: ? 

Mr. MILLS. The majority have the power under the Consti 
tution to make rules every moment of its existence. Now, let 
me ask the Senator from Virginia a question. Does he think 
the Senate of the United States to-day has any more power or 
any less power than the Senate of the United States hud when 
it first assembled eaten it made any rules? 

a DANIEL. Certainly not any heme: 

. MILLS. Then it had the right to make rules? 
DANIEL. Yes; I understand that this body has 
to aoe rules. 

Mr. MILLS. 


a right 


If they do not bind after they are made, what is 


| the use of making them? 
have the right to compel him to vote it involves the right to de- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 


ask him a question, with the consent of the Senator from Texas? 


Mr. DANIEL and Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator from Virginia think that 
the Senate of the United States to-day can make a rule which 
will prevent the Senate for all time to come from changing that 


ruie? 


Mr. DANIEL. Certainly not. They can change it ny 


time, provided the majority moves according to the ruls hicl 
| bind it whileitis in power. What are you going to make r 

for if it is not to bind the majority? Do you propose to a 

rule that will bind the minor ity en not bind the majority, or is 


the rule for all equally? 


Mr. HOAR. Let me put to the Senator from Te what 

may seem to be an extreme case, but it is a plain illustr:tion of 

| the question which has been put to him. Suppose the Republi 

can party shortly before the 4th of March, going out of power 

in the Senate, had enacted a rule that ev ery bill must be read 
separately forty times on forty separate days, as they have 


rule in the other House that a bill must be read three times on 
three separate days, and that any amendment to that ru ld 
only be adopted by being passed forty times on forty separate 
days. 

Mr. MILLS. Or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose we should tie up the incoming party by 
a rule saying that it could not legislate for forty days? That 
is the answer to the Senator's question. 


Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; there is no question about that. The 


| power which the Constitution gives to the Senute and House of 


Representatives is a continuing power in full force every mo- 


ment of its existence. I do not think there can be any sound 
questioning of that position. The majority can not escape the 
responsibility placed upon its shoulders by the people of the 


United States. We have got to act; we have got to pass the 
laws; we have got to execute the public will. The people are 


not going to look to the minority; they are not going to ok to 
these on the other side of the Chamber: thy are going to look 
to the majority, to whom they have intrusted the power to make 
laws, and they will hold them responsible 

Mr. MORGAN. Where is the major ity on this side of the 
Senate? 

Mr. MILLS, 


If you give us a chance to vote we will show you 


where the majority is. 
l wish to ask the Sen:ttor from Texas a ques- 


Mr. BUTL 
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». if he will pardon me. He says that it is the duty of the | Mr. President, 4s Democratic doctrine; it is the Democratic 












































































: rity in all deliberative and parliamentary bodies todo busi- | doctrine announced by the father of Democracy, the author of 
Lit at - a . c ; ‘ fyej + . ‘ 7 2. ft? 
aa l agree to that. If it is the duty of the Democratic ma- | our party. My friends have been st iting w! ther great states- 
ee ty in this body to transact business, is it not the duty of that | men have said; I want to tell the Senate whit Mr. Jetferson said. 
Baers tovet togetherand seeif they can not agree upon some | I am fond of quoting him, because [ know when [ quote him and 
4 TLIO Lt =~ * > - . . . ss . . Pt 
Be ‘,ovition? 1ask my friend that question. have his approving words, my feetare in the right path. What 
= | ‘iy MiLLS. I should think it would be a very wise thing to | does he say 
4 nj. want to say right here,as it is an open secret, that Che first principle is that the lex majoris } si mdamenta ' 
= on I first came here I asked my friends to do that very thing, | every society of individuals of equal rights; to co er the Ww 
7 but it has nm t been done. in the fivnt of . y as ar ; 
ef Vir. TLER. Will the Senator agree to that now? learnt. This lawoance 
; Viv. MILLS. Isay itis a good thing to get together. e! ecessarilv in military de . Mis ha 
af TLER. Lask the Senator if he willagree to that now, | *reneht ution, and I wisi t anOE _ , 
BS ® *) nay 0 sUlLiCIeOn ¥Y @liargzeu 1G i ) \ epe : 
a 1a Democratic family meets together will he consent to | sacred observance. —.Jé¢f va i , volume 7, } 
ide by the majority of D>mocrats? Se 
MILLS. Itisa very different thing, Mr. President, to pee 
‘ ie by the majority. That isin caucus. will agree to abide lo that union of effort may our citizens ever ra norities falli a 
im : : ee ° i vy. O h t oT { ' stio i ) . ; the ma 
: what the majority ao In this body. beorin ¥l vays in mind that a@ natio ’ e] in 
Mr. BUTLER. But we will bring it down to a little lower | 1 ofthe majority ceases to be the law ' ‘ 
if point than that, down to the family. I agree with the Senator | Page 262 
2 fi ‘e that it is the duty of this majority to agree; and if Again, in his great inaugural address delivered in 1801, Mr 
é the Senator from Texas and his friends will agree to call a fa n- | Jefferson says: 
a i] eting and to abide by the result of that, it will be settled : 
— ' > : ? i ul ei ié decisions of the ma he vita 8 
i in twenty-four hours. of of republics, from W an mat a a2 eet San th iple 
Mr. MILLS. Lam gratified to hear the Senator; but we are:! ar mediate parent of despotism.—/ nis W volume &, } ‘ 
ino here now in a sort of open Democratic caucus. want . " : = . 1 
talking here now . ort ae J Rien 138 , I vow, Mr. President, [ have done as much talking in lie 
to say that never since J have been in public life have Democrits | j., n favor of the protection of minoritie abl I 
: | “pound, or Republicans either, to agree upon a certain line | , ee ee eee ee ee ee eee ee eee ted 
: Ces mr oa - eg rss “ h » been resisting the invasions individual rights an ni 
of policy in caucus. They agree to abide by nominations. But : + : ; . 338 aed 
; peered ; ‘ ~sap Sa " Se aiaed te nority rights ever since I have been in public life. But! 
notwithstanding all that, Mr. President, the responsibility is on ae ; er ee eee 
>. an f tales Inv wart of it . always contended that wherever a question was lefttoa n 
§, and 4 ako m™ pa P of persons, the fundamental law. written o nwritten, is that 
Mr. Bl TLER. SodolI. { . Gent r part of that body shall decide t sstion al t 
‘ r “1 #78 ‘ + . uC YPrRALVe Ly t ila ( Silii CClLae LO ¢ LOS vit ana 13 
Mr. MILLS. The responsibility is over here on our side. fae . srt of it shall submit, 
. : +? = . . Im or ar Shi is I . ° 
We can not avoid it. Now we have heard the majority de- 


ounced almost on this floor to-day, and we have heard minor- MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
n e 


ities praised. We have been told that the Government was A message from the House of Represen es. by Mr. T. O. 
created to protect minorities alone. That is true in a great re- Tow! its Chief Clerk sven t (eae Min Hi 4" i 
. sas 7 r 1 »\V iS, its Le! . MUNnOUNnC A Uli Loe i( St a ( 
spect, but not minorities alone. The Government was created | ;) : > 9f07 : ; , tn a 
t $ } 1 . : ‘ ‘ | _ the bill (H.R. 3687) to amend ana i i**An act to pr vit 
to protect all rights, and minority rights have been secured in | ,; : * hs san 4} os ania ie fi 
en sa. 48 : a ae = : ‘eee the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” a oved- 
the Constitution by interdiction so far; but wherever legislative | , 1290: in which it ae eee a @ 
2 : : May 5, SOO: ‘ Cc tb requestet ne concurrence ( Al Sen 
power has been conferred upon these two Houses it has been | 54° 7 tes : , : 
ate 


given to majorities, not to minorities. 


rs ; ? on 1 SE BILL REFERRED. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me toask the HOUSE BIL FI ' 


Senator from South Carolina a question? The bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield | hibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” 

to the Senator from New York? approved May 5, 1590, was read twice by its title, and referred 
Mr. MILLS. Certainly. to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


Mr. HILL. The Senator from South Carolina having intim 
ated that he thought this question might probably be disposed 


RECESS. 


of by a Democratic caucus, { understood him to express his will- Mr. VOORHEES (at 5 o’oclock p. m.). Mr. President 
ingness to abide by 2 Democratic caucus of the Senate. Did I | sire to pour some oil on the troubled waters this afternoo We 
correctly understand him? have had a good deal of complaint, and I do not wond t it, 

Mr. BUTLER. That is my position. bout holding protracted night sessions. Th has beer ood 

Mr. HILL. Isimply desire to suggest tothe Senator this, the | deal of complaint on account of injury to health, and i 
Senate is but a portion of the law-making power of the Govern- | that itis not a good time to discuss questions o ( 
ment, and our action requires the assent of the other House. | tunce under the gaslights. I listened with irked att on 
The question I put to him is, Will he go into a caucus of the | and interest to the Senator from Colorado ELLER] on the 
Democratic members of the House and Senate and abide by the | appeal which he made for time to debate these questions in the 
result? That is my question. hours of the day instead of the hours of the nicht 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes. With a view, Mr. President, to give full time for dise yn 
Mr. MILLS. Will the Senator agree to abide by that ma- | for I am the friend of free debite, and at the same time to! 


jority? the strain upon physical endurance, [ move that e Senate at 


Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 6 o’clock this evening take a recess until to-morrow morning at 
Mr. MILLS. A eee 10, [ trust there will be no objection to so reasonab nd 
Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; but I will say now and here, it isa proper a disposition of our time. 


little premature to ask me to cross a bridge until I get to it. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
Mr. HILL. Weare getting to it. the Senator from Indiana. 
Mr. BUTLER. I will ask the Senator from New York if he Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like to have the motion stated. 

will go into a Democratic caucus of this body and abide by the Mr. VOORHEES. I will state it, with the permission the 

result? | Chair. I move that at 6 o'clock the Senate take a recess until 
Mr. HILL. I may go into it, but—— | 10 o’clock to-morrow, so that we may sleep in our beds and at 
Mr. BUTLER. Answer the question, Mr. President. the same time have ample time in the hours of the day t » on 


Mr. HILL. Let me answer it in my own way. with this discussion. 
Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question i pon the ion 


Mr. HILL. I prefer to go into a caucus, where the body itself | of the Senator from Indiana, that at 6 o'clock the Sen take 
has the power to legislate. This body alone can not determine | a recess until 10 o'clock to-morrow morning 
this question. Therefore, if we should take in our Democratic Mr. MORGAN. I wish to raise a point of order. Itisnow5 ° 
brethren of the other House, with the result of that caucus I | o'clock. 
would abide. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. How- 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should think the Senator—— | ever, the Chair will hear the inquiry of the Senator. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, we are divided on both sides,| Mr. MORGAN. [raise a point of order. It is now 5 o'clock, 


and neither side is going to yield on this question, in my opinion. | and the motion is for a recess to take eect at 6 o'clock. I con- 
I will be frank about that. But I want tosay, and I will repeat, | tend that a motion of that kind, postponing the hour of retiring 
that the majority of this body ought to rule, and the minority | from the Chamber, is a debatabie motion. It is not an adjourn- 


ought to permit a vote to be taken on the pending bill. That, | ment, it is not a motion to take a recess now. but it is a motion 
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to take eTect an hour hence, and it might be made to take effect 
four diys hence just as weil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chiir will overrule the point 
of order. The Caair thinks the mo.ion is not debitable. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from In- 
dian 

Mr. BUTLER. I move thatthe Senate do nowadjourn. That 
motion isin orier. And upon it I ask for the yoas and nays. 

The yeis and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 


to ecill the roll. 





Mr. GORMAN (when Mr. GIBSON’S name was ealled). I de- 
sire to state that my colleague [Mr. GIBSON] wascalled from the 
Chimber to diy by severe indisposition, and is not able to be 
resent to respond to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont |Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. KYLE (when his name waseilled). Iam pxuired uponthis 


and kindrel sub.ects with the Sen:tor from Wisvonsin [Mr. 
MrvcHELL]. If he were present he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I 
should vote ** yea.” 

Mir. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
vith the Sena or from North Carolinau/Mr. VANCE]. Ido not 
know how he would vote. and | withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am satis- 
fied that t.e Senitor from Kentuc«xy [Mr. BLACKBURN], with 
whom I am paired, would vote ‘‘ nay,” and I will therefore vote 
I vote ** nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], but I transfer that pair 
tothe S »nator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was conciuded. 


To adjourn, 

To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjo 
to a day certain, ; 

To take a recess, 

To proceed to the consideration of executive busines 

To lay on the table, 

To postpone indefinitely, 

To postpone to a day certain, 

Tocommit, 

To amend 

veral motions shall have prece lence as they 

tions relating to aljournument, to take a rece t 


on of executive business, to lay on the tab! 





1 


Now, had the Senator from Indiana, whose a 
[ think he will probably agree with me in my co 
ruie 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. Presilent, I rise to 
der. The Senator from Colorado has risen and s 


of order ani it is not debatable. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I have not stated my point of o 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair wil 
from Colorado siggest bis point of order. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. lam only seeking tosuggest 
friend from West Virginia is not in so grea hu 


prevent me from stating it in sych orderly fashion 
to me to be proper. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will he 


from Colorado; but the motion of the Senator 


| not debat ible 


Mr. HIGGINS. Is the voteof the Senator from Arkansas[Mr. | 


JONES| recorded? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not recorded. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Lam piired with that Sen itor. 


Mr. TELLER (after having voted in the affirmative). I de- | 


sire to withduw my vote. 


Mr. ALLISON. Muy I inquire whether the vote of the Sen- | 


ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] is recorded? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT, It is not recorded, the Chair isad- 
vised. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired withhim. Ishould vote *‘ nay” 
if he were present. 

Mr. CAREY (after having voted in the negative). I should 
like to inyuire if the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. LaBy] 
has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised 

Mr. CAREY. Iam paired with that Senator, and withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 43; as follows: 

YEAS—10. 


Butler, Martin, Pugh, Wolcott, 
Coke Morgan, Roach, 
Dubols, Peffer, Vest, 


NAYS—43, 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, Quay, 
Bate Frye, Lo.ige, Ransom, 
Berry G allinger, McPherson, Smith, 
Brice George, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Caffery Gordon, Mills, Turpie, 
Cal Gorman, Murphy, Vilas, 
Callom, Gray, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hawley, Pasco, Walthall, 
Davis, Hill, Perkins, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Piatt, White, La. 
Dolph, Hunton, Proctor, 

NOT VOTING—32. 
Allen Colquitt, Jones, Ney. Sherman, 
Allison, Gibson, Kylie, Shoup, 
Biack burn, Hale, McMillan, Squire, 
Cam len, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Oregon. Stewart, 
Cameron, Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Cna Higgins, Morrill, Vance, 
Ch ller, Irby, Pettigrew, White, Cal. 
Co ell, Jones, Ark Power, Wilson. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES], that at the hour 
of 6 ocloek the Senate shall take a recess until 10 o’elock to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. STEWART. The motion is amendable, and I move to 
amend it by making the hour 12 o'clock to morrow. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
state his point of order. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Rule XXII of the rules of the Senate pro- 
vides as follows: 


When a question is pending no motion shall be received but— 





Mr. WOLCOTT. The point of order I was 
state to the Senate is thitthis is a moti nthat 
in the future we sh ill tyke a recoss | some | 
and that under the definition laid down in Rule 


motion is not in or I’ At 6 oclock motion t 


take a recess would be in order, but it is notin 


time to move that at some future hour we sh 
until some hour to-morrow. 
Mr. V )O tHEES. | as l save to m rd LY my m ion. ] 


raw the motion 


a right to modify it. I will withd 
, } motion of the Senator 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
Indiina is withdrawn 
Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate take a ree 


until 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend that motion by 
12 oclock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indian 
that the Senate now take a recess until 10 o’elock to 
morning. The Senitor from N ds moves to amend t 
tion by fixing the hour at 12 o'clock to-morrow. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Chair hold that the 
amendable? 
Mr. STEWART. It certainly is. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that it is no mor 
than a motion to adiourn. 
Mr. TELLER. Why not? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair isinclined tot 
the motion is amendab.e. He would bevery glad to 
gestion from the Senator from M .ssachusetts |Mr. 4 
010 t. 
Mr. HOAR. lamvery sorry to say that the Chait 
Mr. VOORHEES. Weill, let us vote. 
The ViCE-PRESIDENT. The question is on th 
of the Senator from Nevada to the motion of the 5S 
Indiana. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Chair will permit me, [ s 
to mike a suggestion in this connection. Is it in « 
motion to be made to take a recess beyond the regula 
for the meeting of the Senate to-morrow? 
Mr. BUTLER. We can take a re:ess to any time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chiir thinks the am 
offered by the Sen vitor from Nevadaisin order. Th 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 
Mr. STEWART. On tht I ask for the yeas and | 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. VOORHEES. | ask for a countof the Senate on 
ing the d mand for the yeas and nays. I do not think « 
of the Senators present seconded the demand. It 
ate at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair supposed 
of those present had demanded the yes and n wy: 

Mr. VOORHEES. That can not be very wel 
less a count. is made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As many as are in favor 0 
the yeas and nays on the amendment of the Senator {1 
vida will rise and stand until coun ed. [Sixteen enator: 
The Chair holds that the e is a second to the demand fo 
yeasand nays. The Secretary will eall the roil. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
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_ ALLISON (when his name was cs alled). Iam paired with 
ho Senator from Missouri | Mr. COCKRELL]. 
tr CAREY (when his name was called). 
enator from ‘arolina [Mr. IRByY}. 
uld vote ‘‘nay.” I withhold my vote. 


Tam paired with 
South ¢ If he were pres- 


L sh 


: HARRIS (when his name was called), I am paired with 
the Sen itor from Vermont Mr. MORRILL}. j 
HIGGINS (when his name wascalled). I again announce 
, ir with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES 
77 ._ nee when his name wasealled). Iannounce thatlam 


s .d with the junior torfrom Wisconsin |Mr. MITCHELL]. 
=o McMILLAN (when his name was called). Iam paired 
; nator from North Ca ee VANCE}. 

.$ (when his name was called). i am paired gen- 


pen: 


Nee | 


with the 
Vin 





er sith the Senator from Oreg n[Mr. MITCHELL], and again 
es er that puir to the nator from Maryland [Mr. GIBSON], 
us . . on “ 
‘ yte lay. : 
rhe roll call having been concluded, the result was announced 
vi > nays 45; as follows: 
YEAS—12. 
B . Martin, Perkins, Stewart, 
Daniel Morgan Puch, Teller, 
D Peffer, Roach, Wolcott. 
NAYS—45. 
‘ ‘h Dolph, Lindsay, Smith, 
A n, Faulkner Lodge Stockbridge, 
Bat Frye McPherson, Turpie 
B Gallinger, Manderson, Vest 
B George, M itis, Vilas, 
Ca Gordon, Murphy, Voorhees, 
( Gorman, Palmer, Walthall, 
Ca n, Gray, Pasco, Washburn, 
( Hawley, Platt, White, La. 
Cu , Hill, Proctor, 
Da Hoar Quay 
Dixon, Hunton Ransom, 
NOT VOTI :—28. 
All Gibson Jones, Noy. Power, 
B urn, iale Kyle, Sherman, 
( n Hansbrotgh Me Millan Shoup, 
Caré Harri Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Cha er, Higgins Mitchell, Wis. Vance, 
Co T Irby, Morrill, White, Cal. 
Or Litt Jones, Ark Pettigrew, Wilson 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana |Mr. VooRHERES], that the Senat 
take a recess until 10 oeclock to-morrow. 

Mr. STEWART. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

. HIGGINS (when his name was called). I announce my 


ir with the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES]. 
KYLE (when his name wascailed). I am paired with the 
junior Sen vtor from Wisconsin |Mr. MITCHELL}. 


Mr. McM LLAN (when his name was called). I announce my 
pair with the Senator from North Carolina {[Mr. VANCE] 

Mr. VILAS (when his name w's called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon |[Mr. M!TCHELL], but transier that 
pair to the Senator from Maryland[Mr.GIBson | and vote “‘yea.”’ 

The roll eall having been concluded, the result wasannounced— 


yeas 46, nays 5; as follows: 
YEAS-—46., 
Aldrich, Dixon, Lindsay, Ransom, 
Allison, Dolph, Lodge, Smith, 
Bate, Fau kner, McPhers on, Stockbridge, 
Berry, Frye, Manderson, Turpie 
+ , Gailinger, Mills, Vest, 
valfery, Gordon, Murphy, —. Vilas, 
Call Gorman, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Camden, Gray, Pasco, Walthall, 
Carey, Hawley, Perkins, Washburn, 
Coke Hill, Piatt, White, La. 
Cullom, Hoar, Proctor, 
Davis. Hunton, Quay, 
NAYS—5 
Daniel, Martin, Pugh, Roach. 
George, 
NOT VOTING—HM. 
Allen, Hale, Mitchell, Oregon Squire, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Teller, 
Cameron, Higgins, Morrill, Vance, 
Chandler, Irby. Peffer, White, Cal, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark Pettigrew. Wilson, 
Colquitt, Jones. Nev Power, Wolcott 
Dubois, Kyle. Sherman, 
Gtbson, MeMillan, Shorp, 


So the motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 26 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
October 18, 1893, at 10 o’clock a. m. 
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Rerume 2.2 
TUESDAY, October 17, 1893, 
The House met at l20’clockm. Prayer by Rev. ISAAC W. 
CANTER, of Was een D. ¢ 
Che Journal of the proceedings of vesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 
EAVE OF ABSENCI 
mous consent leave o b e Was gral sfollo 
bh >W ‘sof Califor 1 ift to y ) 
1 f sickness in his f:m 
lo Mr. MCGANN, for ten days, « count of important b 
ness 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE 
Mr. KEM Mr. Speaker, I rise toa q tion of perso).al priv- 
LiOv >. 
The ane KER. The gentleman ill stat t 
r MoM. In order that the Ho } may underst ind me, Task 
to bade read from the Cler esk marked art >from t 
Omaha D ily Bee of date October 13, } 
lhe SPEAKER. Witho t ob,ec 1 the Clerk will read the 
article reierred to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
WASHINGTON BUREAU OF 1 DEE 
ise : “ 
4 
At la justice com to a tofa re c 
f Ma i Iss9 1* eat Sioux Ir an i va y 
ebi 1 Was i set under ) 310 
eatt wh requ n la i 
< eye n I to req re title. un ~ the settler w t ) 
su 51 per acre, in Which case he wo ] t e® in Six i 
ct of Ma 1 3. I8V1. amen ied the origina! a of 18823 80 as to j 
de ‘6 of on y iourteen moi iS in orcer LO gAln Lilie Ap 
a vev made it app\y only to that portio »Te ‘ 
situated in South Dakota, leaving the old to apply » that tuate 
braska. 
I 3 discriminated very seriously a nst 
rder that he might acquire a title t s nd he ust re 
se d upon by him tive yea whi his me ju a } 
5 lakota could acquire it 1 fourteen m h 
DID NOT PROT! ‘EBRASKAN 
At the this amented a pa ad ( rre the Nebraska de 
: a Messrs. BRYAN, MCK RIGHAN, and KEM i I 
t 9% tT} 
. ‘ 8 y lili § i 1 ‘ i I 
e number of “Ne raska ind especially those in Boyd Count 
wed Dp $s withouta ne DProvess ¢ th irt of t dele 4 ! 
{Up on [ the Pits ld l es 1@ alle ) ‘ ule MA 
t YW called to thi 
re s from Nebraskans d y int ' he 1 P 
] the passage throurh t eua ‘ ii Di® ‘ ra ) 
he ( Vution 1 te l of yua ) 
vhich so pas th ‘ wa | 
tos pt > sleep of death no memover o N ‘ 1 ma 
ing mcrent interest therein to sec asia t mn i i 
been any « position to the ik | ica } 
p ent } who hadt ra t ) l 
me rials, etc., without num be . ion and decided uy 
well dire ‘d plan insuring its pa e r the f t 
ordingly this morning M vl HN, of C 1ittee on Pu 
Lands, called up the matter, and in ments the delegation su 
in passing through the House the ‘h might have been passed tw 
years ago had the delegation then in ¢ lougr ess acted with energy a 
judgment 
It may be of interest to the settlers affected to know at neither 
McK BIGHAN nor KEM were present, nor in any! *r aided in 
of the bill this morning. The bill now goes tot at nd r vi 
DERSON Will secure its passage there 
KEM. Mr. opeaker, [ wish to call the atte n ¢ 
House to this article, for the reason that it is rross 1 
sentation of the attitude of that part of the Nebr iskad 
referred to in the article toward their ec stituents in N 
ind seems tobe a continuance of the gue warfare wh ; 
been waged against mysel by cert.in Nebraska Republican ! 


since I have been a member of this body. 

[It is plain to be seen by those who have heard the article read 
that it was the intent of the writer of th me the 
to the readers of that article that the gentlemen so ref -rred to 
have wilfully neglected their duty towards their constituents. | 
stand here to-d: iy. Mr. Speaker, an humble m 
body, to denounce the artic!e as absolutely false in every res 

W hat are the facts relative to this mutter? | hope the House 
will indulge me for a short time while I relate, as bri 


. ‘ °r * . 
Cs vO CONVEY 


us moder ot 


sible, what the facts are. We find here that the writer. in | 
zeal to vilifyand misrepresent the attitude of this humble men 
ber and his honorable colleagues on this floor, has overreached 


himself, for he says 
At the time this amended act passed Congress the Nebraska delegation 
ting of Messrs. BRYAN, MCKBIGHAN, and KEM, raised 
Now, I wish to say. Mr. Speaker, and 
that when that act was passed it was n« 
Fifty-first Congress, and neither 


c isi no ovjectiou 


rentliemen of the House 
‘t to the last day of th 


Mr. BRY Mr. MCKEBIGHAN, 


nor myself were members of that Congres The writer of this 
articie holds out the idea, and lays stress on the fact, that these 
emen failed to do their duty in not 


gentl keeping down that 





















































































































‘for somebody to rise in his place and ask unanimous consent to 
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proposition when it discriminated against settlers on that part of 
the reservation in Nebraska. I say, sir, if anybody is to blame 
for this it is the honorable gentlemen who preceded us as mem- 
bers of this House from Nebraska, namely, Mr. Dorsey, Mr. Con- 
nell, and Mr. Laws, the Republican delegation that represented 
Nebraska at that time. 

I further state in the presence of the House that I, at notime, 
have neglected to perform any duties incumbent upon me in 


looking after these interests, either in the Fifty-second Con- | 


gress or in the present session of this Congress. The writer 
would have us believe that the Republican Representatives from 
Nebraska on this floor, by concerted action or by an under- 
standing, have taken such action that passed that bill through 
this House on the 12th day of this month. 

J. deny that proposition, and say that the bill would have passed 
the House if Mr. MEIKLEJOHN had been dead as Julius Cesar. 

Now, what are the facts? Sometime in the early part of the 
Fifty-second Congress I introduced a bill covering exactly the 
same ground. After this | learned that Senator MANDERSON 
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en 


The article says further: 


It may be of interest to settlers affected to know that n¢ 
Mr. MCKEIGHAN, nor Mr. KEM were present, nor in an 
the passage of the bill this morning. 


As I have said, Mr. Speaker, I was confined to m1 


| illness. The fact is that for six weeks I have not 


| enough to attend the sessions of this House, and if | 


had introduced a like bill in the Senate, and had succeeded in | 
passing it; but when I learned of this fact it was sometime after | 


the bill had passed the Senate. At once upon learning of this, 


looked up Mr. MANDERSON’s bill and found that it had been re- | 
ferred to the wrong committee. I think the chairman of that | 


committee, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE], per- 
haps remembers the circumstances. 

When I went to him, I learned that the bill had been referred 
oa subcommittee; but the chairman of that subcommittee had 
gone home, and there could be nothing done about the rerefer- 
ence until he returned. It was almost a month before he came 


} 


back. As soon ashe returned, I took action that led tothe refer- | 
ence of the bill to the proper committee, of which the gentle- 


man from Arkansas {[Mr. MCRAE] is chairman. I went before 
that committee and had a hearing, and the bill was reported by 


| 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Amerman]}. I | 


wrote the report and he submitted it. Owing to these unfortu- 
nite delays the bill was delayed till we were drawing toward the 
close of the session of Congress, and everyone who knows any- | 
thing about the situation here at such times knows how difficult | 
it is to get a hearing upon a matter which is far down on the | 
Calendar, and can not be reached in itsregular order. 

‘That was the condition of this bill, and the only way that | 
there could be a hearing had on it at all was by unanimous con- | 
sent. I state now that I tried for six long weeks to get a hear- 
ing on that bill by unanimous consent, but because of the many 
who were endeavoring to get hearings under similar circum- 
stances, it was impossible for the Speaker to recognize me. 

Now, this is the plain history of the bill in the last Congress. 

Upon the second bill day of this session I introduced the bill, 
and it was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, where | 
followed it and had a hearing upon it. It was ordered reported 
by Mr. HARE. He reported it, submitting the report that I had 
written in the previous Congress, and the bill was placed upon 
the Calendar. 

In the meantime, Mr. Speaker, I was confined to my room by | 
sickness and was unable to reach the House, but on the 12th | 
day of this month I felt a little better and came to the House to 
see whether Mr. HARE had reported the bill. The chairman of | 
the committee had informed me that as soon as it was reported | 
it would be called up and disposed of. 

What was my surprise when I entered this Hall, and upon 
meeting the chairman [Mr. MCRAE], was informed that my col- 
league from Nebraska| Mr. MEIKLEJOHN| had calied up the bill 
and it had passed by unanimous consent. 

Now, gentlemen, this is simply a plain statement of the his- 
tory of the bill upto this time. I gaid nothing about Mr. MEr- 
KLEJOHN’S action, which, in my estimation, was action that does 
not become a gentleman of highmindedness. I said nothing 
about it at the time, but awaited developments; and now follows 
this report inthe Omaha Bee, made by the reporter who isdoing 
the work here for that paper, which report is totally false in 
every respect. I have been accused by my political enemies and 
have been held up to my constituents as having neglected and 
failed to do my duty in this respect. 

Now, we see the animusof the whole matter very plainly. Mr. 
MEIKLEJOHN goes out of his own territory to hunt up business 
that does not belong to him; then comes this article in the Bee, 
stating that the Republican members from Nebraska are enti- 
tled to all the honor of passing this bill, when the facts show that 
the work had all been done; that the bill had been reported fa- 
vorably by the committee, and that the only thing necessary was 


have the bill passed. 
I make this explanation, Mr. Speaker, in justice to myself, in 


justice to the people I represent, and in justice to my honorable 
colleagues |Mr. BRYAN and Mr. MCKEIGHAN]. 


ee 


| in doing soI do not propose for him to put any words int 


| okee allottees or claimants to purchase certain t1 


myself justice I would not have been here any of that { 
1 have been here the most of the time, but only by cor 
I felt very unwell. As I have said, on entering the H 
12th of this month, to see if the bill had yet been 
found that Mr. MEIKLEJOHN had been previous eno 
action to call the bill up without warrant and witho 
reason, for I should have called it up next day, and i 
been able to have been here, the chairman of the commit 
have done it, as he has informed me. 

Mr. RAY. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. KEM. Notnow. [I will say in exoneration of m 
able colleagues [Mr. BRYAN and Mr. MCKEIGHAN] t 
that day Mr. MCKRIGHAN was dangerously ill in his } 
the care of a physician. I will say further in this « 
that it was a matter in which neither Mr. BRYAN nor } 
KEIGHAN were personally interested and they were 
minded to interfere in a matter relating to my district 


| consulting me, as did the gentleman, Mr. MEIKLEJOHN 


a matter wholly belonging to me: it was a loca] matter in n 
own district, the care of which I was alone responsible for 
repeat, Mr. Speaker, that the action of Mr. MEIKLEJOHNN, in 
my estimation, was not thatof a high minded gentleman toward 
his colleague in this matter. 

This, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, is my explanation of tl 
facts relative to this subject. 

Mr. RAY. Beforethe gentleman takes his seat, [ want to ask 
him a question. Now, I understand you to complain this artic 
in the newspaper charges that yourself and certain other gent 
men were not present when this legislation went through t 
House. Now, that is the truth, is it not? 

Mr. KEM. I will say to the gentleman 
Mr. RAY. Answer my question 
Mr. KEM. I propose to answer the gentleman’s question, but 

0 ln 


mouth. 


Mr. RAY. ThenTI want to ask you another question, and you 


can answer them both at the same time. 

Mr. KEM. I will answer the gentleman’s questions, but tl 
must come one at a time. I say to the gentleman from N 
York—— 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman has finished his 
explanation the House will proceed to the consideration of other 
matters. The privilege the gentleman is exercising is only t 
make a personal explanation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees 
ports. 

CHEROKEE ALLOTTEES. 

Mr. MCRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands 
ported back adversely the bill (S. 457) authorizing cert 
racts Ld 
claimed by them; which, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed and laid on the table. 

The call of committees for reports was resumed and con 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at twenty mi 
past 12, and the call rests with the Committee on Indian A 

BOUNTY LANDS AND PENSIONS. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Judiciary was 
reached). Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, and I will yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That sections 4716 and 3480 of the Revised Stat: ) 
United States be, and the same are hereby, so far, and no further, l 
and repealed as to dispense with proof of loyalty during the lat 
rebellion as a prerequisite to being restored or admitted to the pe 
of any person who otherwise would be entitled thereto under ex ng 
laws; nor shall proof of loyalty be necessary in any application 
land where the proof otherwise shows that the applicant is entit! 

Provided, That no soldier restored or admitted to the pension ! 
this act shall receive any back pay: And provided further, Thatthi ul 
not extend to or embrace any person under the disability imposed the 
fourteenth article of amendment to the Constitution of the United State 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, if no one desires an explanation 
of the bill, I do not care to take up any time toexplainit. | 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will 
make some explanation of this bill. I see that it absolutely re- 
peals one section of the Revised Statutes. 



















See, 


Reet. a 
DE sal oe Nig a 


fm 


Mr. OATES. No. 
Mr. BURROWS. , the gentl 
¢ of the section all that is vital in it. 


Well, the gentleman says no; but it takes 
Section 4716 provides— 
ou 
mat money on account of pensions shall be paid to any person, or to 
That no Mr nildren, or heirs of any deceased persons, who in any manner 
the wid t an raged in or aided and abetted the late rebellion against the 
intarl Rae . 
7 aoa y of the United States. 
authors. 
{ ‘ . 2 lify that secti by adding 
» gentleman proposes to modliy that section by adding 
nviso for it amounts to that—providing that no applicant 
¢ rv ‘ . r + 
oe pension shall be required to prove loyalty. ‘Thatabsolutely 
t that section and wipes it from the statute book, if it 


And the 


for 
n 
n 


lifies 
yeans anything. er ste 
Vr. OATES. The gentleman is mistaken. It does not. It 


only dispenses with proof of loyalty as to those who were upon 
the pension rolls before the war and were dropped from it in 

quence of that war, which was th to those who 
lived within the States in so-called rebellion. That is the limi- 
ation in the bill, and consequently it does not propose to repeal 
the section at all. The section may properly be applied tosome 
other cases still. I will state for the information of the House 
that last Congress, being the second one in which this bill had 


>case as 
se 


‘ 


heer 
sent & 00 yy of it with an inquiry to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior,and he also referred it to the Commissioner of Pensions, for 

‘ormation with respect to its effect if it were passed. They 
stated that the number of pensioners who had been dropped and 
who were still in life and not restored was exceedingly small. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please explain what 
asses this amendment refers to? 

Mr. OATES. I had just done so; but I will do it again. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the probabie number. 

Mr. OATES. Those who were upon the pension rolls for serv- 
ice rendered in some war and who lived in the seceding States 
when the war came on were all dropped from the rolls. All 
those who have been able to prove aftirmative acts of loyalty 
since have been restored, and those who were not able to prove 
affirmative acts of loyalty were not restored. For instance, if 
one of them had a son or relative in the army of the Confederate 
States, if he had any sympathy for them, he could not prove 
affirmative acts of loyalty. 
them who served in the army of the Confederate States. 
were too old. 

I donot recollect the number given, in response to that ref- 
erence to the Department, but it was an insignificant number. 
So Gen, Raum and Secretary Noble both approved the bill and 
recommended its passage, or did notobject toit. Now,the more 
important feature of the bill isthis. There are anumber in the 
South still who had served in the Mexican war, or some of the 


et 
W 


( 


They 


Indian wars, and for such service Congress had granted them | 
Those who had notobtained that bounty land when | 


bounty land. 
the war came on were cut off from it. Some of them have suc- 
ceeded since the war. But although thereare very few, indeed, 
some have not obtained the bounty lands they were entitled to, 
because these sections require proof of affirmative acts of loyalty; 
such, as if performed, in many localities in the Southern States 
during the war, it would have resulted in their being incar- 
cerated in jail in all probability. 

Now, wherever those grants of land were made, they were 
made for services already rendered, and the parties to whom they 
were made had aright tothem. There is nothing in the law 
which forfeits that right. Furthermore, it has been decided by 
the Supreme Court in sundry cases, the Armstrong case, the 
Pigaud case, and two or three others, that after the war, even 
as to those who participated in the rebellion, if not within the 
fourteenth article of amendment, they were relieved by the Presi- 
deht’s proclamations of amnesty and pardon, so that it was not 
necessary for them in any court to prove acts of loyalty even 
though the law required it. For instance, the law with refer- 
ence to captured and abandoned property provided that all prop- 
erty which was left by citizens fleeing before the Union Army, 


or captured in the course of the progress of the Army, should be | 


taken possession of by agents of the Government and sold, and 
the net proceeds covered into the Treasury, and that at any time 
within two years after the close of hostilities such property, or 


the net proceeds of sale might be reclaimed by loyal citizens by | 


action in the Court of Claims. The question was brought up in 
that way, and the Supreme Court decided that persons who were 
covered by the President's proclamationsof amnesty and pardon 
did not have to prove loyalty at all. And even when the Con- 
gress, by way ofa proviso to an appropriation bill, enacted that in 
proceedings in the Court of Claims, whenever a man pleaded his 
pardon under the President's proclamation his suit should be dis- 
missed, the Supreme Court decided that that proviso was a nul- 
lity, that the President’s proclamations, which the Constitution 
expressly gave him a right to make, could not be overturned in 
that way, and that the President’s proclamations absolved all 





favorably reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, we | 


I suppose there were scarcely one of | 
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those who were covered by them from the obligation of makin 
any such proof of loyalty. 

Now, with reference to these men who had 
ernment in the war with Mexico or in Indi 


(r 
So 
served the Gov- 


n wars, Congr 


ss 





saw fit to vote them bounty lands, and they were enti! to 
those lands, and now these sections have no ctical o tion 
|} except that they are retained in the Departments as 's of 
evidence, when in fact they are not legally so. All that ill 
proposes is to dispense with proof of loyalty in respec 

|} men who had earned, as Congress declared, these ) ds 
and who are now in a condition where tl n not m: the 
proof which is required by the Departments under these nbsurd 

| Sections, although in the courts they would not be r d to 
make such proof at all. 

So that you here, by denying these men the benefit t r 
islation, subject them to the requirement of making th 
which is when those sections have been practically ove i 
and declared null by the highest court in the land. No vh 
should this bill be obje ted to? It seems to me that th 31 
cood objection to it, and I think that th tary 
Raum took the right view of it. Gen. R made a « ' 
tion as to how much it would amount to. The bounty 
ture amounts to a good deal more than the other; the o 
exceedingly small, and at this time provides for very few 
For the information of the House, I will ask that the: é 
read. I think it states the amount. 

Mr. PICKLER. Is the report unanimous 

Mr. OATES. Itis. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Before thereport is read | sh to 
ask the gentleman a question. If this bill es. it wi y 
a number of claimants to locate their scriy pon tl 
lands? 

Mr.OATES. Yes; upon lands subject to homestead e 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Anywhere? 

Mr. OATES. Anywhere that the Government has such lands. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Some years ago any kind of serip 
that could be located upon the public lands commanded 
high premium, I think at times as high as $50 or $60 an a 

Mr. OATES. I never heard of that. In my country it has gen- 
erally sold for about a dollar per acre. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Anything that could be located 
upon the public lands generally commanded at one time 1 
high premium, and I am under the impression that it still . 3 

Mr. OATES. None of these cases are for more than a hun- 
dred and sixty acres. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Precisely; but scrip for 160 acres 
would be worth, perhaps, three or four thousand dollars. Now 
would that be eq itable? Would it not be better to co nute 
these claims. 

Mr. OATES. I have never heard of the ser p selling fo ny 
such price as the gentleman su st [I never heard of it sell- 
ing for more than a dollarand a half or two dollars an acre. and 
I have no idea that it would sell for any such m as the gentle- 
man has mentioned. The truth is that in a great many of th 
States there is no land on which scrip could be located. 

Mr. BURROWS. Howmuch of the public lands will this bill 
take? 

Mr. OATES. I do not remember precisely. I have d 
that the report be read, which will probably give the informa 
tion. 

Mr. BURROWS. The report does not state. 

Mr. OATES. It does not 

Mr. BURROWS. No. How much of the public land M 
required under this bill? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not recollect the number of acres. 

Mr. BURROWS. How many persons who were stricken from 
the pension roll for their supposed disloyalt to the Government 
will be put back on the roll by this proposed legislation? 

Mr. OATES. According to m derstanding. not exceed 
one hundred. Perhaps not one-fourth that number. 

Mr. BURROWS. Has the gentleman any positive kno e 
| on that q iestion? 

Mr. OATES. The Pension Office has better inforn o! 
the subject than anybody else. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now,let me ask the gentleman her 
the Department, in the report to which he } tlluded not 
report against the proposition to allow these nd warrants to 
be located? 

Mr. OATES. The Department reported in favor of it. I pre 
sented that report with the report of the committee in tl 3t 





Congress, and the bill thereupon was passed. I thought it wa 


printed with the report. 


Mr. BURROWS. I had understood that the Depart t re- 
ported against that portion of the bill which related to the loca- 


tion ofland warrants. 
Mr. OATES. No, sir; the report was favorable; that is my 
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distinct 


recoliecetion. 
passes J will move a reconsideration if itean be shown thatthe: 
has been a report against the proposition. Ido not want any- 
thing but what is fair and right. Ido not want anybody to be 
misled by any statement of mine. 
\ BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Ala- 
bania is through I desire to be heard a moment. 


Mr. OATES re much time do 
Mr. BURROWS. Icannottell. 


ten or fifteen minutes 


the gentleman want? 
I will ne dsome little time 


Mr. CULBERSON. I shouldlike to know from the gentleman 
rom Alabama[Mr. OATES] what time he yields to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BuRROwS]. This matter’isin the morning 
he 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I will take the floor when the gentle- 


man i 


through, 

CULBERSON,. Iam perfectly willing that the gentleman 
from Alabima should yield to the gentleman from Michigan 
but [ would like to know what time is to be occupied by the gen- 
tlen nfrom Michigan. 

\ BURROWS. I can not tell; I supposeten or fifteen min- 
ut ill b | I shall need 
Vr.OAT I yield the gentleman notexce ‘ding ten minutes. 
h BURROWS. Now “wr. Spe wer, ii bill proposes a 
moc { on of a certain section of the Revised ae ae 
ha t be read and which | propose to read. ‘tion 3480 of 
the Revised Statutes, which the pill proposes to modify, ” is in 
the follownu lunguage 
lt be unlawful for any officer to pay any account, claim, or demand 
n he | ‘ States which accrued or exi prior to the 13th day of 
AY 
Che time legally determined as the commencement of the re- 
bellion 
inf ‘ofany person who promoted, encouraged, or in amy manner sustained 
the er on, or in favor of any person who during such rebellion was 
not known t ypposed thereto, and distinctly in favor of its suppression 
and no pardon heretofore granted, or hereafter to be granted, shali author- 
ize the payment of such account, claim, or demand, until this section is 
mo ed orr ealed. 


This may touch the question of pardon to which the gentle- 
man from Alabama has referred. 
Mr. OATES. Ths Supreme Court has already 
a pardon dispenses with all proof of loyalty. 
BURROWS. The section continues: 
Bnt this section shall not 


decided that 


be construed to probibit the payment of claims 


founded upon contracts made byany of the Departments, where such ciaims 
Were assigned or contracted to be assigned prior to the 1st day of April, 1861, 
to the ereditors of such contractors, loyal citizens o 


loyal States, in pay- 
1861 


ment of 


w, the I 


s incurred prior to the Ist day of March, 


ill before the House proposes to modify that section 
in so far as to allow land warrants to be located without proof of 
loyalty on the part of the claimant—to allow persons who were 
disloyal to locate their land warrants upon the public lands; and 
the *‘ trifling modification” proposed to be made in this section 
is simply adding this proviso: 

Provid That in all applications for bounty la 


nds the applicant shail not 
julred to make proot of loyalty. 





That is the scope of the bill so far as this section is conc 2 
The other seetion which, adopting the language of the bill, i 
is proposed to ** modify,” is as follows: 
s No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or | 
to hildren, or heirs of any deceased pers: Z who in any manner | 
aged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the | 
I rf e United State | 
That is to be modified by adding in substance 
P. . That ne proof of loyalty shall be required to restore a pensioner | 
pension roll, | 
| 
This bill, if enacted into law, wholly repeals this statute. In- | 
stead of calling this a ‘‘ modification ” of the statute—— 
Mr. OATES. This does not affect the payment of any money | 
claims 
Mr. BURROWS. That is the other section. I am reading 
this last section—the proposed modification in regard to pen- 
sions. The bill simply wipes out the provisions of the existing 
law and puts upon the pension roll, without regard to loyalty, | 
everyone who was on the pension roils prior to 1861, without 
requit ing proof of loyalty from any person making application 





for a pension. 

M OA 
73 

sion roll 
Mr. B 

oni 


(ES. It applies only to those who were on the pen- 
and were dropped. 

URROWS. It does not say that. It 
wecount of pensions shall bx 
lr. OATES. But the bill d& 


Says “no money 
paid to any person-—— 
es Say it. 


Mr. BURROWS. I think not. The bill says “ restored or 
admitted to;’ so that a person who served in the Mexican war 
or any of the wars prior to 1861 could apply for a pension now, 
and, under the ‘‘ modification ’ 


whic h the gentleman proposes, 


Furthermore, I will say that if this bill | couid be put on the pension roll, n 
e | he may 


have served fou 


Now, we have been very liberal 

| We have already relieved by repe xt 
| in the Mexican war and restored the 
»y were hostile to the Gov 


| though th 
theretore insist, sir, we 
| in this measure and wip 
the country. 
| The gentleman in his 
| this langusxge 

Mr. OATES (interrup 
Michigan if it 
the Mexican war get pe 

Mr. BURROWS. I 
went. 

Mr. OATES (e 
quired? 


books of 


Mr. BURROWS. If 
for? 
Mr. OATES Chat 


sions and bounty lands t 


is not the 


yntinuis 


bill to 
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r years ag 


ought not t 
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ting). Let me 


law now thi 
iSLOnNS 
do not know 
ig), Withor 


that be true, 


which 
0 thos 





Or 


twithstandi 
inst the Goy 


in this 

wl on 

fu bilt 

m to tl 
ernment dur 


» ZO to the « 


sion wholl 


ipanying ti 


ASK 


rt all then W 
to what 

it proof of 
then what do | 


[ re 


ferred 


vho served in the 
But there is another class of cases not embraced 
served in the Indian wars and were once pensi 
dropped from the rolls at the time of the war. The 
vision for their relief in the Mexican war pension b 
BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, [ have neithe f 
the disp osition to prolong the debate. [ simply e1 
test against this proposition { know we are power 
heipless, and that a ma,ority of the House can destroy 
utes if they desire, but it shall not be consummate 
protest. But I submit it is a most inopportune time 
to restore to the pension rolls the names of persons 
disloyal to the Government, with one hand, while with 


this 


Administration is striking from the pension rol 
thousands the men who defended the country in the | 
peril. {Applause on the R publican side.| Call the ho 
the track of the Union soldier before atte m pti ig to re 
the pension roll the men who were disloyal to the Gov: 
{Applause on the Republican side. | 

But, si was proceeding io say that I notice in the 


the gentleman he uses this 


The Committ 


On oe Judiciary, having 
4548, find \hat the bill is intended to susp 
and 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the Unite 
only. 


Soon after the war betweer 
bellion—began, the names of 
were receiving pensions were 





their supposed disloyalty, as 


over Which the so-called rebe 
‘*So-called rebellion 


language 


1 the States 
all pe 
> dropped from 


rson 


usually called 
sresi 


they were citizens and 
sLlion extended. 


,> and **the war 


had under 
he operation of 8 
1 States in two cla 


the wa 
dent in the sece 

the pension roll « 
resident 


between th 


would not notice this uncalled-for declaration in this 


it not to vindicate the trv 
between the States 


State above the nation. 


which the Government of the United Stites 


one side and citizens in 
thority on the other. 
not the ‘* States.” 

But, Mr. Speaker, I 
stated before, aguinst t 
will be of any avail, 
are drifting. 
statute books. 
the ‘*so-cealled 
States,” 


rebellior 


ing and without mercy, 
who were untrue to the( 
peril. [Applause on the | 

Mr. OATES. 


Mr. Speaker, 


ith of ‘history. 
except in the minds of those 
in the doctrine of State sovere ignty — who wou 


The eivil 


uvrmed rebelli 
These were 


rose 
his 


simply 


i” to have 


reasse rt ing the old doctrine of 
that you wil., while approving of the policy of 
tion indriving Union men from the pension rolls \ ithou 


restore to tl 
rovernment 


legislation, 
but shat this country may 
I expect these statutes wiil be wiped 
[ expect the majority of the House vw 


There neve 


wi of 1861 

was e 
on against i 
the conten 


to enter my | 
not vecause | 


c<noW 


ben a“ war b 
State soverei 
this ‘\ 


Luli 


1at roll of hon 


in the hour of its 


tepublican side. ] 


[ want to say but 
in reply to what the gentleman from Michig 


an has 


has taken a ve ry wide range in his remarks, and has 


assault upon the Pension Otfice because of a provision o! 


conslaera 


with reference to the res oration to the pension rolls ¢ 


insignificant number, a dozen or two, of 

rolls without their fault 
The Secretary of the Interior of the gentleman’s own 
last Republican Secretary, and the last Republican Com: 
of Pensions both recommended, 
bill. that it should be passed. 


dropped from the 


ifter 
Th 


pe nsioners 
just 


a full examina 


m2n’'s objection or criticisms have to rest upon. 


There is nothing partisan in the bill. 
justice to keep the rules whic 


-h prevail 


D 


t shows how little the 


[t is an act ol 
in the Departmen 


befor et 


t. W 
are of no use except as statutes of limitation against conjul 
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This does not repeal but sus- 


’ against the Government. 
: a he m, sO as to prevent their being extended to these mer- 
pe ome claims. A man who served tae Government and has a 
) inst the Government which Congress before the war 
| ‘ eC nd granted him a bounty-l.ind warrant, ought cer- 
, we the benefit of it. It was a vested right before 
‘any war between the Southern States and the Union 
here is nothing in this provision of law but what will 
| itself to the sense of right and justice of anyone who 
me p r it fairly. The rig ht in these Dp ties h id vest 
4 to siy,. While it was sted right the land to which the 
: : were entitled had n t been located. Ic re nothing in 
: t » that el — _ s bill w ith reference to the restoration 
‘ nension rolls, for it amounts to nothing, as stated by n. 
> . the iat r bein ‘ very insignificint. The truth = { 
re -o who served in the Mexican war have already got their pen- 
ale | presume those who are living and those who served in 


+hat war doubtless obtained bounty-land warrants too. But those 


whe were entitled to bounty l.nds and can not make proo! of 
valty should eons xd to receive the benefits of the law, 
, it is the class of claims that is sought to be reached by 
xis bill. 
1 se were not confiscated. A great many of the men who 
vere entitled to them had nothing to do with the Confeder 
i nd even if they had, what diiference does it make befor 
the irts of the country? 
The highest court in the land has declared that if a man who 
yarticipated in the war was covered by the President's pri - 
mation of amnesty, he had nothing more to prove than the fact 


con _ ite his claim. Here Iam on this floor, about 





bad arebelas ever served in the Confederate army, having fought 

in nty-seven batiles for my honest convictions. I have the 

, right under the law to come here and act asa Representative, 

im as devoted a fri l to the ~ nion and this Government 

now, and I would stand ion it, and | venture to say in the case of 

war | would shed qu:te as much bl ood for it as the gentleman 

b from Michigan (Mr. BuRROWS!, and more than he ever did shed 

or the Union. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I move the 
previous question. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 

moment? 
OATES. I will. 
. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I think there is some mis- 
apprehension about this bill and its effects. It is an old bill 


whi 
ses 
[ think it had its origin 


+h has been introduced into Congress in quite a number of 
sions. 

long before the pxssage of the bill 
ving pensions to all Mexican vete rans. Now, the es about 
it is that about seventy old soldiers, who served in the Mexican 
war, were dropped from the rolls on account of their participa- 
tion in the rebellion. 

This bill was originally intended to replace those men on the 
pension rolls, notwithstanding the section which is involved in 
this controversy. 

Now, since that took place, all the soldiers of the Mexican war, 
including those dropped from the pension rolls, have been placed 
upon the pension rolls as they arrived at the age of 62 years, 
we all know. Therefore the proposition in this bill in relation 
to pensions amounts simply to nothing whatever t will not 
place any disloyal man upon the pension roll who is not allowed 
to go there now, by a bill which I think the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. gee tr voted for, the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. JRROWS. Idid. I voted for it. 

Mi [LBERSON. Mr. Speaker, as to the next proposition, 
it is si cae this, that those surviving soldiers of the Mexican 
war who are entitled to a bounty of 160 acres of land, and who 
had not before the war received the land, who had participated 


GilO 


r 


in the rebellion against the Government of the United States, 
may now come forward and receive the bounty to which they 


were entitled as soldiers of the Mexican war. 
| beg to suggest that in my opinion there are not a doz 
the United States,survivors of the Mexican war, who wer 
titled to bounty lands, who have not already received them 
for it is a notorious fact that when the war with Mexico cl 
the soldiers in the main sold and transferred their rights 
bounty lands upon the final pay rolls of the Army: andif you go 
to the Department containing the records of th: at war, you will 
find that hundreds and thousands of these soldiers, at the time 
they left the Army and rezeived their pay, transferred thei 
right to bounty lands to some persons who paid them for it. 
Now, I have been in ‘ longress quite a number of terms—eight- 
een years. [have lived in acountry that furnished a greatmany 
soldiers to the Mexican war. Yet since my time hereI have 


en m l 
in 


osed, 


to 


only found one soldier who failed to transfer or sell his right to 
this bounty long before the war of the rebellion. 








SE. 


















I do not think thereis any real reason for this bill. ¢ 
there is no reason why the gent om Michigan [M 
ROWS] should make it the basis o var cry against tl D ) 
cratic sid ofthe Ho se. Certal nil these m } h LY 
sioned who are entitled to pensi oO 
rould be entitled to ount, nad 

Ir. BURROWS f 
Mi CULBERSON] if this bill ‘ 
n yhto th« ma i ce Oo 
iv the gentleman w l 

Mr. CULBERSO? 

Mr. BURROWS. P 
YATES] will strik 

Mr. OATES. |! ) 

Mr. BURROWS. The sma t 
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i OATI J \ 
1 upon n 
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| ROW [ y \ tf 
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Vr. OATES. I want to sa t 
ius said about serip, th l prob 
( rip rranted to some < nh | 
\ h were locatable upon any « ! d, « 

é $ agriculti Ll land r e | 
( | toas l th \ bl I I 

Vir. TURNER Will the tleman } 

Th f tie n from Texas has just s x ithata 
vivo:s of the Mexican war s ended from pensions b 
tion of the section of the Revised stat ) t 

refers have been restored by the Mexican pensio 

Mr. CULBERSON. They hav 

Mr. OATES. I stated that aw : that 
proof of loyalty. 

Mr. TURNER. Iw to s rth 
may have overlooked for : oment, tl hile t 
the Revised Stitutes did apply to spended | 
imed pensions on accou of ¢ ) } j } 
wars, and tosurviving d f | i r | nd 
pet nactrestoredthem. Sothatthereare: 1 
to be affected by ‘th s bill. 

lr. OATES. The gentleman from Georg! d ant 
me a little, because I was goi to say to the ¢ t 
Michigan that I am pe ‘tly willing, because tl 
small number affected by it. tostrike out t n isic 
to pensions, so as to let the bi pply to the 0] 
bounty lands by their services to the Go 

Mr. Bl RROWS. Mr. Speaker, I 
proposes to modify the bill by striking out t 
[ have 1 a and I des to ‘ g : i 

his matter w brought yu ect y to } 
when [Ih » number of letters on my « l 
diers who i t been sti n from tl ) if 
little indigt t. and do feel a] di t 

( t for tl ( try sho 1 be stricke m the 1 
fi ol proposition to restore me to the on r 

isons, and J think they iad better Lit ntli al 
onslaught on the Union soldiers s! lle 

Mr. OATES I sa to the ntl Mi 
is no bet r friend, and is no I } 
truly merit or the Union ] ! DT 

\ BURROWS [ } , 

. OATES. And if th hing 
the Pension Office. [ am satisfied wh it is brought 
tent on of the pro r authorities that it wi be ce 
not know that any injustice has b-en don 

\ BURROWS. [ understand the ; { 
modify his bill. and I will accept a modifi on ¢ 

The SPEAKER. From examinatio: 
pear that it would require to he a 


enti tai 
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aS San ect ae 
Sr a Be 


Pies 


2608 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


Mr. Speaker, in each Congress 


for several years I have introduced a bill similar to the measure | 


now being considered, and notwithstanding my interest in the 
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subject, I have refrained from participating in this debate, asthe | 


proposed legislation seems so just that I could not assume that 
any members in this body would interpose objections to its en- 
actment, but while the amendment is being prepared I will say 
that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] is clearly in 
error in the supposition that these limitations are demanded by 
the best soldier element. I will say further, in defense of and 
in commendation of Federal soldiers, that within the limit of 
my experience the brave men who entered the Union army in 
1861 and fought foremost in the great battles until the war closed 
in 1865, are not asking for these restrictions, butfrom the bravest 
and most distinguished generals down to the youngest private, 
they are not only wiiling, but anxious that every statute of ‘this 
character shall be repealed, and that every existing restriction 
shall be removed from those against whom they fought. [Ap- 
plause. | 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. OATES. I now send up the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the following words, commencing with the words “ to being,” 


in line 7, and reading as follows: 

To b 
erwise would be entitled thereto under existing laws; 
alty be necessary.”’ 

Also the following words in line 7: 

Provided, That no soldier restored or admitted to the pension roll under 
this act shall receive any back pay: And provided further, That this act shall 
not extend to or embrace any person under the disability imposed by the 
fourteenth article of amendment of the Constitution of the United States.”’ 


The SPEAKER. 
to be amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


nor shall proof of loy- 


The Clerk will now read the bill as proposed 






OCTOBER | 


'y 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 3480 of the Revised Statutes 
same is hereby, so far, and no further, modified and repealed a 
with proof of loyalty during the late war of the rebellion as a pre 
in any 2 for bounty land where the proof otherwise 
the applicant is entitled thereto. 

Mr. BURROWS. That will make it all right. 

The bill as modified was passed. 

Mr. OATES moved to reconsider the vote by whi 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsid 


| on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
The title was amended so as to conform to the modit 


; the bill. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, IDAHO AND WYOMIN 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the b 


| 2002) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide th 


places for holding terms of United States courts in the 

Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, 1892; and I yi 

gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK]. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act entitled “‘An act to 


times and places for holding terms of the United States courts 
| of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, 1892, be amended to 
lows: 


‘ing restored or admitted to the pension roll of any person who oth- | 


| are hereby transferred to, and shall be 


“Sec. 6. That the termsof the district court for the districtof 
Idaho shall be held at the town of Moscow, beginning on the 
in May and the second Monday in October in each year; at Boise ¢ 
ning on the first Monday in April and the first Monday in Dec« 
city of Blackfoot, beginning on the first Monday in March and 
Monday in September in each year: and the provision of statute 1 
ing for the holding of said courts on any day contrary to the pi 
this act is hereby repealed; and all suits, prosecutions, proc: 
zances, bail bonds, and other things pending in or re: urnable to 
made returnable to, and ha 





| the said respective terms in this act provided in the same mann 


A bill to repeal in part and to limit sections 3480 and 4716 of the Revised | 


Statutes of the United States 


Re it enacted, etc.,; That sections 4716 and 3480 of the Revised Statutes be, 
and the 


ame are hereby, repealed so far and no further modified in the bill | 


as to dispense with the proof of loyalty during the late war of the rebellion | 


as a prerequisite in any application for bounty land where the proof other- 
wise shows that the applicant is entitled thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended bill. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; | 


and it was accordingly read the third time. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker,I did not listen to and can not 


understand exactly the amendment or the bill as reported after | 


amendment. Does that eliminate from the bill everything in 
regard to section 4716? 

Mr. OATES. It takes out everything about restoring the 
soldiers to the pension roll, and now relates only to bounty 
lands. 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask to have the bill read again? 

The bill as amended was again read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Why doesnot the gentleman strike out all 
in regard to section 4716Y 

Mr. OATES. It distinctly says thatthe sections are so modi- 
fied only in respect to those applications for bounty lands. 

Mr. BURROWS. But section 4716 does not relate to bounty 
land at all. 

Mr. OATES. It isa rule of evidence retained in the Depart- 
ments, and they might construeit as being extended. If it does 
not have any effect on land bounties it will not hurt. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is section 4716 used as a rule of evidence in 
determining questions as to bounty lands? 

Mr. OATES. Itis used as a rule of evidence in the Depart- 
ments; I do not know how far they extend it 

Mr. DINGLEY. The section is expressly restricted to applica- 
tions for pensions, 

Mr. OATES. Well, Iam unable to account for the construc- 
tion that they put upon it in the Departments. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will not the gentleman consent to strike 
out all mention of that section? 

Mr. OATES. Read the section. 

Mr. BURROWS. The section provides that— 

No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or to the 
widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, Who in any manner volun- 
tarily engaged in, or aided or abetted, the late rebellion against the author- 
ity of the United States. 

Mr. OATES. I have no objection to that section being struck 
out. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then let that be struck out and the words 
that are applicable to it. 

aoe SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will read the bill as it will then 
stand. 





the same effect as they would have had had said existing statut: 
passed.”’ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thi 
and bsing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim: 
passed. 

Mr. BRODERICK moved to reconsider the vote by which 
bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsid: 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion*was agreed to. 





MATERIALS AND LABOR FOR PUBLIC WORKS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. TIcall up the bill (H. R. 86) for the pro- 
tection of persons furnishing materials and labor for t 
struction of public works; and I yield to the gentlem 


Illinois [Mr. LANE]. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter any person or persons enteril 1 


} formal contract with the United States for the construction of a1 


building, or the prosecution and completion of any public work, or 
sive repairs upon any public building or public work, shall be 1 
fore commencing such work to execute the usual penal bond, wit 
sufficient sureties, with the additional obligations that such co 
contractors shall pocmmeery make payments to all persons supp 


them labor and materials in the prosecution of the work provi r in 
such contract: and any person or persons making application ther ul 
furnishing affidavit to the Department under the direction of \ hsa 


work is being or has been prosecuted, that labor or materials 
tion of such work has been supplied by him or them, and pay 
has not been made, shall be furnished with acertified copy of said con'ra 
bond, upon which said —— or persons supplying such labor a1 ’ 
shall have aright of action, and shall be authorized to bring suitin the 

the United States against said contractor and sureties and to pr« ute the 
same to final judgment and execution: Provided, That such actio! 
prosecution shall involve the United States in no expense: 


or the} 


rt ¢ 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third t 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third t 
passed. 
Mr. LANE moved to reconsider the vote by which tl 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsid © q 
laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLERKS AND MARSHALS’ FEES, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the Dill (H. R. 
3963) to amend sections 828, 833, 847, and 1014 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to clerks’ fees, semiannu 
returns of fees by district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, com- 
missioners’ fees, and to offenders against the United States 

I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr, WOLVER- 
TON]. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That section 828 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended by adding the following to the 
end of said section: ‘‘For filing declaration of intention to become a cil) 
zen by an alien, #1; for final papers and all services connected therewith, ® 


SEc. 2. That section 833 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
amended so as to read as follows: : 

**Sxc. 883. That every district attorney, clerk of a district court, clerk of & 
circuit court, and marshal shal], on the Ist day of January and July in eac& 
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or within thirty days thereafter, make to the Attorney~( seneral, insuch 
n ashe may prescribe,a w ritten return of the half year endin yon said days 
a ively. of all fees and emoluments of his office of every name and charac 
ot including all naturalization fees and all necessary expenses of his office 
a ing clerk hire, together with the vouchers for the payment of the same 
saan last half year. He shall state separately in such return the fees 
prod pee Jluments received or payable under the bankrupt act and a true stat 
ane of all naturalization fees; and every marshal shall state separate|y 
me rein the fees and emoluments received or payable for services rendered 
mself personally, those paid or received for services rendered by each 
him, and the proportion of such fees and emolu 
Said 


year 


oF his deputies, naming id 
ment ; which, by the terms of his service, each deputy is to receive. 
a ns shall be certified by the oath of the officer making them.” — 
ceo. 3. That section 847 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be 
the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows 

<ec. 817. For administering an oath, 10 cents. 

For taking an acknowledgment, 2% cents 

For issuing @ Warrant, docketing the same, and all proceedings on a 
viminal charge Where no arrest is made 82. 

For hearing and deciding on criminal charges, including docketing of 
same, recognizances of defendant, sureties, and witnesses, and return to 
court. ang all proceedings thereor %5, and no more 

For attending a reference of « litigated matter in a civil case of law, in 
equity or admiralty, in pursuance of an order of court, 83 per day. 

‘ for taking and certifying depositions to file, 25 cents for each folio. 

«Por acopy of same furnished to a party on request, 10 cents for each folio, 
to be paid by the party requesting the same 

“For issuing any warrant or writ, and for any other services, the same 
compensation as is allowed clerks for like service. 

‘For issuing a Warranv under any treaty with any foreign government, ?2 

For hearing and deciding upon the case of any person charged with any 
crime or offense and arrested under the provisions of any such treaty, $5 for 
each case, and no more. 

“Por the examination and certificate in any case for application for dis 
charge of poor convicts, imprisoned for nonpayment of a fine or fines and 
costs, $% for each examination and certificate, and no more.” 

Sno. 4. That section 1014 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be, 
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows: 

Sxgc. 1014. For any crime or offenseagainst the United States the offender 
may, by any justice or judge of the United States, or by any commissioner 
of a circuit court to take bail, or by any chancellor, or judge of a supreme or 
superior court, chief or first judge of common pleas, mayor of a city, justice 
of the peace, or other magistrate of any State where he may be found, and 
agreeably to the usual mode of process against offenders in such State, at 
the expense of the United States, be arrested, imprisoned, or bailed, as the 
case may be, for trial before such court of the United States as by law has 
cognizance of theoffense. Copies of the processshall be returnedas speedily 
as may be into the clerk’s office of the said court, together with the recogni 
ances of the witnesses for their appearances to testify in the case. 

“And it shall be the duty of the marshal, his deputy, or other officer who 
may arrest a person charged with any such crime or offense, to take the de 
fendant before the commissioner or judge having his office in the county 
where the arrest is made, if there be such office, otherwise before such officer 
having his office nearest the place of arrest, fora hearing, commitment, or 
taking bail for trial before said court, and no mileage shall be allowed any 
officer violating the provisions hereof. 

“And where any offender or witness is committed inany district where the 
offense is to be tried. it shall be the duty of the judge of the district court 
where said offender or witness is imprisoned seasonably toissue, and of the 
marshal to execute, a warrant for his removal to the district where the trial 
is to be had.”’ 


{[Mr.WOLVERTON withholds his remarks for revision. 
Appendix. | 
The SPEAKER. 


satny 
retur 


see 


The morning hour has expired. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 

sence for one week, on account of important business. 
NATIONAL BANKS. 

Mr. COX. I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 2344) for the bet- 
ter control and to protect the safety of national banks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. MEIKLEJOHN]. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. 
[Mr. CANNON] for the courtesy extended. 

Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago my colleague[Mr. KEM] had 
read from the desk an extract from a paper purporting to be the 
Omaha Bee relative tothe passage of the Sioux Indian Reserva- 
tion bill, and which served him as the basis of some astonishing 
observations permitted under the license of personal privilege. 
I desire to state to my colleague and the House thatI am neither 
the proprietor, editor, nor reporter of that paper. On the 12th 
of this month, after the morning hour, I asked of the House 
unanimous consent for the consideration of this bill, which pro- 
vides that the same conditions which apply tothat portion of the 
Sioux Reservation in South Dakota shall apply to the portion in 
Nebraska. The measure was of special interest to the people 
of my State. 

Before calling that measure up I sought my colleague, but 
found him absent from the House. Asa member of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, it was certainly my privilege to call up 
the measure, especially in view of the fact that many citizens of 
our State are deeply interested in this legislation. Through the 
courtesy of the House that bill was passed, and I desire now to 
express my gratitude for the unanimous consent which was then 
granted for the consideration of the measure. 


Mr. Speaker, my colleagues from Nebraska on this side of the | 


House have received memorials, petitions, and requests in other 
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| forms, askiag for this legislation. 


RECORD—HOUSE. 





Such me 
were forwarded to me: and the str 
tions as a member of the Committ: 


up thisbill for consideration. | 


ipon 


neth of the 


on PP 


now desire 


; care and attention which I devote on the floor of this He , 
the interests of the people of the State of Nebraska are go ds 
to indict me as a gentleman who is not ‘*) ninde s d 
here to express my supreme satisfaction in h ng t lict 
ment which has been presented against me by my irat 18 

| stand. 

Allow me also, Mr. Speaker. to suggest a matter which should 
have occurred to one who constitutes himself the final arbit of 
gentlemanly conduct on this floor, that while since the } 
of this bill in question I have frequently met my col e and 


conversed with him, the last time being only a moment ore 
he made his remarkable attack on me, he asked for 
tion, not even made mention of the matter which seems to have 
been rankling in his breast for five days. 


no ¢ inu- 


[am quite content to submit the whole matter to my ass 
who know what gentlemanly conduct is. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield tothe gentleman from New 


York [Mr. LOCKWOOD] such time as he may desire 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state in few 


words the reason why the bill now under consideration do ot 
seem to me to be of that class or character which ought to rv 
| ceive the approval of this House. The nationul banks of the 


| positors have felt in them a safety and security 


| their depositors. 


| 


I thank the gentleman from Lllinois | 


country, with rare and infrequent exceptions, have for than 
a quarter of a century been intelligently and honest! 8 
tered under the law as it stands to-day. Theirma s 





been the pride of their officers and stockholders; and their de- 


known with reference to financial institutions. The laws unde: 
which they have been managed and operated have become fa 

iar, welldefined, and certain: the public has demanded no change 
of this House or of Congress. 


A great business and financial pinic came suddenly over th: 
country, and a few of these institutions—a small percentage in 
comparison with the whole number of national banks—found 
themselves unable to meet the sudden and universal demand of 


Suspension followed Among them a few—to 
I 


the credit of the national banking system be it said, only afew 
were found to have been wrecked by theirofficers. The m 

duct of the presidents and cashiers of these few institutions h 
been the cause and the sole cause of the presentation of this b 


to the House at this time 

My position with reference to this measure is this: That it 
absolutelv powerless for good, and that its passage at this time 
would work an absolute injury to the national banks and to the 
people of the country. It only requiresacalm and busine ike 


perusal of this bill, in my judgment, to show that it is unadapted 
to the banking system of this country, either in the large cities 


or the smaller ones. By its provisions every officer of the bink 
(and [ understand from the gentleman presenting the bill that 
this includes all the directors) is compelled, if he desires to ob 
tain a loan, to submit in writing to the officers of the bank and 
by them to be submitted to a meeting of the directors, or 
executive or finance committee 1s it is called in many cases, an 
application for the amount desired to be borrowed. 
\nother provision declares that in any such banking 
tion, if any official or agent of such association knowingly vio- 
lates the sections of this act, or aids or abets any such violation, 
he shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and be punished by a fine of 


to the 


issocia 


| not less than $5,000, or by imprisonment for not more than five 


years, and, if I recollect correctly, or by both fine and imprison 
ment. That adds nothing by way of penalty to what the present 
law provides as it stands upon the statute books at this day 

Mr. COX. Willthe gentleman allow a correction? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr.COX. There is noprovision in this bill fixing a fine of not 
“less than $5,000.” 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Ishould have said not more than $5,000. 

Mr. COX. That is the language of the bill, “not more than 
$5,000.” Ltisquite an essential difference, the gentleman will see. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes: that is the language of the 
si0on.* 

But let us see, Mr. Speaker, for a moment the practical work- 
ing of this bill. A director of a bank, for instance, who is one 
of the most valuable customers of the bank, in the aft 
2 o’clock finds that some one has drawn on him by sight draft, 
siiy for $20,000 or $30,000. He has not the eash on deposit in the 
bank to meet the draft, and yet his business credit, his business 
reputation demands that that draft shall be met prompt 
time and not be permitted to go to protest or returned. He goes 
to the bank, the bank in which he deposits his money, and to 
the building up of which he devotes his business energi 
abilities, and says to the president of the bank. ‘‘I want $ 


provi- 


‘rnoon at 


scl 
ana 


0.000 
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my if, 
- ctetesmaenine ns 

immediately to meet a draft just drawn upon me.” The presi- Do not now, l pray you, embarrass these heroi 

dent says: ‘* Well, sir, you will have to make an application in | further by the passage of a law which can only act as 

writing, and wait until [ can gettogethereither the boardof di- | rassment and hindrance to their regular business 


rectors or the finance committee of the bank.” 


[tis then say half 


many of the most honorable and upright business m 


past 2o’clock. I[t is an absolute impossibility in any banking | country to refuseto acteither asofficers or directors ot 
institution in this part of the country to get either the board of | bank. 
directors or the finance committee together between that time Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will you yield fora 
and the time when the draft will go to protest. there? 
Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Yes | Mr. HALLof Missouri. Lunderstand your statemen 
Mr. COX. Do you mean that the draft is subject to protest | with the statement made by the gentleman from P 
within two hours after it has been received by the bank? [Mr. BINGHAM], to be that if this bill is passed it 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Many of them are | the president and officers of banks, the cashiers and of} 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


Without the three days of grace? 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. Many ofthemare drawn on sight, without 
g rac 8, f 

Mr. COX. I never heard of one being drawn that way. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. That may be, but it is neverthelessa fact. | 


The president can not get the officers of the bank together to 
ion of the loan; it is manifestly a physieal im- 


consider the quest 
possibility to do so before the draft will go to protest. 
tl does this director do? He goes to another 


W hat 


and 


hen. bank 
borrows his money. 


Is he, with his recognized business ability, with his value t 


the bank as one of its directors, to be compelled to go through 
[she going tosubmit | 
Do you suppose he will be willing that the 
entire board of directors shall be able to know just exaetly how 
much money he is drawing out at this moment or borrowing to 
his 


all of that paraphernalia to get a discount? 
to it do you think 


meet 


} j 
USL] 


his obligations? Not by any means. He 


and jiis deposits to some other bank. 


will take 


10385 


from the bank. 
other bank has a perfec 


is tl 


here discounted for every director orany director or anybody 
else. Then they say itisfor additional information to the Comp- 
troller. By the law to-day the Comptroller has a special exam- 
iner who goes to the bank and examines itand makes certificate | 


and report as to the amount of money loaned to every director 


and officer of the bank. 
Ni 
time 


when he sees: fit, and certain times are prescribed by law 


when he must do it, compel the officers of the bank to deliver to 
sworn statement upon which, as the law stands to-day, 
the cashier and president of the bank are compelled to state not 
only the amount loaned to each director, but also the amount 
each director has become indorser for on other paper in the bank. | 


him a 


Then it is said, too, it is for the protection of the stockholder 
and for the protection of the depositor. Where is the protec- 
tion? If the president and cashier of a bank desire to steal the 
funds of the bank, I would like to see the law that ever passed 
this House or any other House which can oppose and prevent it 
if they are dishonest. It has never been done and never will be 


done. They need not loan the money to themseives, but can 
haveaconvenient friend. Anyone can come infor that purpose, | 


and in that way the officer can make off with it 
obviat 
bill w 
of the bank. 


That would 
» this law and dispose of its effect entirely, and thus this 


But, sir, the officers and directors of national banks have done | 
all that is possible for men to do heretofore to protect these | 


banks, and in the past four months their efforts to prevent the 


suspension of their banks command the commendation and ad- | 


mirationof the whole financial world. They well knew, and none 
knew better than they, that suspension meant great embarrass- 
ment, net only to the depositors, but also great embarrassment 
and hardship to the people and the business institutions in the 
country in which they were located, and incidentally to the whole 
country. 

L say right here that the presidents of banks are men who 
should be encouraged and not hampered with adverse legislation, 
not 


that were preying upon the money ofthe depositors of this coun- | 
try. [Applause.]} 

Many presidents of national banks and many individual direc- 
tors, in order tosave their banks from suspension—not that they 
were In an) 


' y wise insolvent—raised from outside sources, from 
their own individual and private securities, and at great per- 
sons! sacrifice, large sums in currency, and placed them in the 
banks, in order to supply the demands of depositors, who, as we 
all know, can at any time withdraw a part or the whole of their 
deposits. These demands, to the greatcredit of the banks be it 
said, were well met, and the country saved, in part at least, from 
& great financial and business panic. 





he 


But they say this is done to give the directors information as 
to the amount of money the officers of the bank are drawing | 
Now, every director of a national bank or any | 

‘t right to walk into the bank at any time, 
to go to the discount ledger and find out exactly how much paper 


»t only that, but the Comptroller of the Currency can atany 


uld have no influence or power to prevent the wrecking 


treated as though they were a set of thieves and scoundrels | 


ployés, from borrowing money. I want to know, as 
| doubtless had experience with the banks of the city 
York, whether any national bank in the city of New Yo 
allows its president or cashier to borrow money from 1 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Icanonly speak of the banks t 


of personally, in my own part of the country. 





Mr. HALL of Mi ouri, My « estion is as to th : 
city of New York. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. As tothatI shall have to, 
other gentleman, who is familiar with the course of 


the city of New York. 
| Mr. HALL of Missouri. I just wish to make this poi 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] made th: 
ment that a man who came with $300,000 in securiti 






to have the money immediately, he being a broker, « 
| get the money intime to be of usetohim. The gentlema 
| in that connection, of the president and cashier. [wish 
the statement that my information is that the presiden 
| cashiers of banks in the city of New York are 
| borrow any money from their own banks. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. They may perhaps not be allo 

| row any money; but it was a direc who came ther dv 
| the money, not the president or cashier that the gentleman 
| Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] spoke about. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. My statement was that the director « 
| bank, excluded by this aci unless it is complied with, be 


| broker or % banker, coming in at a late hour of the day wi 

body of securities upon which he had to have m¢ i 
would be put to great distress in the very bank 
owned stock, in which he is a stockholder or director, and 
have to go toa bank other than his own bank, to give 


ney 








| entage and his percentages to other banks rather th 
| own because of the requirements of this lav 

| Mr.RAYNER. But it is necessary to have a dit 

| ing to get the money anywa; 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Not ait all. 

Mr. RAYNER. There are! vy discounts in 
less the directors meet, 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. There are hundreds of tho 
lars loaned every day in banks all over this count 
meeting of the board of directors 

Mr. RAYNER. That is not done in my city. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. It is done in all other 

Mr. RAYNER. In Baltimore the board of dir 
every discount day. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. There are discounts in Buffal 


| its banks, every day, and in every bank in the State 
York without meetings of the board of directors. 
Mr. RAYNER. Who grant the discounts? 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. The president and cashier. 
Mr. FITCH. That happens in New York City 
the year. 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. Ca you make the presi 
cashier members of the discount committee? 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Then they would form a majority « 
and could borrow the money under the propositions of this 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why have any legislation 
if the president and cashier are to be a majority of the di 

committee? 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. 
these individual men? 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I will answer it. For the ver 
son that it has a tendency to prevent these men from rob 
| the banks, the very thing the Comptreller of the Curren: 
only this one but every other one, has tried to prevent. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Right there I want to correct you 
present Comptroller of the Currency has never sanctioned 
bill. On the contrary, my information is that he disapproves ‘ 
| this bill. And I will say further, that he oughtnot to commend 
Now, I beg to complete my statement with 
[ say this further, that by the passage of 


a 
it 


Why do you want to legislate 


| any such bill as this. 
| out being interrupted. 
i this bilh—— 
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Will you yield to me for one moment? 


» COX. y 
y es. 


Mr. LOCKWOOD. 

Mr. COX, I gave you the 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Certainly. 

Let me ask you this. You sta 
cashier are members of your 

tive committee: the name is not 


floor yesterday. 

ted that your pres 
finance committee 
important. 


, COX. 
and your ¢ 
r execu 





” ‘KWOOD. Yes. 
COX. Now, then, the paper is submitted to them, as you 
to the louse a moment ago. 
LOCKWOOD. Yes. 
COX. Do you mean that that pap 3 discounted with- 
0 sultation with the directors? Now, tell me what objec. 
e is to that exec tive or finan ial committee rep rting 
to the board of directors and making a record o1 
OCKWOOD. My dear sir, wh vould be the use « 
‘+ had been discounted, their reporting it back, when th 
» a chance, perhaps, to report it b to the boar 
) r one or two months after the money has been 
[t would be of no benefit or information tothe board 
( rs. Any member of the board of directors can look : 
oul edgers and see at any time what is going on and 
int discounts there are recorded in that book 
COX. Do you mean to say that your « tors d 
n less than two or three months 
LOCKWOOD. I state with great frankness that in many 
Oo se large banks the board of directors do not meet mo 
once a month or two months, and there is nolawrequirin 
= et at any specific time, except twice each year 
, NPHY. But they are at the bank ev l: 
a KWOOD. F hermore, if this bi vl, it 
e many of the most active, upright, and ce men 
intry to refuse to act either as officers or directors of n 
l banks. All will concede that a national bank, to be s 
cessful, must have for its stockholders, directors, and offic ers, 2c- 
e, wide-awake business men. The ¢ stockholders select the d 
ctors, and the directors in turn select the officers of th b 


ean find. All 


and LOec 


worthy men they 
ilue of 


st competent ind trusty 
acrst nm full well that the v 


} 
their stock 





( e bank depends upon the confidence of the people 
nent and wisdom shown in the selection of the offic and 
directors of the bank. 
Vhy should Congress now seek to destroy this confid 
the officers of national banks? tt cert will do much to dk 





act which virt 








str y confidence by the pass of an ally im 
| s the honesty and integrity of all bank officers, as this bi 
does. The confidence of the people has been for many mont] 
and is stillsorely tested. It is in my judgment far better for 
people, far better for the stockholders, and far better for the d 


positors, and best for the interes 


attacks upon the national 


ts of this country to cease th 
banks and the other banks of th 


try. Stop this legislation and let the law as itstands rem 
l i wed. 

: ial : - ng . 

he fut » success of national banks depends upon the co 


in their 


dence of the people i faithful and honest administratio 
The law as it stands to-day punishes with severe penalty every 
violation either by the offic rs or directors of a bank who com- 
mit any offer which any f the moneys of the bank are di- 
verted from their le gitimate at 1d honest purpose. Banks arean 
absolute necessity for the management of public bus ae Their 
future prosperity depends largely upon the lawmaking = rer | 
not interfering with the just absolute and well-settled” laws as | 
y have existed for so Many years. 
na I will say right here, that there has not been an 
committed by any ni stional bank officer, either president or 
ier, that it has not been in th power of the Government for 
last eens years, at any time, to have that man indicted 
tried, convicted, and sentenced undei rthe law as it stands to-d 
and more quickly and more certainly than by the bill which 
have here at the present time. Pass this bill and 
blow at the national-bank system of this country 
The laws now relating y to national banks are strict, and so irs 
clad are the penalties for their violation, so severe the pune 
ment, so certain to follow their violation, that men of high stand 
ing and men of high eae hesitate, greatly hesitate, to 
become directors of national banks; and the only reason why y< 
can induce a proper man to become a director in a nati a] 
bank is the reason that he hs is become the owner of large blocks 
of stock in the bank and feels compelled to aid in caring for hi 
own property. For no other purpose and for no other reason 
can you induce any man to assume the responsibility of putting 
himself under the law, strict and severe as it stands to- day, and 
under its penalties and liabilities to become a director of a na- 
tional ban National banks are fast disappearing in my city; 
out of twenty- four or twenty-five banks and banking institutions, | 
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all are 


time. 








Stat ban $3 OX mt i ) We nav OnLy 
banks in the city. 


am not, and I do not wish to 














ood asb 
of any loose or dishonest sys 1 of banking, either 

I n by he lec (OV ( { 

\ of the strictes the st hor } } sve 
em of b l ci th I ‘ t é 
that when you bri of this ki simply b th 
hievi f speculati vy bank p iden 

throwing in the ‘ o! he h areas t it 
on d honoral <] l ea ) 
3c tr nimput ( hat 1ey a ‘ 
nu | Cc 
| to this b Mr.S ‘ é 
( é ited in the report of the mir ‘ 
‘ iractel vk l of fislatlo that « t t to 
led on ed rule in this Hous Lb ‘ tl 
ess Of our banking system his cou V dep 
iy ib in th hands o nce he { 
a W and not by perp l Oo cl 
. Che present banking laws hav od } 
( d judgme1 ood gisl ‘ i 
vil alike demand that } ml ndi Dd 
ir. PAC t me as gentleman ij 3 
t the } t law the | cexa oin 
ment as t rig) to go ! ) i I 
z te he 
Mi LOCK WOOD ( l 
nh nou “au ‘ ‘ ‘ 
nust b ally « a. ‘ is ¢ 
ion. Not « t ut ( p @ | 
y aay ¢ } nd y ”)) sn ? t 
tof ¢ previous 
) ( th i 
condition of tl t on tha 

NI CANNON Tllime N 3m 

l of m ne ef 

Che Si LRER | 

Mr. CAN} ( ) 

ym Penn val Ml HAM 

I BINGH 
: { ‘ 
The gent ‘ Z | [r. 
e of the M I . DAD iJ ) 
essitv for this legis! : O 
Bank, o { Ke tone Bu ( ) 

sank ot any ¢ tl D V h ) 
stroyed by mratlad i trat or law 

heir officials; but this fact ought to be for it 
saohers , that in every case where the ol 3 of 

ve been g iltv of t } n i t 
called to account, they hav Ct 
re to-day in tl aI nt Tr I | 

ny ¢ this preferable to life bi i¢ v aishono 
, istory of every one of these bank 
redy. In the case of the Maveric!] M 

resident, had associated with him on 
brokerage business. The firm failed, an 
M ( the bank-examiner, who 
manik « ials, was in impaired health 

ok pi session of the Mave ick bank bh ( 1 
suddenly. The preside1 id eashier of the ( 
Bank are to-day in the penitentiary erm 
The president of the Keystone Bank f ‘ 

i tl » bookkeeper is ind oing imr ynmel oO 
ten years. In other words, wherever there has 

yf law by the officers of a national bank affect t 
of the depositors and th cK ne a t 
nent has followed. 

Now, as id terday, the prese ~ 

Mr. Carlisle, was of the comm itte nat 
ion of the Ma ick Ban] ! ; 
EF FE 1d Mr. CHANDLI ( , 
ee. If the gentlem r i t 
at large, it must be thr on 
mittee, or else because there c rt I di 
n the United States courts 
Ir. COX. Will the gentl yield to fe 
Mr. BINGHAM. [I have only minut 
Mr. COX. I yielded to you \ ry ch fully ye 
ir. BINGHAM. s have only four minutes, so th 
will cndansh ind that [ have no time to spare. I want 


further in meat to these national banks, that they ce: ut 
have present in their administration a body of directors «ll th 
The directors are stockholders and ge: y 
in their own bank, from which they receive, as a matter of cours 
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courtesy and accommodation in preference to outsiders. The g 
limit tions of the law indicate the amount allowed to be loaned | bill for the safety of the stockholders and deposi 
to any man appealing to the bank, and when these gentlemen stitutions. I can not see how legitimate business can 
make their applications for discount the law runs, and it is the | way retarded by requiring that the president, c 
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Now, it seems to me that this bill, so far as it goes, is 
tors o 


¢ 


ashic 


duty of the bankexaminer to be so thoroughly familiar with the | and other officers of the bank must consult the board « 


several banks in his district, by frequent examinations, that he 
cun easily tell whether there has been any violation of the law 


or not. The trouble has been, in relation to these many failures | 


of banks, that the examiners have not carried out the instruc- 
tions of the Department and the injunctions of the law. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, by agreement between the gentle- 


man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] and myself the debate is to be | 


extended until 3 o’clock, when the previous question is to be or- 
dered. The gentleman from Illinois is to control half the time 
between now and then and I am tocontrol the other half. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition to 
the House. The gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] asks 
unanimous consent that the debate on the pending bill be ex- 
tended until 3 o’clock; that at that hour the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered upon the bill and any pending 
amendments, and that the time intervening, thirty-two minutes 
anda half, shall be controlled, one-half of it by him, the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], and the other by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COX. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
|[Mr. HARTER]. 

Mr. HARTER. Mr. Speaker, I have no wish to occupy much 
of the time of the House; but [ favor the bill now before us. | 
believe that any measure, which will restrict the power of bank 
officers who borrow the funds of the bank must be wholesome and 
need: not be onerous. I shall therefore vote forthe bill. Ishould 
vote for it with much more heartiness if it extended farther 
than it does. I think this measure may lead up in the end to a 
bill which will be very much more useful, a bill which will abso- 


lutely and irrevocably prohibit the president, the vice-president, | 


the cashier, teller, bookkeeper, or any other employé of a bank 
from borrowing under any circumstances whatever the money of 
the institution with which he may be connected. 

Such a restriction of course ought not to extend to men whose 
sole connection with the bank is thatof stockholder and director; 
for the reason that under the operation of such a restriction it 
might be almost impossible to secure for the board of direction 
the class of men who would be most valuable. Hence I say that 
the power of a man to borrow money if his sole connection with 
the bank is that of stockholder and director ought not to be 
abridged any more than that of the outside public; because it is 
very advantageous to be able to secure upon a bank board in any 
of our cities the attendance and advice of some man, for instance, 
who isa wholesale dry goods merchant, of another who is a good 
lawyer, of another who is engaged in manufacturing, another who 
may be a wholesale dealer in groceries; and soon. Itis very im- 
portant to have directors of this class, because their knowledge 


with respect to trade and their familiarity with the business | 
ability and credit of the men applying for discounts is of great | 


service to the bank. Such men as I have indicated are often 
obliged to borrow money for the needs of their own current busi- 
ness; and if, as directors, they were prohibited from borrowing 
they would be obliged to decline serving upon the board. 

But these considerations do not apply to the men directly in 
charge of the business of the bank and in control of its funds. 
The nearer you can come to making the actual bank officers, 


those in charge of the business of the bank, trustees for the | 


safety of the capital and the deposits of the bank, the better it 
is for the institution and the business community. 

I shall vote for this bill, regretting, as I have said. that it does 
not reach farther than it does, for I should like, as I have said, 
to see its provisions extended so as to prevent officers directly 
interested in the control of the bank from borrowing money from 
it under any circumstances whatever. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You object, then, tothe pending amendment 
to insert the word “ directors.” 

Mr. HARTER. I object to that amendment. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HARTER. I willbe gladif the gentleman from Tennessee 
{| Mr. Cox] will yield me two minutes that I may give that time 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. 

Mr. COX. That is all right. 

Mr. HARTER. IL yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts |Mr. DRAPER]. 

Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, I am very sorry to disagree on 
this question with eminent gentlemen on my own side of the 
House for whom I have the greatest respect. I have had some 
little <a as a business man: I have been and am the di- 
rector of a bank; I am also a depositor in banks; and I am, un- 
frtunately, a frequent borrower from the banks. 





ors before they borrow the money of the bank. If in 
| tion to this proposition it be said that the president or 
may desire to speculate in stocks, and for that purp 
wish to deposit securities and borrow upon them, i 
seem to me that that is a kind of business which we as n 
of Congress should be particularly anxious to advance 

It is said by some gentlemen that the law as it stands 
| ciently stringent. In answer to that suggestion. I wish t 
to our recent experience in the State of Massachusetts i 
| case of the Maverick Bank. Under the present law, as I und 
| stand that case has been decided, it is held that the p: 
and directors of a bank may take the money of the stock 
and depositors, may go into stock speculation with that 
if they win, pay the bank back, and if they lose, the dep 
and the stockholders lose their money. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
| Mr.COX. Lyield two minutes to the gentleman fro 
| souri [Mr. HEARD]. 

Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amen 
in order that it may be considered pending when the tim: 
| for its consideration. My amendment is to insert after th: 
| quorum,” in ling 12 on page 1, the words ‘‘and then not 1 
cess of the amount now allowed bylaw.” While thisam 
may not be necessary, I agree with the gentleman from ‘|| 
[Mr. CULBERSON] that it can do no harm, and it may s 
| useful purpose. 

I wish to say only one or two words in regard to the g 
policy of this bill. As just stated by the gentleman from } 
sachusetts [Mr. DRAPER] the bill is designed to affect very 
| small percentage of the business done by any bank. It does not 
affect the general business of the banks at all; and as to th 
ness which it does affect, it is only wise, itis only justic 
| depositors and stockholders of these institutions that su 

strictions should be imposed. 
| Referring to the remark of the gentleman from New \ 
| [Mr. Lock woop], to the effect that this measure isan assault 
the credit of the banks and is calculated to impair tle « 
| dence which the people repose in these institutions, I beg tot 
| issue with him. My judgment is that you will strengthe 
| confidence of the people in these institutions by throwing : 
the officers who conduct them such legal restrictions as will p 
vent them from making the scandalous misuse which has, in 
some instances, recently been made of the money of th« 
| to the great detriment of the depositors and stockhol 
well as to the discredit of the institutions themselves 

{Here the hammer fell]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. MONTGOMERY]. Does the 
gentleman from Missouri offer his amendment now? 

Mr. HEARD. I have offered it to be considered pending whe 
the previous question shall apply. 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to that amendment 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the amendment be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


| After the word “quorum,” in line 12, page 1, insert the words 
not in excess of the amount allowed by law.” 





Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN VooRHIS]. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, let us see 
what a national bank is. In the first place, the stockholders are 
the owners of the bank. Thedirectorsare merely the agents o! 
the stockholders. They are also trustees for the stockholders 
and under certain circumstances and in certain cases they also 
become trustees for the creditors. 

Now, the stockholders have a perfect remedy for the malfeas- 
ance in office of any director. If they havea dishonest direct 
they can turn him out. Banking can not be done unless ful 
be had in the men that manaye the banks. The integrity of t 
managers is the safety of any bank. 

As my colleague [Mr. LOCKWOOD] says, you may pass all the 
penal laws the statute books will hold, and you can not preven! 
stealing. So the remedy isin the hands of the stockholders for 
improper conduct of directors. 

Again, the president and the cashier and the other olficers o! 
the bank are the agents of the directors, and the directors have 
the entire power to change them at will. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it strikes me that this is one of that class 
of bills which come from influences hostile to the national banks. 
If you want to break down the national banks bring in a bill for 
that purpose and wipe them out of existence. but do not attack 
them in asurreptitious way like this. Why, these natioral banks 

















wb ae 


Biot 





1893. 


are the very best we have. They are loaded down with all the 
oa xy can carry. 

Wolpe ee, tows wy have eight State banks and two national 
banks. The national banks are in every way the best in the 
country. Weight them downa littlefurther, and they will have 
to go out of existence as national banks and become State banks, 
and every body knows everywhere throughout the country that 
the State ! 4 : P 
that furnished by the national banks. We want to maintain the 
national banks, and I say again let the enemies of those banks 
come to the front squarely, and say a 
national banks out of existence and present a bill for that pur- 
‘ose, and not attack them in the insidious manner in which this 
bill makes the assault. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I now yield five minutes to the 
ventleman from New York [Mr. Ray}. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, what I have to say I desire to direct 
more particularly to the proposed amendment to include in this 
yill the directors of national banks. 

Iam a friend to the national banks because I believe that they 
give life and energy to the business of the country, and that 
without them we should be substantially unable to do business 
in a safe and speedy manner. 
money of their depositors without charge, and depend on louns 
made for profits in the business. They should not be embwr- 
rassed. The directors are chosen for their business capacity 
and integrity, they having little to do with handling the 
money. Practically they stand in the same footing with out- 
siders so far as borrowing at the banks is concerned. 

The practical effect of including in this bill directors of na- 
tional banks will be, in the smaller towns, to substantially para- 
lyze the business carried on by many of the directors ofthe banks. 
In the smaller towns, as in the town where I reside, and the 
smaller cities of the country, the directors of the n»tional banks 
are made up of the business men of the town, merchants and men 
engaged in actual business. These men never know twenty-four 
or forty-eight hours, or three or four days in advance, exactly 
what their needs are to be in conducting their business. When 
they desire to-borrow money it is in some emergency that usu- 
ally comes upon them suddenly. 
they find that in order to meet their engagements they need to 
borrow five hundred or a thousand or two thousand dollars or 
five thousand dollars. 








ee 


It is to be supposed that the other officers of the bank know | 


the directors; it is tobe supposed that the other officers ofa bank 
and the stockholders have considered whether these men are 


good or not; and it is to be supposed that all know the busi- | 


ness standing of the directors of the bank, that reasonable con- 
sideration has been given to their applications for loans before, 
and whether or not itis proper to loan money to them again, to 


continue making loans, and whether itis improper under any cir- | 


cumstances to loan a reasonable amount of money to these men. 
Should loans to directors be considered improper there would be 
some prohibition placed on the officers of the bank having the 
making of loans in charge. 

Now, if you say these men can not borrow of the bank when 
the emergency arises in their business and can not get a fund to 
remit to New York or some other city, a thousand or two thou- 


sand dollars, as the case may be. until a meeting has been called | 


to consider the application, they will find it absolutely impossi- 
ble to meet their engagements onthe day when they mature and 
their paper away from home will go to protest and they will be 
otherwise embarrassed. Therefore you will not only embarrass 
the bank, but impair its business as well as the business of the 
director without doing any good in the way of securing the bank 
or its depositors against loss. You are doing nogood by includ- 
ing the directors in this proposition, but are doing great harm 
not only to them, but to the business men with whom they deal 
in other towns, and through them to the business of the entire 
country. 

There are many objections to all of the features and provisions 
of this bill, but this proposed amendment is especially obnox- 
lous. Ido not believe, Mr. Speaker, that it is at all necessary 
to say, by insinuation, that we believe the presidents and officers 
of the national banks of this country of ours are thieves or dis- 
honest men. The presumption is that they are honest men; the 
presumption is they will not steal. There are laws which I be- 


lieve to be sufficient now on the statute books providing for the | 


punishment of these men, when they overstep the bounds pre- 
scribed by the law in the performance of their functions. I 
shall, however, make no objection to the bill as it stands, but 
only to this proposition to include directors of national banks 
within the terms of the bill. To that I do object, and if it is 
incorporated therein I shall vote against the bill. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I yield a minute to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. DRAPER]. 
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bank furnishes no better security to the depositor than | 


that they want to legislate | 


These banks take care of the | 


Now, in the afternoon perhaps | 
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| Mr. DRAPER. Mr. Speaker, my time was soshort that I was 
|} unable to say what i desired to say before closing, which was 

that I was opposed to the amendmentexcluding directors. [am 

in favor of the bill so far as it applies to the president, cashier 
and other officers, but notin so far as it applies to directors 
| are not salaried officers of banks, and who only act 
| meetings. 


ho 


; ; ‘ ’ 
in dlrectors 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I suggest to the gentleman from 
| Tennessee [Mr. Cox] that he occupy ten minutes of his time 
j}now. The gentleman to whom I propose to yield is not quite 

ready. 
| Mr. COX. There are a number of gentlemen who have been 
begging for time, but who are not on the floor at this moment 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If the gentleman from Penns 

| nia {Mr. BINGHAM] is ready to proceed I will yield to h 

| minutes, with the understanding that I will yield more time to 
him if that is not sufficient. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mzr. Speaker, one of my objections to 


nis 
| proposed legislation is, first, that I think the safeguards that are 
| now a part of the law fully protect the general administration of 
national banks. 
| Ido not believe it to be wise, in view of the history of national 
banks in this country—with their acknowledged usefulness, with 
their trial periods that have been gone through, with the a 
ceptance by the people of the established system that exists to- 
day—-to go into any of the details of bank management by further 
legislation. 
This is distinctly an inroxd upon the directorship control of 


| moneys of their own and moneys of their custoiners, in a line of 
detail that I think neither wise nor justified by any of the ex- 
periences in the history of national banks, although there have 

| been many failures and although there have been many defalea- 
tions. 


| The general business of country national banks is entirely and 
| radically different from the business of banks in the great centers 
of money, of commercial and manufacturing industry. In my 


own city of Philadelphia the banks, at the later hours of the day, 
| are literally overrun with the brokers of the city, negotiating 
| their loans, either time or call loans. 

W hat is called the general discount paper, as a rule, goes be- 
fore either the finance committee or the body of the board of di- 
| rectors; that is, one or two name paper, upon which there is no 
collateral save the good repute of the merchant, his standing in 
the bank as a depositor, and the knowledge on the part of the busi- 
ness men onthe board of directors as to his standing in either the 
commercial or the industrial line of work in which he is engaged. 
But in the great cities, the large business of the banks is in the 
line of their relations with the brokers 

The brokers give to the banks better security than yo 
| or two name paper. They bring tothe bank securities of posi- 
tive actual value. They must have the money at once, within 
five minutes, in order that they may close the transactions of the 
| day. When you consider that New York at times negotiates 
| six hundred thousand shares of stock in a day, all of which go 
| 


one 





| through the banking operations of that great city, you can form 
some idea of the necessity for closing transactions quickly. My 
own city of Philadelphia, and Boston, negotiate, through their 


| brokers, hundreds of thousands of shares of stock a day, running 
into the millions of dollars, and all these negotiations must 
perfected within a short time. 

That occurs every day in the year. The board that passes 
upon this class of securities consists generally of the president, 
vice-president, and cashier. It is not a question of judgment 
with them as to the standing of the men who offer the paper, as 
it is in the discounting of one or two name paper, butthe broker 
brings in collateral. They know the marketprice by looking at 
the tape or at the daily list. You know that Manhattan is worth 
over a hundred. You know that Pennsylvania Railroad, New 
York Central, and Union Pacific are worth so much. They bor- 
row upon call. The banks can call upon them to-morrow for the 
repayment of the money. 

No board-of directors can be assembled to pass judgment upon 
these loans. These gentlemen are pursuing their individual 
lines of business, for they are paid no compensation for their 
bank work. These questions can best be and are trusted to the 
officers of the bank. 

Now, what is called defalcation on the part of the officers of 
national banks has been the exception in the history of banking. 
The directors are taken froma body of business men. They 
| can not give their whole time to the business of the bank. No 
| salary is connected with that honorable plac They are there 
for the protection of their stock, for the protection of their own 
deposits, because they go to their own banks to make their de- 
posits, and to pass judgment upon the paper of the business men 
of the community with whose standing they are familiar. 

They are there when the general discount business is to be 


be 
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considered, \ 


erally exa 


hen exceptional loans a: 
at fi 


e to be made, 


mine <ed stated times the b 


and to gen- 
isiness of the bank. I 


simply object to this proposition because I believe it is a line of 
legislation that would trench upon the well-established, the well- 
experienced, safe, and acceptable modes of conducting our banks 
as they exist to-day. The trouble in the past has been that the 
bank examiners, the executors of your law, have failed to do 
their full duty. 1 do not know whether the head of the Depart- 
ment has been derelictor simply the bank examiners; but in the 
case of the Maverick Bank there were five examinations, so Mr. 
Carlisle reports. 

He says: 

Tie most appalling feature of the Maverick Bank failure was the method 
of false returns resorted to in order to keep a knowledge of the true condi 






tion of the bi 4 ym appearing in the five returns sent each year 


Com troller » Currency 

it will be seen from the foregoing portions of this report that the commit- 
tee had no difficulty, from the very commencement of the inquiry, in reach 
ing the discovery that the disastrous failures of national banks have nearly 


all resulted from two concurring causes, as follows 
1. Excessive 


loans beyond the lawful limit to officers or stockholde 
the banks 


foi 
unialt 


hfulness of the bank examiners who, through gross neglect 
or from corrupt motives, have failed to make full and accurate reports to 
the Comptroller of the Currency 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

. CANNON of [llinois. I yield the gentleman one minute 
e if he desires to finish his statement. 

BINGHAM. I desire one minute more. 

em of law can prevent conspiracy in a national bank, 
and no system of law can prevent an expert housebreaker from 
breaking into my house. If a national bank-official is dishonest 
and a man who proposes to use the money of the depositors for 
his own purpose, and loses the same in speculation, I can say 
this, that the history of national banks follows the history of re- 
cent years, that a man either goes behind the bars of the peni- 
tentiary or commits suicide, and you can not by this enactment 
or any other enactment make men honest who are dishonest, I 
say that I beiieve your law as it exists to-day on the statute book 
is far better than this proposed legislation, and if wisely, judi- 
ciously, faithfully, and honestly carried out will protect the na- 


mo! 


Nn . aft 
NO Syst 


tional-bank system as it now exists. [Applause. | 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ‘yield five minutes to the gentle 
man from Missouri i Pwr, HALL}. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, let us just for a mo- 


ment brush the undergrowth out of the way,and clear the trash 
that has been thrown into this matter, and see what the real 
facts are. A large part of the argumentof the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] is that we have 600,000 stock 
transactions in one day in the city of New York, or 100,000 in 
the city of Boston, in the period of twer nty-four hours, and they 
shall all be settled in a period of five minutes. He intimates 
that all this is to be done away with in the event this bill is 
passed, that this bill is an attack or injury on the bank di- 
rector. 

The gentleman has failed to recognize one fact, Mr. Speaker, 
and that is the fact th \t whena man becomes a director of a bank 
he takes the position, if he accepts the position, of a trustee with 
regard to the money of the stockholders and the depositors in 
that bank, and he has no right, and no trustee has any right, to 
intrusted to his charge, or if he is han- 


and 
unG 


handle funds that are 
dling funds that he shall not handle them without legal restric- 
tion. 

Let us notice another of the sophistries indulged in by the 
gentleman from New York {Mr. Lockwoop]. I will take his 
argument and that of the gentle man from Illinois [Mr. CAn- 


NON] and put them together. The gentleman from New York 


(Mr. L 
tion on bank officers being toosevere. The gentleman from II- 
linois [Mr. CANNON] says that the restriction amounts to noth- 
ing on earth to a dishonest bank director. Now, let us simply 
place the two arguments together and let them devour them- 
selves, and either one of them will have small food to work 
upon 

yw, it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, with all due deference, 


that this bill throws arou 
VANDKS “ul 


ind the directors and officers of the 


additional restriction or incentive 


to honesty. I mean 


by that incentive to honesty, that punishment will be certain 
when a man is found to be dishonest. I do not suppose that this 
will be indorsed by dishonest directors of a bank or dishonest 
officers, for— 


No rogue ere fel 


‘ t the halter draw 
With goc 


x1 opinion of the law. 


it is for the purpose of protecting thestockholders, the direct- 


Ors a nd the depositors from dishonesty, and that rolls up into the | 
millions. The depositors in a bank that has been robbed in this | 
manner have no remedy, because of the insolvency of the bank: 
and in the miserable transaction of incarceration of the dishonest 


CK WOOD] objects to the bill on account of the restric- 
j 
| 
| 


to the 


rs oO. 
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States, but the injury 
I do not see that furt 
Mr. CANNON of Llinois. 
man from Texas | Mr. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. 


debate to a conclusion now. 
Mr. COX, 
That 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. 
manage 


ference of the law. 


my part, 
enacted except in response 


It is true, sir, 


which have occurred it could 





banks for their 
will not deter the thieves. 


I can see no necessity, sir, for still fr 


her time 


I have no conti 
belongs to the gentleman from Llinois [Mr. ¢ 


man in a prison you may satisfy the criminal law of 
received to the country is as 
in the report of the committee upon this matter. M 
spent upon this 


need be 
[ yield ten 


BAILEY]. 
Speaker, I have 
the House if the gentleman from Tennessee wis! 


‘ol of the 


a general 


to some pres 
some great and useful pubiie purpose. 
think that the evil at which this billaims isso: 
sive as to justify Congress in entering still further 
nute and specific regulation of the de alir ngs between the 
this country and their customers. 

that a dishonest officer 
the bank and rob the stockholder, and even the de 
undertake to say that in nine cases out of ev 


able enforcement of our existing laws; and this 
law, will simply embarrass the honest men who co 
accommodation without 


will son 






OCTOBER 


minutes tot 


no disposit 


shes to | 


time on the <« 


Ar 
ANN 


Speaker, I am one of those who 
lieve in the wisdom of leaving every man as free 
his own affairs in his own way, 


as ] 


unvexed by th 


L 


[t too often happens that in some 
lar community there occurs a case of peculiar hardship, 
tlemen imagine that the plague 
and they straightway appeal for legislation on the sub 

I do not think that 


is about to become w 


law ought ev 
Sing need at 


I. ean not bring 


serious or so 
upon tf 


1e€ tim 


OSL 
ery ten of tha 

have been prevented by a 
3 bill, ifit be 

ild 

loss to the bar 

irther divesting t 


who own a bank of their right and power to direct its 


Is it to be done for the 


benelit of 


the de; positor: 


Mr. 


waiving all question as to how far it is proper for the G 


ment to interfere between the banks and their depositors, | : 


mit to the candid judgment of the House that the losse 


depositors 


1 per cent. 


have sustained have 
this House in passing this bill. 
years since the inauguration of this 
have lost less than $10,000,000; 
time they have lost less than one-half of 1 per 
ent deposits, or an average annual loss of less than one- 


Reflect upon it, si A loss of less than 


not 


which 


been such as to w 
During 


the more than 


banking system, dey 
means that in 


cent of th 


eth of 1 per cent under what is admitted to have been a 
inefficient administration of the law, and yet we are co 
with a demand for more restrictions upon the right 


control their own property. 
Sir, it seems 
more law it would be bette 


to me that instead of yielding to this de 
to trust the men havin 


deposit to look more to the honesty of the officers and 


rigor of the law. 
banking busin 


There are many men engaged in th« 


ss to-day who could not carry one-tenth « 


present deposits if it were not for a vague and indefir 
which possesses the mindsof many pe ople that, somehow 01 


how else, the law will take care of their money. 


Instead of multiplying the regulations of law until men « 
to rely upon them for protection and security, it would b 
wiser plan to so frame your legislation that none but men o! 


character and integrity will be trusted with the money 


people. 
The best service this 


Congress 


ean do this count 


present conditions is to re peal many laws and make no new 
except such as are absolutely necessary. 


ing system we would deserve better of 
would lead of in the opposite direction of divorcing th 


ernment from all banks and banking systems. 


Instead of commi 
the ’ederal Government still more closely to the national | 


our constituent 


We ne 


schooled again in that wisest of all legislative maxi! 


‘‘the people are governed best who are governed least. 
aid that there is no surer e 


lieve it was Tacitus who s 





a nation’s decay than the multiplicity of its laws, and the h 


of all governments has confirmed 
Usualiy it is true that the size of their code is a good ind 
the character and habits of a people. 


him in his 


decl Lar 


which there are but few laws and every one of them we 


faithfully executed; and a wise legislator ought to insist 
enforcing the laws which we already have rather than encu! 
asked my friend ! 


the statute book with new ones 


When I ¢ 


Tennessee {[Mr. Cox] yesterday ‘if it were not true in near! 


| the cases where national banks had become 
the mismanagement or defalcation of their officers, in 
forcement of the existing law would have prev ented the result 
‘T submit to him, then, that instead 


he replied that it was. 
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more laws we should enforce the ones we have, and | positors $2,020,000,000. A: dine to the last acco 
at idea, Mr. Speaker, I shall cast my vote aguinst this | depositors $1,700,000,000, Th depositors 1 
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Dui, Sica aaie ol T reserve the balance of v time the 1 that the bar , ‘ , 
Mw» CANNON of Iilinols. reserve the balance of my time, | they ed i h l cant l ( 
ihe 6o4 +} +} ; 


Mr speaker. on at ling With their money Utner Pink el 
’ ver. COX. We have the conclusion of the debate on this side, | president or the cashier has idert 
7 KYLE. ‘ Borrowed” it 


. wi 
I Nr. CANNON of Illinois. Does the gentleman propose to tak Mr. STOCKDALE. ‘Borrow 
the floor now? : ‘ - ie suggests; and the ec: shierand pre n 
Mr. cox. No, sir; but wnen the time comes to conch de th to se the m, are in Uan ida ‘ r KAMSKAEE 
debate I shall yield to the chairman of the committee that re- Now, I say and this isalll want to ay—t 
sorted the bill. ought to enlarge, as proposed in this bill, the r 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I will reserve my time, though I do | these people, so that they will not be : to aces 
not cnow that I shall use it of their fellow-citizens and then loan them to 1 


Mr. COX. Mr. Speaksr, I have listened patiently to all this | them in speculations, and then flee the country, k 


discussion, and I must say with the utmost respect that I have | responsible. This enlargement of the present rest 
san astonished at some of the arguments which have been made. | no honest man, but bears heavily upon dish st 

been astonish g i | 

The matter seems to me to involve a very plain proposition. <A [f depositors have not n sufti nt safeg 


director of a bank (and this seems to be the point on which the | appointed by the Government to look into these ins 
ment hinges) has been decided by every courtof the United | h ieglected their duty, so it offic of t 


argu = . 2 : ; ; ; 
Statestobeatrustee. Heisthetrustee, notonlyforthedepositors | enabled to spec te with the mon I 

but for the stockholders. Now,let me submit a very plain prop- | : yn when the money has been « i fi 
osition of law. Here is a trustee who controls funds belonging ul , it is wise to enl restrictic ) 


to others. Associated with him are other trustees with similar | « or executive committees <« 
authority and acting inthesamecapacity. Now, when he comes | comp! ntly answer that the cashier L¢ 


to dealwith this trust fund placed in his hands, is it unreason- | done the mischief and h ubsented the ; 
able to say to him, ‘‘ We will put such arestraint on you that you | should make themselves responsible for t 


can not use the funds belonging to others until you submit you ect with the loaning ¢ one} 
proposition to your cotrustees ”’? record, so that they may. be called upon to 
if such a proposition were made as a matter of State law, gen- 1isu if the money of the people. 





tlemen would readily concede its propriety. But here the prop- (he people who deposited their mo 

osition to put restrictions around a trustee. so that he shail n ro and look after the management { 

improperly use the funds belonging to others is met with the | not want to be told, whenthey go for th ) 

objection that such a restriction will embarrass him in his busi- | receive it, that it has been squandered o I 

ness. yoes for his money to meet tl Lr ‘ 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman allow a single sugges- | this, or to m« siekness ine 

tion? employment—and most of t 


Mr, COX. Ihave but a moment. unt to be told, ‘Here is you 
Mr. BAILEY. I venture to say that there is nota line in the | there. 
law books treating bank deposits as trustfunds. Such funds ai Therefore it is the duty of the Gov men 


1e money of the bank, anc e bank becomes a debtor to thede- | policy to pass the bill promoted by the gent ian 
ne) the bank, and the bank b i 2 debtor tot l y to] ! ! 
ositor. That has been decided by every court that has ever | see[Mr. Cox], but I concede it to be th bsolute dut the 
passed on the question. | Government. when it is responsible for t] " a. 
Mr. COX. Does the gentleman undertake to say that bank | cure to the people who deposit si ey in tl 
Mr. ¢ { ’ | , 
directors are not trustees? | receive their money on deman ‘when th 
Mr. BAILEY. They are trustees for the bank, but not for | ought not to be answered th the Govern 
the depositors. ficient. That is in fact the strongest argument I] 


£4) 14 


Mr. COX. Then let me ask the gentleman how it is that the | for the passage of the bill, that the Gover t offic 
ae id 


liability attaches not only to the stockholders but to the direc- | spectors of banks have failed to discharg: 
tors in case there is any destruction of this trust fund put it somewhere v t I to « | 
Mr. BAILEY. That results from positive law, not by reason | duties. 
of any trusteeship. | Mr.COX. M > c di ( 3 
} 


Mr. COX. Let me submit a question to the gentleman from | have been some amendments offered to it, merely to cl 





Texas, as he has interrupted me: Suppose a director in a bank verbiage, and I thought they would be consid bot y 
with the consent of his codirectors, appropriates the funds of | But th all the amen: 0 avoi 
the bank to his own use: does the gentleman insist he is not | that point, | offer the bil I V € lt ‘ 





liable? titute for the pending bill. T s no ch ein t 
Mr. BAILEY. He would go to the penitentiary, under the | will state to the House, ! 

statute law of the United States. amendments indicated. Th ord ‘di ( 
Mr.COX. What good does it do to send a man who is insol- | other amendments, and tl 

vent to the penitentiary—a man who has taken the money « the men who borrow money. Th ) 

other people? That does not return the money. There is the | was offered by the gentleman from M i{Mr. Eat 

trouble. icludes the idea that this provision of law n in f 
But, Mr. Speaker, 1 rose to occupy only a few moments in | continued, that no one shall draw from the bank bey« 

pressing this point, and I will not occupy further time. I yield | limit. I do not ask for dit f tl 

four minutes to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STocK- r. D] # think 1 

DALE}, | We > to have further discussio d f ike to 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Mr. Speaker, the result of the existi: 01 di the: i titut 





2 
7 
AA 
‘ 





law is that the depositor has practically no choice as to wh nges. 

he will deposit his money. The United States Government | them to tlema 

its hand upon and destroyed every State bank wherein the ci ' take to t 

zen might have chosen to make his deposits. He is, theref | ‘ 

by the law of the United States driven to deposit his money, ( | 

at all, in a United States bank. ! t On 
Mr. DINGLEY. I wouldlike to call the attention of the ge 

tleman to the fact-—— ( ( 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman must excuse me; | have 2 er ( ( 

but four minutes, and I wish to directattention toanother point. | ‘ ow allowec , 
Now, the Government having furnished these depositories and > ¢ en 

having destroyed the other banks, it should make depositors in | st rd * direc i i 

the United States banks as safe as possible. And the fact that | of the first section, so if the Hous: 


entlemen having these extraordinary privileges, controlling | substitute there may b test vote o 

Jnited States banks created in this way, resent any interference Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I desire to o 

by the Government with what they call their business is a very | ments to the pending bill, which I send to the des 

suspicious circumstance. | The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MONTGOMERY). eis 


Not long ago the national banks of the country owed the de- | amendment already pending, th: 
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to the substitute. 
amendment? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
to be added to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
ing. 

The SPEAKER protempore. But there are as many pending 
as can be at this time, under the rules. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
offer them when it is in order to do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It will not be in order to offer them at all, 
because the previous question is to operate upon the bill at 3 
o'clock, and before any of the amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, Then I move them as an amend- 
ment to the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That would not be in order. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The amendments are now pending as far as 
they are admissible under the rules. 

Mr. COX. [ yield the remainder of the time on this side to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. If my colleague desires the time to 
which I am entitled I will also yield it to him, so that he will 
have a quarter of an hour at his disposal. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague [Mr. CANNON] 
has kindly yielded me the portion of time, also, to which he is 
entitled. 

If I can get the attention of the House I will endeavor to ex- 
plain, briefly, this bill. The Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency,in reporting the proposition, have shown no disposition 
whatever to embarrass or cripple in any way the operation of the 
national banking laws. On the contrary, it is the opinion of this 
committee that the propositions contained in this bill are very 
reasonable and can work no harm or injury to anyone who is 
engaged in honest and legitimate banking business; and that 
they are such as will meet the approval, generally, of those en- 
Bagod in the national banking business. 

Two Comptrollers of the Currency, one, Mr. Lacey, known to 
every member of this House, as he was formerly a member of 
this body, the other, the late Comptroller, Mr. HEPBURN, have 
specifically recommended to Congress the adoption of the pro- 
vision which has been reported in this bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman will pardon me. 
not recommend the inclusion of the directors. 
declare that that should not be included. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Mr. HEPBURN did recommend that directors 
be allowed to borrow upon the same terms as other persons. I 
will read from the report of 1892, by Mr. HEPBURN, page 41: 


There is no reason why a director should not borrow money of his bank 
upon the same terms and conditions that other patrons are accommodated. 
There is every reason why he should not take advantage of bis position to 
secure better rates or pos accommodations than his bank equities enti- 
tie him to. Officers of a bank should not be allowed to borrow money by 
overdrawing their accounts, by putting tickets in the cash, by discounting 
their own notes, or by discounting their business paper, or in any way except 
by en to the board of directors; and a/aw regulating such loans 
would be a wise enactment. 


That is the recommendation of Mr. HEPBURN. 

Comptroller Lacey went much further. In his report of 1891, 
page 31, he said: 

The Comptroller, therefore, takes this opportunity to recommend that the 
active officers of a bank be excluded from incurring liabilities to the asso- 
ciation with which they are connected, and that the direct and indirect lia- 
bilities of adirector be confined to ~s cent of the paid-up capital, leaving 
the limitations contained in section United States Revised Statutes in- 
tact. 

The Comptroller is also of the opinion that the 
ties of officers and directors woul 


Is the amendment proposed to a pending 


I simply desire them to be pend- 


They do 
They expressly 


ublication of the liabili- 
afford a valuable safeguard— 

Just such publication as is required by this bill. 

Comptroller Lacey makes this further statement, to which I 
wish every member of this House to give attention, because we 
all know that Mr. Lacey was a very conservative officer, who so 
ably managed the business of his office during his term that he 
was called to the head of one of the largest banks in the city of 
Chicago, and now occupies that position as a national banker. 

Mr. Lacey says: 

The active officers of the bank, who are charged with the custody of its 
assets and the handling of its funds, should not, in my opinion, per- 
mitted to appear as borrowers or become in any way liable to the associa- 
tion with which they are connected. 

That is the recommendation of one of the ablest Comptrollers 
of the Currency we ever had, that the officers should not borrow 
anything from the banks. 

Mr. Lacey further says: 

While this might work hardship in exceptional cases, it would, without 
doubt, add greatly to the security of the creditors of the bank as a whole. 
It would be unwise to forbid an association to loan to or discount for its 


several directors, as they are eney selected from among the leadi.g 
men in the various branche’ of business, for the reason that they possess 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


They are not in order at this | 


Then I give notice that I will | 





ing business have offered any opposition to this bill. 
this House in the last Congress. 
any banking institution objecting to one line of it, and I do not 
know that any member of the committee has. 
ing in this House for two or three weeks. 
whole country that such a bill was pending, and no national bank 
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| information which is of great value in passing upon paper offered } 30 
| engaged in the same line of trade with themselves. = 


No, sir; these are new sections 


These two gentlemen, therefore, have substantially 
mended the provisions of this bill. 2 

It has been asserted by members upon this floor that 
not prevent stealing by whatever safeguards you may t 
around these institutions. 

I desire to call attention to the fact that the persons w 
elected presidents and cashiers of banks are persons who 
belong to the criminal classes. They are persons who 
time of their election occupy high positions and enjo 
reputations for honesty and integrity. 

And in every case of a bank failure, it will be found that 
the dereliction occurred through borrowing on the part o 
president or officers of the bank, that the borrowing began t 
taking of small amounts which were invested in speculative en- 
terprises, under the supposition at the time that the loans would 


| be returned to the bank, and that they were safe ones 


Such a venture proved unprofitable, and they had to bx 
again and again until they had loaded the bank down wit! 
that was worthless. Now, if this bill had been in operation y 
the Maverick Bank was organized, and when the bank in ‘ 
nati known as Harper’s Bank failed, or when the bank at Indixn 
apolis recently failed, and the bank at Philadelphia, where th 
officers had operated largely on the funds of the bank, 1 
would have been no failure in those cases- 

Mr. BAILEY. And if you enforce the present laws, th 





' would be none. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, there would; for the reason that these 
transactions of the officers would have been reported to the 
Comptroller of the Currency, and the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency would have caused an investigation to be made, which 
would have begun at a time before the case was hopeless, while 
the bank was still solvent, and while the loans could have been 
at least partially made good. But having been concealed, as 
they are permitted to be under the present law (notwithstand- 
ing the statement of the gentleman from Texas), from the Comp- 
troller of the Currency and from the officer of the United States 
charged with the investigation of those accounts, these persons 
went on from bad to worse, until inevitable calamity overtook 
them. These restrictions are not imposed for the purpose of 
oppressing those now engaged in banking, but in the interests 
of the banks and the depositors in national banks. 

I want to call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that the 
supervision of national banks, under the laws which have been 
passed by Congress to secure supervision, being so much more 
stringent than the laws governing State banks and banking or- 
ganizations under the laws of the several States, the percentage 
of failures of national banks is much less than of banks organized 
under the laws of the States. This fact is attributable to the se- 
verer investigations, to the better supervision, to the better pro- 
visions of law throwing restrictions around the officers of the na- 
tional banks than are found in the laws of the States in regard 
to the officers of those State banks. If time permitted, I could 
point out from statistics furnished by the Comptrollers of the 
Currency numerous instances showing that the percentage of 
loss was vastly less under the national banking system than in 
the banks of discount under the State laws. 

Now, some gentlemen have complained that this bill will em- 
barrass the operations of the banks. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] has stated that large transactions are 
immediately done in the banks, and that they can not call the 
board together. In all such cases as that the board of finance, 
or the discount board, could always be on hand to anticipate 
this, and it need not consist of more than three persons. it is 
no hardship, when hundreds of thousandsof dollars in contracts 
are to be made, for this committee, the trustees, to be there to 
see that the proper security is put up. You propose to leave 
that to the president himself, who may lend money to himself, 
and we say they should have a committee on discounts to see 
whether the security he offers is sufficient. 

All that this bill requires is that he should submit that to 
somebody else; that a committee of the board of directors should 
pass upon it; that the fact should be entered upon the record of 
the board of directors at the next meeting, and that the fact dis- 
closed by that statement should be returned to the Comptroller 
of the Currency, so that he could have knowledge of it, and if 
there was any wrong done by the officers of the bank the Comp- 
troller could call a halt before it was too late. 

I do not believe that persons interested in the national bank- 
It passed 
I have received no letter from 


Jt has been pend- 
Tt was known to the 
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nst its passage. I believe they desire its pas- 
interest of the stockholders and other persons 
interested, those who must be heavy losers in case of any Loss, 
hecause they not only lose their own capital which they have 
+ in as stock, but as much more for which they are liable. 
are interested in having the bank honestly managed, and 
« interested in and desire that every safeguard of legis- 
lation should be thrown around their interests. ; 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House, the previous ques- 
tion is ordered now on the bill and pending amendments. The 
Clerk will report the first amendment to the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

. rord ** ws 12, insert: 
: And the wets te Gacean of Dicaacunare allowed by law.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The SPEAKER. There is a substitute pending, which the 
Clerk will now report. 
The substitute was read, as follows: 
A pill (H. R. 2844) for the better control of and to promote the safety of national 


banks. 

Be tt enacted, etc., That no national banking association shall make any 
oan to its president, its vice-president, its cashier, directors, or any of its 
‘ llers, bookkeepers, agents, servants, or other persons in its em- 
ploy until the proposition to make such a loan, stating the amount, terms, 
and security omensd therefor shall have been submitted in writing by the 
person desiring the same to a meeting of the board of directors of such 
banking association, or of the executive committee of such board, if any, 
and accepted and approved by a majority of those present constituting a 
quorum, and then not in excess of the amount now allowed by law. 
such meeting the person making such application shall not be present. The 
said acceptance and approval shall be made by a resolution, which resolu 

tion shall be voted _ by all present at such meeting, answering to their 
names as called, and a record of such vote shall be kept and state sepa- 
rately tee names of all the persons voting in favor of such resolution, and 
of all persons ee against the same, and how each of such persons voted. 
In case such proposition shall be submitted to the executive committee, the 
resolution and its vote thereon shall be read at the next meeting of the board 
of directors and entered at length in the minutes of such directors’ meet- 
ing. Nosuch association shall permit its president, its vice-president, its 
cashier, or any of its directors, or any of its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, 
agents, servants, or other persons in its employ to become Jiable to it by 
reason of overdrawn account. 

Src. 2 That every president, vice-president, director, cashier, teller, clerk, 
or agent of any such association who knowingly violates section one of this 
act, or Who aids or abets any officer, clerk, or agent in -— such violation, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be punished by a fine of 
not more than five thousand dollars, or by imprisonment not more than 
five years, or by both. 

Src. 8. That each report of every national banking association made to 
the Comptroller of the Currency in accordance with the provisions of section 
fifty-two hundred and eleven of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
shall exhibit in a schedule to be added thereto, under such classifications 
and in such forms as the Comptroller of the Currency may direct, the 
amount of debts due or to become due to such association from its presi- 
dent, vice-president, each of its directors, and from its cashier and any of 
its clerks, tellers, bookkeepers, agents, servants, or other persons in its em- 
ploy, as principals, indorsers, sureties, guarantors, or otherwise, in a sepa- 
rate item from the other assets of said bank, and shall also state, sepa- 
rately, the amount of all debts to such association which are past due and 
remain unpaid by the aforesaid parties: Provided, That nothing contained 
in this act shall require or be deemed to require or permit the publication 
of such schedule of the debts due or to became due to such association from 
each of its directors or officers or employés in any statement published in a 
newspaper as now required by law. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 

offers an amendment to the substitute, which the Clerk will re- 
ort. 
7 The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out “directors.” 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. DINGLEY, 
and the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 60; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to thesub- 
stitute. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker declared that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 45; so the 
substitute was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the amended bill. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi, by unanimous consent, obtained 
indefinite leave of absence on account of sickness. 


has protested agai 
8 It is in the 


ire. 
‘pe 


sut 
They 
they ar 


] 
clerks, te 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


Mr. Speaker. I move that 
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» of the Whole for 


+) 


t tHe 


Le€ 


the House resolve itself into Commit 


| purpose of considering bills on the Union Calendar. 


The motion was agreed to. 
‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 
PRINTING BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of busiiicss on the Union Calendar. The 
| Clerk will report the title of the pending bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public printing and binding and the 


distribution of public documents 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the pending amend- 
| ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





At | 


On page 19, section 55. line 9, instead of ‘ six" insert “ ’ so as to read, 


“one thousand seven hundred and eighty-two copies,”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, this amend- 
ment increases the usual number printed of these documents tv 
1,782. The amendment was offered by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. TAYLOR]. The object of the gentleman is that these 


seven; 
ete 


extra hundred copies may go to the Clerk’s document room, and 
if {hat document room is to be retained these copies will be re- 
quired. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. My understanding is, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the gentleman in charge of the bill is willing that this 
am°ndment shall be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, [offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In section 55, line 17, and also in same section, line 22, each, after t! 

‘* copies "’ insert ‘‘ to each designated depository and State and Territ 
library, one copy.” 

Mr. WEADOCK,. Mr. Chairman, the object of this am 
ment is to provide that State libraries and libraries not desig- 
nated as depositories of public documents may have copies of 
these documentsin the first instance that they may not have to 
wait until the documents are bound, as they prefer totake them 
and bind them themselvesrather than to wait until they become 
practically useless. The demand for this provision is made by 
substantially all the State libraries and large public libraries 
throughout the country, and I trust the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Printing will make no objection to it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, | hope 
very much that this amendment will not be adopted. I wish to 
discuss itfora moment. This amendment was first suggested 


by a librarian in the State of Indiana. 

Mr. WEADOCK. The suggestion comes to me from Michi- 
gan, from several librarians. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thesuggestion to the gen- 
tleman may come from Michigan, but originally it comes from 
Indiana. In other words, it isa machine-made amendment. | 
hold in my hand several lettersfrom New York, Texas, and other 
States, all stereotyped, sent out on the suggestion of one iibra- 
rian in the State of Indiana, who, I understand, is a very estima 
ble lady. Of course that does not detract from the merit of the 
suggestion, but I am satisfied that this amendment is unneces- 
sary. It provides for an increase of 500 copies of each report and 
document printed by Congress. Now, what is the object of this 
increase? It is to give to each public library an unbound copy 
of each one of these documents and reports. The law already 
gives them bound copies, but this proposes to give them also un- 
bound copies. I do not think that is necessary. There is some 
ground for the complaint that they do not get the bound copies 
as promptly as they ought to get them, but if this bill passes 
they will find that they will get the bound copies as soon as they 
are ordered bound by Congress. Thus the difficulty now com- 
plained of, that these libraries get these documents a year or two 
after they are printed, will be obviated. 

Mr. WEADOCK. They would be glad to get the unbound 
copies and bear the expense of binding them, rather than wait 
so long for the bound copies 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand the com- 
plaint which the gentleman makes; and it has been well founded 


heretofors. The Printing Office has been one or two years be- 
hind in printing the reserve copies. But if this bill passes, that 
difficulty will be removed. Heretofore the Printing Office has 


been unable to print the reserve, because there was no provision 
for the prompt preparation of the index. This bill provides a 
system of indexing and cataloguing which will enable the Public 
| Printer to furnish this reserve without delay, because the regular 
number and the reserve will be printed at the same time. At 
present this isnot done, and hence the delay. Under the system 
osed the entire 1,682 copies known as the ‘‘usual num- 


now PAL 
ber” will be printed at once, instexd of being held back as now. 
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j 
Mr. PICKLER. How would it be possible to obtain these | doubtless other members will be furnished wi 
books a on as they are published? Can the Printing Office | time. We all know what ‘State and Ti 
ac work? without asking, but we may not have a ver 
. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Why not? to what is meant by the term “ designated de 
. PICKLER. Why do they not do it now? then to know of the gentleman in charge of 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am stating the reason | other gentleman, who and what librari 
this reserve has been held back. Under the system of in- | designated libraries or depositories, and 1 
ie a ig heretofore prevailing these volumes have been held back | have been so designated: » wh er th 
until the elose of Congress tg ting the preparation of the index. | uted am ng the States? 
This bill provides a system by which the indexing ean be expe- Mr. RICHARDSON of ‘ TI 
ai 1, so that all the copie ;can be printed at one time. tributed, be ‘muse each dep : desigr ; 
It has been stuted that the librarians would prefer to receive | of Congress or by law in have right to name a b 
th: *‘copk inbound. L: im p rie¢ tly willing there shall b in ( lepositori siny r di ict That IS 2rign ic] 
serted in the bill a provision alien them the privilege of | members hay 
taking the unbound copies and binding them themselves, if they ir. COPFEEN. Then, may each memb is h 
Wish to do Fo, Congress de ignate new depositories, or is he bound 
Mr. WEADOCK. That will be satisfactory. list May he, in other words, add new ones to t 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lam perfectly willing they | change the list? If so, how is it limited as to numb 5 
shall exercise their discretion in that way. Let them signify to Ir. COC PER of Indiana. Each member of Con 
the Public Printer at the beginning of a session, or before it be- | gentleman { Tennessee will permit me to an 
gins, whether the copies are desired bound or unbound. receives at the beginning of each session of Congress, if n f 
Vir. WEADOCK,. That will be satisfactory. frequently, a notice from the Secretary of the interior 
'. PICKLER. As I understand, bound copies can be pur- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. From the siperint 
chi d under this bill at cost price. of documents in the Interior Department. 
: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Precisely; anyone canob-| Mr, COOPER of Indiana(continuing), Well. through 
§ tain them in that way. If the gentleman from Micl higan will | retary of the Interior. He receivesa blank, whic ho) 
ii modify his amendment so as to give these librarians the option of | out, in which he specifies the names of the public Lil 
a taking these copies bound or unbound, there will be no objection. | which the do uments may be sent, and they are ther 
ie But | do insist that we ought not to give them the documents in | ignated depositories; that is to say, they are design 
By both forms. This is no small item—— member of Congress. 
id vr. PICK] ‘ER. Has the gentleman made any estimate as to Mr, COFFEEN. This is getting at the point I desir 
yy vhe Cost Oo furnishing these libraries extra copies bound? let me ask further: Is there any limit as to how many dep 
: Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have an estimate from | ries may be designated, ind if so, how is the limitation fixe 
the Public Printer, in which he states that if this amendment} Mr. COOPER of Indian: My understanding is that th 
wh . has been circulated among members—an amendmentcom- | ten in each district. 
ing, asI understand, from these different librarians—be adopted,| Mr.COFFEEN. In each Congressional district? 
it will cost just $37,500 additional. Now, I say thisistoomuch| Mr.COOPER of Indiana. That is my recollection. 
to add to the cost of our printing in order to give these libraries | Mr. COFPEEN. Thatis satisfactory, and I shall support tl 
two copies of the same document. | bill. ; 





Mr. WEADOCK. We donot want tosupply each library with; Mr. RICHARDSON of 
two copies; and it certainly will cost less to furnish unbound pending ame ndme nt. 
copies than bound copies. Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the amendment be again report 

Mr. EVERETT. If the amendment suggested should ve/| The amendment of Mr. WEADOCK was again read. 
adopted would there not be § some saving in the costof binding? | The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There would be, unques-| Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I offer the amendment whi 
tlonal bly . | send to the Cierk’s desk. 

Mr. EVE RET” ". Will the chairman of the Printing Com-| The amendment was read, as follows: 
mittee ofh Ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee] pledge himself (if I may 
so say) that the se librarians shall receive their unbound c sopies 


as soon as other people receive theirs? | Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, Mr. Chairman, that amendment 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Indi- | jn line with the amendment already agreed to. 

ana [Mr. CoOPER] has mney an amendment covering the | Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Tha 
int riend from Massachusetts [Mr. EVER- 


Tennessee. Let us have a vote ont 














In section 55, paragraph 1, in line 15, insert ‘‘to the Clerk’s document roo 
100 copies.”’ 










t is correct 
point suggested by my The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I have anamendment which Is 
to the Clerk’s desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 





ETT}; and that amendment [ will not object to. 

sire now tocor nple te my statement with regard to this mat- 
ter. ‘Inthe F ifty-firs st Congress(l am sorry [have not the statistics | 
of the Fifty-second Congress) there were printed of House re ports | 














Amend section 55 by inserting after the words “ full sheep” in 1 
4,058, of House executive documents 764, and of House miscel- | words “and in binding documents the Public Printer shall give p 
laneous documents 398, making 5,220 of reports and documents. to th se that are to be distributed to libraries and to designat 
In the Senate there were printed 2,624 reports, 314 executive |“. : i ; ; 
. ; pomes 0s © on ~ RIC 3 f Tennessee. That is satisfactor 
documents, and 349 miscellaneous documents, making 3,287 re- 7 RIC ae IN o ‘Tenne ©. That is sa ctor 
ports and documents for the Senate, and making the aggregate | Yee ee ee ee 
for bo th Houses 8.507. | Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. J offer another amendmen 
[Here the hammer fell. ] is also in line with the amendments previously agreed to 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman—— | The amendment was read, as follows: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I was going tosayinre-| ™ ‘paragraph 2, line 22, insert “to the Clerk's document 

ply if the gentleman will permit me, thatif wecarry theamend-; The amendment was agreed to. 

ment it will effect the publication of a very much larger number Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Now, Mr. Chairman, ! h 


of copies. He will see by an examination thatit is an enormous 
amount of increase. 


But I understand the gentleman from Michigan has modified 





other amendment which | send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 






: In paragraph 2, page 20, in line 24, in place of the words ‘‘one thot 
his amend: Lent, and I ask that it be read. eighty-two”’ insert “one thousand fou indred an forty-two 
ir. WEADOCK. TI will send to the desk the modified amend- Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Ti is in line with the am: 





ment, withdrawing the first one I offered. 



















; | ment already offered, and is neeessary on account of th 
The Clerk read as follows: | ereused number. 
In section 55, line 17, and also in the same section, line 22, after the word The amendment was agreed to. 
4 es 2h pudiie : . _ T mn The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by 
ach pudlic depository an ate or Territoria wary one copy, sak : . . ra: 
depository or library to designate to the Public Printer before the beginning tions, read as follows: ‘ 
of Congress whether they wish a bound or unbound copy.”’ Sec. 66. There shall be printed of each Senate d House publie bi 
joint, concurrent, and simple resoluti ™m 62 5 cop ion, Sei h shall be dist! 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ihave noobjection to that | uted oe Soman 2 pena Sock ment my pies; ey, ly ere 
enate, 15 copies: Ise dort room, 38. copies here shall 
amendment and I think there will be none to it generally Sor sath ioe ill 250 copie 






= . printed ef each Senate and House private bill 250 copies, which shall be 
Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman,I desire to obtain some in- | tributed as follo-vs: To Senate document room, 1% coples; to Secretary 
formation with regard to this question from some member of | Senate, 15 copies; House document room, 100 copies. The term private Di 

» shall be construed to mean ali bills for the reiief of p 
this committee. My purpose is to make an inquiry of the gen- 


2 ; granting pensions, and bills removing political disab 
tleman in charge of the bill, and by receiving the information ! resoitions shail be printed in bill form, and uniess s] 













vate parties, t 
All bills ana 
ially ordered by 
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mendment, 
is also in line wit 


L offer another a 
That amendment 


Indiana. 
‘*k’s desk. 

wo. 
d, as follows: 


LOR ol 
» the Clet 
reviousl) 
amendment was rea 


agreed 


. ion 56, line 3, insert ‘ fifty ’’ in place of “ twe y-fi 
: : nse’ to the Clerk’s document room, 25 copies 
oe amendment was agreed to. 
“we TAY LOROf Indiana. I have another amendment in the 








1 nendment was read,-as follows: 
8 inset sixty-five’ in place of ‘‘fifty 
11 insert ‘to the Clerk’s document room, 15 s 
»amendment was agreed to. 
COOPER of Indiana. [I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Cle rk’s desk. 
amendment was read, as follows: 
smend section 56 by inserting, after the words ‘‘elghty-five copie the 
fo : , . 
7 it Public Printer shall print such additional number of coples 
ea en and House public bill, joint, concurrent, and simple resolution 
18 enable him to send 1 copy of each to each State and Territorial 
4) id to each eens of ” iblic documents, which shall notify him 
t th e convening of ‘h Congress of its desire to receive them 
Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in support of that 
ymendment I desire to say that I have been appealed to a num- 
her of times by persons having charge of libraries in different 


arts of the country to see if a provision could not be inserted 
n this bill by the aid of which librari les could be supplied with 
ve might designate current bills or current public litera- 

The colleges are now engaged quite extensively in teaching 
political science in connection with current political history. 
Those having charge of those classes of political science have 
written me frequently, and I have been advised that they have 

appealed to other members of the House, to be supplied with 
pending public bills in order that they may intelligently discuss 
the merits of such measures before the classes of students they 
are teaching. This amendment was suggested tome by a pro- 
f political science in the Indiana University. It is use- 

ess to supply these bills a year or two after they h passed 

They will then be a matter of history, and if they are to be of 
any benefit to these libraries and students of political science 
from current history, they should have them at once, and should 
not be compelled to rely on members of Congress for such supply. 
itis well known that members of Congress are quite willing 

n these appeals are made to them to furnish this material, 
should not be necessary to make an appeal to them. The 
jly should be made direct from the Public Printer to these 
ibraries, in order a they ma had for use, and it should 
t be necessary to hem to write to members to procure them 
under the methods now in vogue. 

[offer this amendment in good not for the purpose of 
weakening or detracting from the provisions of the bill, and 
those with whom I have corresponded are anxious that this bill 
should pass substantialiy as it now stands; that it shall not be at 
all crippled in such a way to defeat the bill: but of 
the measures which the inal important and in- 
corporated in the bill. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
him a question? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Certainly. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that bills that are enacted into law shall be sent to these li- 
braries, or pending bills? 


e 
fessor oO! 


wl 
it 
sup} 
] 


y be 


faith, 


this is one 
be 


as 


1s should 


Will the gentle nallow me to ask 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. All bills, as they come from the 
printer; every bill. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. You mean that every bill introduced 


shall be sent to these libraries 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The resolution provides that. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I did not hear it read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want “ 
say that my friend is in sympathy w ith this bill generally, but 
think that. it would be a mistake to adopt the amendment. 
provides that every bill introduced into either 
gress of a public character shall be sent to these public libr 
ries or designated depositories. That will increase enormously 
the & xpense of printing these bills. If my friend would provid ( 
in his amendment simply for bills re ported favorably to the two 
Houses, there might be some merit in it; but theidea of sending 

& copy of every public bill introduced is very objectionable, and i 
think unnecessary. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


is t 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask 


Yes. 


House of Con- | 
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Mr. COBB of Alabam H I ) l 
on an aver in each ¢ 

Mr. RICHARDSON « 
that inforn Lion. 

Mr. COBB of Alabam 
into ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of 1 

I ) rt } 

SOO oro Or ( 
everyt y that i l i l 
duced in the Hou ( 
cter, 14,3 in 
duce L hav num ‘ j ‘ 
last Congress. L have not t t 
dui in the Iifty-first Cor re 
a 1 hil] 

»UUU pUuDdLIC D1LS. 

Mr. COOPER of Indian Wi 
isk him a question? 

Mi LICH ARDSON « | ‘ e \« 

Mr. COOPER of India is n i 
hose private bills? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have justs 
were about 5,000 or 6,000 publie bil Now, o { 
bills introduced in the Fifty-first Congress, 6i1 bills! 1 
and 1,579 private bills, making 2,190 privateand p ) ) 
19,623: or a littleover9 percentof those introdu \ 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. And to send all ] t 
libraries would be furnishing the } ‘ 
how many bills? 

M RICHARDSON of Ten e [t would b d en 
between 20,000 and 2,000, and vyouk be just 0) i Wa ‘ | b} 
that wo not be worth é yt { 18 WA 
paper DasKke ts 

Mr. Chairman, these public libra: can get til 
wl ney *phey want the Al < lave oO O 18 to ac I 
postal card to a member of Con s and h l be re ya 
eager to reply, as he can, without money without ¢ 
one of these DLLs to whoever asks [Oo l ou @iD iwa\ 
them they are carried out in ca on ind if seems to me 
that the amendment ought not to be eed to. nd, | 1e1 
more, whenever any of these original bills are of great public iu 
terest there is always a resolution or order in one House 
other to print extra copies, and that is the way that the ext 

; ce ‘ f hi = 
demand is always met. I insist, therefore, that this amend 
ought not to be agreed to. And now I desire permission t 
short letter read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman h | 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask unanimo conse! 

for an extension of time to have this ter read, be : 
from the president of the American Library Association it 
object i have in having it read 185 to Show that wolie these iittit 
libraries, and I mean that in no disrespect—these State an¢ 
county libraries—have sent this vast number of publications hers 
machine made, when the American Library Association, through 
its president, Mr. Larned, has, in this letter addressed to the 
chai in of the House Com! nittee on Printing, stated that th 
libraries of the United States are content with this bill as it i 
[ ask to have the letter read. 

Clerk read as follows: 

B AT N. ¥ 3 i 
S iw ym behalf of eA an I A ’ I 
its urgent desire for favorable action in Cor t | 
ng Which relates to the printing and distribution of pu 
it ma > fair 1imed that the publi aril rt t 
] ster the publi interest. itis only thr h the ace t 
that the publications of the Gove nment « uch e ut 
De ‘towhom the l ¢ 1eficial heir distri thi 

other agencies is necessarily limited in « iparisor 

Not many persons can have had so mu erience « I ete ! 

e s nder which public documents are printed i dist 
as whe in charge of the public librarie Not ma ‘ ‘ 

asion or opportunity to consider so « fully t? 
1 n it, for the purpost f realizi the 1 ) u fu ‘ 
ub ited records and publications of the Governmer At t 
na | meetings they have discussed the que i and 
ts ings, and, while all they would nme mbt 

i v ‘fore Congress. I can safely vy thatthey are of 

rae need of its passage. Isubmit to you, for ther h 
hate ind it is equally the petition e great pu vho 

Wet for the adoption of the bill with ! t 
it tia provisions, and especiall r those I of itw 
forthe cataloguing and indexing of p lo nts, a r 
bution t» public libraries. 

T ib t has an importance t try .! 
ve reatment by proper , tion fe 
ik 

: 
, J y , 
Py, ‘ 7 ‘ 
H D. RICHARDSON 
Chairman of Committ 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairm con in eye 

word of that letter, and I would not by any f mine delay fo 
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# moment the passage of this bill. Many of its features are ex- 
cellent and necessary, and I think itought to pass. But thereis 
nothing in that letter ad verse tothe suggestion made by me, and 
I doubt not that if the attention of the writer was called to my 
suggestion he would concur in it. My friend from Tennessee 
who has this bill in charge objects to these circular letters sent 
out from the various libraries recommending this amendment, 
and says that they are ‘“ machine made.” 

It is true, sir, that the State librarian of the State of Indiana 
has called general attention to the subject; but librarians are 
not persons who would be likely to sign Statements, or recom- 
mendations, or petitions addressed to members of ( Jongress with- 
out knowing their contents: and the fact that so many librarians 
have joined in this recommendation—I have before me at least 
a dozen from different parts of the country—ought to weigh very 
strongly in favor of the amendment. It is true that these rec- 
ommendations are all in the same language, but they are all in- 
telligently directed to the point, and they express the uniform 
view that this bill should be amended in this particular. 

Now, e& word in reference to the suggestion which has been 
made as to the possibility of the libraries getting these docu- 
ments through members of Congress. Many of these libraries 
and depositories are in the principal cities of the country where 
important hewspapers are edited and printed, able newspapers, 
papers which formulate public opinion, and which, in the end, 
make law. If the public is to rely, as it must rely, upon the 
hewspapers for its information concerning pending measures, 
then it will not do to ask the newspaper editor to wait until he 
can correspond with his member of Congress, and until he can 
get copiesof bills by the slow process of correspondence through 
the mails, 

A bill may have passed the House, it may be a pernicious meas- 
ure, it may be that if attention had been called to those objec- 
tionable features it could not have passed the House. Now, if 
that, bill could be delivered atonce from the hands of the printer 
to the public libraries, where the newspapers could have access 
to it, very possibly great good might result. One of the com- 
plaints of the existing state of thingscomes to me from the editor 
of a very able newspaper, himself an ex-librarian, and his views 
are in line with the suggestions which I have just thrown out. 
If these bills are worth printing, if the object is to give the 
public a knowledge of the proceedings of Congress, then they 
should be disposed of in such & way as to reach the public promptly. 

Complaint is made, Mr. Chairman, that public documents are 
rotting away in the cellars and warehouses of the Government. 
We have no difficulty in getting documents printed, we have 
considerable difficulty in finding room to store them. This 
amendment looks toward the distribution of these documents 
throughout the country, toward putting them into the hands of 
the people, where they may be instructive and useful, and itseems 
to me that it is a matter in which the public are largely inter- 
ested. It should be remembered also that my amendment pro- 
vides that these bills and documents shall be sent only to those 
depositories and public libraries which express a desire to have 
them, 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. WARNER was read, as follows: 


After the words “each” insert ‘bill favorably reported to the House, 
With the report thereon." 


Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, the want that has been de- 
scribed by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] is a genu- 
ine one and a constantly increasing oue. The suggestion thatit 
can be met by permitting persons in any partof the country desir- 
ing these documents—editors, scholars, public men engaged in 
discussion—to write to their Congressmen to send them copies of 
such bills as they have seen described in the newspapers is a 
Suggestion which is practically of no value at all. When a man 
wants & copy of a certain bill he wants it at the time that want 
occurs to him: and, what is more, any one engaged in the dis- 
cussion of public questions needs to have upon his desk what 
bills are being discussed, in order that he may choose from them 
those to which he desires to pay particular attention. 

On the other hand, while the object of the gentleman from 
Indiana is entirely good, I fear that it would be defeated if the 
provision were inserted in the shape he has proposed, for this 
reason. If five thousand or ten thousand bills are piled upon 
the desk of each librarian throughout the country the result 
will be that no man will be able to find in that mass of rubbish 
just what he may desire. 

[f on the other hand we wait until the bills have been sifted 
by the committees of the Houses and put into a position where 
they stand some ghost of a chance to be enacted into law, and if 
then we provide that there shall be forwarded to these deposi- 
tories copies of the bills favorably reported, together with the 
reports made upon them, those libraries will receive everything 
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| that is of public moment and they will not have what j 


is uses 

and valuable drowned under an avalanche of Matter so o 
to keep them from finding what they do want. They wi 
the bills reported favorably, with the reports for and 
them. I therefore move this amendment, which I beli 
not merely conducive to a great saving of expense. by: to 
greater extent conducive to the efficiency of the means p 
for enlightening the public, 

Mr. WAUGH. The gentleman’s amendment, as I und 
it, puts the matter in this way: That each library wil! 
copy of every bill that is favorably reported, together wit 
report of the committee. I understood the amendment 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cooper] simply to provide ; Lat 
they should receive copies of all bills introduced. Now | sub. 
mit to my colleague whether the amendment of the gen} 
from New York [Mr. WARNER] is not much better? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. While I do not agree that my 


nal contention was not the correct one, yetin the hope that | ma 
get something by assenting to this amendment, and foarins { lat 
I may not get anything if I do not, T accept the amendment 
gested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendm: 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Public Printer shall print such additional number of copies of 
Senate and House public bill, joint, concurrent and Simple resolu 
will enable him to send one copy of each bill favorably reported to « 
House, with the report thereon, to each State and Territorial library 
each depository of public documents which Shall notify him prior to t 
vening of each Congress of its desire to receive them. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I am notcertai, 
that the amendment of my friend from New York|Mr. Warn 
may cut out the most important bills introduced here, if you 
take into consideration the educational effect to be obtained from 
circulating these documents among these libraries. This may 
sound like a paradoxical proposition, but it is not. Let mes! 
the reason for the remark. It frequently happens that bills in- 
troduced here Congress after Congress, are reported upon a 
versely; but the idea or principle contained in those measures 
grows in strength year by year, until after awhile a majority re- 
portis obtained. ‘ 

Let me give an illustration. | have introduced at this session 
a bill to levy an income tax. Bills of similiar purport have been 
introduced here session after session. I have no doubt in th 
world that the bill introduced by me will be reported upon ad 
versely; but that in the course of time an income tax will be 
levied in this country is to me no more a matter of doubt than 
that the sun will rise to-morrow. 

Mr. WAUGH. Would not such a bill with the adverse report 
upon it go to these libraries under the amendment now pending? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No, sir. My understanding is that 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York is confined to 
bills reported favorably. 

Mr. WAUGH. Yes:I believe the gentleman is correct. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I think the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Misso CLARK] is a good one, I would like 

my amendment; and if further differ- 

pinion on this question can be obviated in that way, I 

am willing that the word ' favorable,” be struck Outand thatall 
bills reported be circulated as provided in the amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was about to give another illus 
tration of the proposition I had laid down. Minorities are not 
always in the wrong by a great deal. 

A Linnean. “‘ Not by a large majority.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me givean illustration on that 
point, which every lawyer in Missouri knows to be true. Twe1 ty 
years ago Thomas A. Sherwood was elected one of the judges of 
the supreme court of Missouri. During his occupancy of that 
position he has rendered more dissenting opinions than any 
other man who has ever sat upon that bench the same lencth of 
time; and he has lived to see a majority of the dissenting opin- 
ions he has rendered become the majority opinions of that court, 
with the approval of the lawyers and the people of the State. 
So, there are plenty of bills introduced here which, at the time 
of their introduction. my not have more than one man in favor 
of them; yet they may be right. 

Mr. WAUGH. I think the gentleman's point is well taken. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If you give the people a chance to 
take these bills and digest them and study them, the man who 
to-day is right by himself, will some years from now be found to 
be right with the majority at his back, 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to understand how the 
gentleman from Indiana desires his proposition to be st.ted. 
The Chair understood the gentleman to accept—— 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. The parliamentary status of the 











ae 


er is this: I accepted the amendment of the gentleman from 
row York, not observing at the time that the word ** favorable 
cat included in that amendment. The gentleman, however, 
eat 3 as I do, that the word be struck out, so that the amend- 
ment may apply to all bills reported. ; , ieiieel 
Mr. DINGLEY. That brings the matter back precisely where 
++ started, because all bills must be reported back either favora- 
bly or adversely. 

“Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. : 

Mr. COFFEEN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
« brought out a correct point; I had the same thing in my 
We now come around to the provision that all public 
pills, whether reported favorably or unfavorably, shall under 
this provision be sent out; and when we take into consideration 
the fact that all bills referred to committees should be reported 
back, we have no advance at all; we are where we started. We 
are providing for vast expenses in piling on the tables of each 
designated depository five or six thousand documents at every 
eoession, according to the statistics given by the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But the majority of bills re- 
ferred are not reported back at all; they die in committee. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I was about saying, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
contemplated that all bills will be reported back, and I think 
the committee that does its duty will report them back. 
is as I understand the situation. 

But I shall oppose the amendment in either case, certainly in 
the present case. I take this ground, that it is the duty of the 
Congressman to look after the interests of his district. I take 
the ground that if he does not doit properly he will be remanded 
to private life and a better man sent here. That ought to be 
done. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
tion: How will the member send the bills to his constituents 
when he has not got the bills to send? 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, that is a practical question. 
Ifthe supply already printed and remaining in the document 
room is exhausted, then the argument on that point would be 
good. But when there is ordinarily a surplus every time we 
send out for them we need not make provision for printing more, 
and increase the expense for such a purpose until the usual sur- 
plus as now printed is exhausted. 

[am inclined to take the view of this matter taken by the 
chairman of our Printing Committee; and for the additional 
reason when we remember that it is the two Houses of Congress 
which these documents, pertaining to Congressional action, are 
designed primarily to benefit. They are for the benefit and con- 
venience of the members of the House and Senate in the dis- 
chargeof their duties, andso far as their distribution to the pub- 
lic is concerned they ought to be distributed through the mem- 
bers themselves. 

In that way our people can judge of hat is going on and 
what ought to be done, and they cam \2 sent tointerested parties, 
and our Congressmen can be expected to discharge that duty 
on all important bills, even before the committees report. 
Again, we have provided already at considerable expense that 
special galleries and special opportunities shall be afforded for 
the great public press of the country, which has great privileges 
accorded to it, so they can observe what is done on this floor. 
Theyare not required to await the action of the committees, but, 
even on the immediate presentation of a bill, they are expected 
to give the public information. They are anxious to do it, be- 
cause in serving the public they are serving their own interests. 
Therefore, I favor the arrangementsuggested by the gentleman 
in charge of the bill, and that this distribution be made through 
the membership of the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To meet the technical dif- 
ficulty which has been raised, I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
to modify his amendment by inserting the words, ‘‘all bills re- 
ported back, where the reports go on the Calendars of the 
House.” Of course, if they are simply understood to be techni- 
cally reported, or not reported, they will not be placed on the 
Calendars. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. I will accept the suggestion and 
modify the amendment accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words “ eighty-five copies,"’ in section 56, insert the following: 

“And the Public Printer shall print such additional number of copies of 
each Senate and House public bill, joint, concurrent, and simple resolution 
a8 WilLenable him to send one copy of each bill reported to either House, 


and all bills reported back, where the reports go on the Calendar with the 
reports thereon, to each State and Territorial library,” etc. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
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would like con- 


d so hastily tha 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, | 
sent to recur to section 55 again. The‘ 
a couple of amendments were omitted 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
tion indicated? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


erK re 


to r 


L offer nendment | send to 


In paragraph 3, section 55, on page 20, line 29, i t, after vord 


‘copies, to the Clerk’s document room, 360 copies 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. | nowo 
paragraph 4. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ffer another amendment to 


> 


Paragraph 4, line 35 
room, 360 « opies 


after the word “ copies insert “Clerk's « iment 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. [ now offer an amendment to sec- 
tion 57, line &. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The section will be read first. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 57. There shall be printed in slip form 1,810 « $s of pub 1 460 
of private laws, postal conventions, and treaties, which shall be disti ted 
asfollows: Tothe House document room, 1,000 copies of public and 10: I 
of private laws; to the Senate document room, 550 copies of publi 1 100 
copies of priyate laws; to the Department of State, 200 copies of a LWs 
and to the Treasury Department, 60 of all laws. Postal conventi and 
treaties shall be distributed as private laws 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the section, in line 8, by striking out 2 and inserting 5 leu 
thereof 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee |[Mr. RICHARDSON}, in charge of the bill, before pass- 
ing from section 56, to insert the word ‘‘favorably” after the 
word ‘‘ when,” in the sixteenth line, so as to read ‘* when favor 
bly reported back.” Of course bill should not be reprinted 
unless favorably reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that is desirable. 

The amendment was considered and agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the readingof the bill by sections, 
read as follows: 

Sec. 58. There shall be printed of the Journals of the Senaté and House of 
Representatives 1,110 copies, which shall be distributed as follows: To 
Senate document room, 90 copies for distribution to Senators, and % addi 
tional copies; to the Senate library, !5 copies; to the House document 
room, 360 copies for distribution to members, and 2% additional « to 
the Department of State, 10 copies; to the superintendent of documents, 500 
copies; to the Library of Congress, 52 copies; to the Court of ¢ ims, 2 
copies, and to the ibrary of the House of Representatives, 10 copl Che 
remaining number of the Journals of the Senate and House of Representa 
tives, consisting of 21 copies, shall be furnished to the Secretary of the Sen 
ate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives, respectively, as t! 
cessities of their respective offices may require, as rapidly as signatures are 
completed for such distribution 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In section 58, line 8, there 


is a provision for 10 copies to be sent to the Department of 
State. A letter from the Department of State to the chairman 
of the committee states that 4 copies will be sufficient. I there 
fore move to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert ‘‘ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I offer 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the amendment which |] 


In section 58, line 6, strike out the word 
“*Cler ‘in lieu thereof 


House’ and insert the word 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I think the amendment adopted 
afew moments ago, offered by my colleague, the gentleman from 
Indiana | Mr. COOPER}, is inconsistent, and therefore Iask unani 


mous consent that we recur back toit. I think what he intends 
to express is not clearly expressed. The amendment I refer to 
is the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr. CoopER}. If | 


can get unanimous consent to have it read, it will be seen that it 
provides that each public bill, together with the report thereon, 
shall be sent to the public libraries. It also says that the Pub- 
lie Printer shall print extra copies of each joint and simple reso- 
lution, but it does not provide, as I remember it, anything «bout 
the sending of the simple or joint resolutions to the librari 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana|Mr. BRETZ] to recur to that amend- 
mentfor the purpose of correction? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. BRETZ. Now I ask to have the amendment read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


And the Public Printer shall print such additional number of copies of 
each Senate and House public bill, joint, concurrent, and simple resolution 
as will enable him to send | copy of each bill report » either House 
that goes upon the Calendar, together with the report th n, toeach State 


and ‘lerritorial library, and to each depository of public dom 
shail notify him prior to the convening of each Congress « 
ceive them 


ments which 
if its Gesire to re 





Mr. BRETZ. Now you will see that itsimply provides for the 


sending of billsaud reports. Itshould also provide for the send- 
ing of the resolutions. 

Mr. WARNER. Ifyou would strike out the word ‘ bill” that 
would accomplish it. 

Mr. BRETZ. 
That will perfect the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the 
amendment 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Do 1 understand that this will in- 
clude all the resolutions introduced in the House? 

Mr. WARNER. Only those that are printed and reported. 


gentleman offer that as an 


[t does not refer to resolutions of inquiry or resolutions of in- | 


vestigation. which are acted upon in the House without being 
printed. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Lam opposed to the whole proposi- 
tion myself. On my brief acquaintance with the House I hesi- 
tate to indulge in anything like criticism of what is being done; 
but it strikes me that we are engaged in a very useless expendi- 
ture of public money. As I understand, this section provides 
that every bill that is offered in the Howse, and that goes upon 
the Calendar, shall be furnished to State libraries; and the rea- 
son given for it, as 1 understand, is that it may inform the peo- 
ple what public measures are pending before Congress. 

Of course we are all obliged tospeak from our own experience, 
which | am ready to confess is local and oftentimes somewhat 
restricted; but [ undertake to say that you might send as many 
bills as you please tothe public library of my State and they would 
not be read by half a dozen men. 


Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Ido not know just what question 


is pending, but 1 desire to state that my amendment expressly 
provides for cases of this kind, because it declares in so many 
words that its provisions shall be limited to those libraries and 
depositories which notify the Public Printer, before each s¢cs 
sion of Congress, of their desire to receive these bills and <we- 
ports. 

Only such public libraries and depositories as put on file, be- 
fore the meeting of Congress, special requests for them, will re- 
ceive them. Therefore, if the peopleof the gentleman’s district 
do not desire to be enlightened, if the gentleman does not wish 
them to have these bills, and if they do not ask for them, they 
will not be harmed by receiving them, because the documents 
will not be sent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say to the gentleman 
from Georgia that there is nothing now before the committee, 
the proposition having been agreed to. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Iunderstoodtaat when we went back 
to this section the proposition was open. 

The CHAIRMAN. Notas to that proposition. There is no 
power in Committee of the Whole to reconsider the vote by which 
a proposition is agreed to. The request was to return for the 
purpose of offering an amendment, and the amendment offered 
was agreed to, as the Chair understood, without objection. It 
was simply to strike out the word ‘ bills” from the amendment. 
But the gentleman from Georgia speaks so rarely in the com- 
mittee, the Chair is disposed to indulge him to express his views. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Ihave no disposition whatever to 
speak out of order. I understood that the whole proposition 
was open. Ishall take the first opportunity to express myself 
more at large on the general proposition I have already sug- 
gested of what appears to me to be a useless extravagance in 
this matter of printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 50. Whenever printing not bearing a Congressional number shall be 
dene for any Department or officer of the Government, except confidential 
matter, blank forms, and circular letters not of a public character, or shall 
be done for use of Congressional committees, not of a confidential character, 
two copies shall be sent, unless withheld by order of the committee, by the 
Public Printer to the Senate and House Libraries, respectively, and one 
copy each to the document rooms of the Senate and House, for reference; 
and these copies shall not be removed; and of all publications of the Execn- 
tive Departments not intended for their especial use, but made for distribu- 
tion, 500 copies shall be at once delivered to the superintendent of documents 


for distribntion to designated depositories and State and Territorial libra- 
ries, 








Mr. WEADOCK and Mr. WAUGH addressed the Chair. 
Mr RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr.Chairman, I desire to 
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The Public Printer may furnish without cost t 
Delegates envelopes ready for mailing the CONGRESSIONAL Ry 
part thereof, or speeches or reports therein contained. Envel 
nished shall contain in the upper left-hand corner thereof th« 
words, to wit: “Senate United States (or House of Representat 

t of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
the letters 


| suggest the striking out of the word * bill.” 





thought a great evil. 
or documents. 


ter where the word ‘' free” 


‘e all that 
these envelopes, : 

| like these: ‘‘ Remarks of Hon. 
i United States, Oct 
| And then he goes forward and prints eight or ten lines from | 
wwcech. This is done at the expense of the Government; an 

seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that if we a 
tris, we might fill the v 
| from a gentleman's sp« 





Mr. BRETZ. 


end of it. 


amendment. 
on them. 


to stop that. 


Mr. SIMPSON. 


eee 









Teunessee. The 


Free.”” And in 
But he shall not 


thereon, except at the personal expense of the Senator, Me 
gate ordering 
| He may also furnish without cost to Senators, Members, and 
blank franks for public documents. Franks so fu 31 
the upper left-hand corner thereof the following words, to wit: ‘| 
United States Senate (or House of Representative 
and in the upper right-hand corner the letters “U.S. S.”’ or ““M 
he shall not print any other words thereon except where it may be 
affix the official title of a document 
} Shall be at the personal expense of the Senator, Member, or Delega 
ing the same. 
\t the request of any Congressman, the Public Printer is aut! 
upon franks or envelopes used for mailing public docun 


been used from 


- (Ishal 


offer an amendment to this section, and then gent! 
fer their amendments. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
| man in charge of the bill. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of 
to come in at the close of section 59. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Chair will first recognize 


amendn 


» Senators, M 


upper right-h 
print any 






rnished s 


All other words print 


limen 


the facsimile stamp of said Congressman, etc., a special request f 
if not called for, and the name of the State, and county, and city; 
gressman to deposit with his order the extra expense involved in 
these additional words 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. 
for granted that there will be no objection to this amend 
[t is intended to remedy what I believe, and what the comn 
[t simply provides for a uniformity i 
manila envelope or other wrapper in which we send out spe 
At present some members of Congri 
adopted a method of placing in the left-hand corner othe: 
now appears; and where this am 
ment will have printed the words ‘‘ Public document,” or 
of CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,” and the word 
ate” or “‘House of Representatives,” as the case may be, so 
members have adopted a form shown upon the envelope 
[ hold in my hand. 

Now, in addition to these words which I have mentioned, : 
time out of mind « 
me members have recently adopted we 
uve out the nam 
Silve 


Chairman, | 


lle 
L] 


yber, 1893. 


re going to get in 
hole body of the envelope with ex 
ech, and also print 


his likeness 


{ think the gentleman’s amendment said sor 
thing about the return of the document. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wil 
moment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no ob‘ection to this if a men 
wishes to have it done and pays for it; but 
and these envelopes are figured or disfigured, as the case 
they do not fit any body’s else speech or p 
not used as printed for him they are sim, 
waste, and that is 


l 


if this work goe 


iblic document: 


yy dumped int 


Now, we furnish these e1 
free, with the words I have indicated and that I have put 
lt seems to me that is all that ought to 
Then, if a member orders the 3 f 
speech, if he does not use all of them they fit somebod) 
speech as well as his own. 
Mr. SIMPSON. 


A 


se envelop 


I would like to ask the gentleman if 
ber of Congress can demand that and have that done 
Publie Printing Office at the public expense? 

Mr. RICHARDSON ot Tennessee. He c 
at the public expense, in my judgment; but I think in s 
stances these envelopes have been printed in this way 
request of an officer either of the Senate or House. 
That is the object I had in view; that the o 
of the House may not have it done at the public expense 
their request; but if a member of Congress wants it don 
him pay for it out of his own private funds. 

Then there is no provision of law wh 
permits that, and your amendment prevents it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That 

¥urther, inreference to the inquiry of my friend from Indian 
[Mr. BRETZ], the amendment provides for a notice of return « 
the document or matter at whatever time desired. 
ply done at the request of the member. 
the envelope that if not delivered within so many days it shal 
be returned, this amendment provides that he may have that 
privilege, and at his own expense. 


an not have 


is all. 


He has to deposit with the 


OCTOBER | 





* Pree,” and 


come to that 


That is si 
If he sees fit to put upon 





S eae CONGRESSIONAL 


4 ial 


. Printer the extra expense involved in printing these ad- 





} i as. : ! 
a ReRETZ, That is all | want to know. 
TCKLER. Why should not a member have ve name, 
¢ so-and-so,” printed when these envelopes are 
‘ rks of Hon. So-and-so,” printe pes ¢ 
ed wiginally? s j 
PICHARDSON of Tennessee. He might not use them 
a ordered an edition of 10,000 he might use only 5,000, 
» is no law requiring him to use what he has ordered, so 
ght be a great many left over, and they would not be of | 
at \iv friend from South Dakota, for instance, would not 
>» send out my speeches in envelopes with his name on 
, TCKLER. That would depend upgn what doctrine you 
ed. [{Laughter.] Le, 
IINGLEY. Let me suggest another reason. [These en- 
s are printed in large quantities with the regular form 
, i upon them; but if the suggestion of the gentleman from 
South Dakota were adopted, it would be necessary to make up a 
ate form in each case, which would add greatly to the ex- 
ense , i 
he amendment was agreed to. 
WEADOCK. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
1 sand to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 













n59. line 9, strike outall after the word ‘‘reference ’ and insert und 
yach designated depository and State and Territorial library 
to the Public Printer before the | 





of said library to indicate 
f Congress Whether bound or unl 
RICHARDSON of Ter 
ts that to come inafter the word ‘‘ removed ” in 
ot after the word ‘‘ reference ” in line 9. 
WEADOCK. I accept that suggestion 
amendment was ad 
Clerk read as follows: 





ound ¢c ypies are desi 
[ suggest to my friend that 


line 10and 


inessee. 





pt d. 


There shall be one document room of the Senate and one of the 
ous Representatives, to be designated, respectively, the *‘ Senate and 
cument room.’ Each shall be in charge of a superintendent, who 


» appointed the Ser 


I by sant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Door 
f the House, 


respectively, who shall also appoint the 
nul ‘of assistant Provided, That this section shall not take ef 
the sing of the Fifty-second Congress 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. 
ts which I send to the desk. 
1@ amendments were read, as follows: 
two ”’ instead of line 6, inser 





Chairman, [ offer the : nd- 


Line 2, insert ‘* one;’ nd the Cle t 


Mr. TAYLOR of ana. Mr. Chai on 

rill withdraw those amendments, and instead 
e out the entire section. 

ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the objec 
i is to abolish the Clerk’s document room of the 
louse; but there seems to be a great deal of opposition to that 
e part of some members, and if this section is struck out 

leave us just inthe position we are in now. For myself | 
think that one document room is enough for any one body, but 
some of our friends seem to prefer it the other way, and I am 

ng to leave the question to the committee. 

Mr. CLANK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 

1e chairman of the Committee on Printing, or the gentleman 
rom Indiana [Mr. COOPER], or somebody else, where 

we the whole thing? 
RICHARDSON of Tenne Just where it is. 
ir. CLARK of Missouri. If you keep: the House document 
room and then keep a Senate document room, what do you want 
with this new superintendent of documents? Whereis h 
Where does he stay? And to whom does he belong? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think, with alldeference to my friend from 
Indiana, that my colleague from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON 
is correct in advocating this provision of the bill. It abolishes 

office that I think we can very well dispense with. The sec- 

tion the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] refers to comes 
later on where there is a proposition to create an officer for the 
distribution of these documents who, under the old bill, was to 
be appointed by the President by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, but who, under this bill, is to be appointed 
the Joint Committeeon Printing. I believe that the interests 
the publie service would be advanced by abolishing this office. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask you a question now 
Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 
_ Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the idea of the gentleman from 
indiana [Mr. TAYLOR] prevails, and you keep the house docu- 
ment room and the Senate document room, and do not create 
& Superintendent of documents, does not that place this whole 
bill in a muddle from the beginning to theend? In other words, 
is not this entire bill predicated upon the idea that you are going 
to create this offiee of superintendent of documents? 


indi reflection, | 


will move to 


of this section 


that wil! 
see. 


to ver 


by 
of 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. The bili is yt prec ute 
There are about ten sections, succeedin e next sectior 
were stricker out of the old bi \ ) i not become a in 
the last Congres that are botto ‘ } iat tl 
officer will be created, but the off 0 
| Committee on Printing is not esse) oO oO 
Mr. STALLINGS. That wiil leave two H 
rooms, the Clerk’s document room, and Doo 
ment room, and then you propose to m 
Mr. McMILLIN. I did not intend to tic te the 
in advance at all, but I think the correct ) ‘ 
Clerk’s document room as proposed by my ¢ ie [Mr. RICH 
ARDSON}|. I go with him that far, but tl [ pa m} 
him, for [ would notcreate the superinter it ior the dist 
of documents that hi proposes. W sl d still t 
House document room and the Sk nate c¢ LL Pot Las \ 
now, and we should be minus the Clerk cumen ( 
dutic 3 of which can be 1S ul > ] ( or < 
Mr. TAYLOR of Ind ul L< 1D na tanci ¥ t 
keeper this House sie l ( iT ] } | 
the Senat the Secre ry nD ao 
that body. Why should in that capac 
here? Why should these < y from the ¢ k 
In the various State Legis! ( di TOL] 
are analogous to those perf ed by a sheriff inconnection w 
| @ cou he sheriff has no custody of the documents « 
court. Why sh vuld the Doorke p rot to | ly h ) 
of dox« ients properly belo j to h ( < I 
agree ith th og ntlen 1 from Tenne McMu IN a 
one document room forthe H se mightan er: butt tsho 
certainly be the Clerk’s docume ( 
Doorkeeper, should be the custod ocun 
As I understand, the Clerk’s document r of t { 
had the care of House docume time ( 
partially destroved by English troo rd dk ents fre 
time down are on file in his depar > locu t 
exceeding 7 N b] 
The entire line of t! locumen ur r down from th 
time to the present cont Why the « 
of the Clerk in this respect now holished and 
natter be put he han oO ying 
re mading to that of si ” 1d n compr ’ 
» question bei og ren « se t of M 
ol Indiana LO ce out t! S tion, i ¢ \ l l 
So the amen nt w t. 
Mr. SIMPSON | 3} ea mn ¢ hn ( 
Committee on Printing |Mr. Rick SON] to this matt 
serve 1 ine 8, of section 61, this language, ‘* This section sh 
not take effect until the closing of the Fifty-second Co 
Mr. R \RDSON of ess l 
hould | I if t 1 ¢ 
M SIMP yn | i ( 
by strik ng rl I I ird 
“The ame t wa ' { 
Mr. TAY LOR of India l mo o amen ) 
the word ‘* House” in lin of this s on a 
word ‘ rk’s,”’ so as to read, ** the Senate | Cler Loe 
roou ” 
Mr. DINGLEY. That is precis th un 
defeated, al gh parliamentarily i other f 
The au tlLo being taken on acreein to the } ame 
there were—ayes 16, ni 21 
Mr. TAY LOR of I ‘ ca 
Tel ers were not ort red. on y 8 voti " 
So the é iment Vv ‘ 
The ¢ 1 as follo 
S 62 ( r i 
rected to ap] nt a < < to said 
tenden its, and be« itorece of & De : 
He shal nera upe! sion of the « rib vil ) 
tribut | i for the s{ ialon 
Depal shall e delivered » Said D 
printed for the f the two Houses of Congress. v ; 
to the [ ing! ns of said Houses and distri 
distribution to M bers and Delezates upon their order by 
dents of the foldi rooms of the Sena ind House of R 
Mr. FITHIAN. I move to amend by striking out tl 
tion, and [ ask that the same motion apply to following s 
tions down to and including seetion 73. These are th etior 





which were stricken out of this bill in last Congress. 
matter was then fully discussed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As the gentleman fr: 





[llinois has stated, certain sections were stricken out of the bil 
on this subject in the last Congress: but this bill is not identiea 
with the billof the last Congress: and consequently his enume! 
ation of sections does not properly apply to this bill. I hav 


carefully noted the sections of this bill which should be struck 
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out if the House desires not to create the new office here pro- 
posed. [ask the gentleman to modify his motion so as to cover 
the sections which | will indicate. 

Mr. FITHIAN. What are they? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Sections 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, 
and 69. Those are the sections covering thenew clerk provided 
for in this bill, P 

A MEMBER. Is that the only new office created by the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is the only new office; 
and the bill abolishes several offices. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I suggest tothe gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. Firx- 
1AN] that all the sections embraced in the motion of the gentle- 
man from Lilinois might be readund go into the RECORD, so that 
we can see exactly what they embrace. 

Mr. FITHIAN. And then let the matter go over for to-day. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I suppose so, as it is now nearly the usual | 


time for adjournment, but on that matter I express no opinion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from ILlinois[Mr. FirHran] 
will please indicate the sections he moves to strike out. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I desire to strike out section 62 and the fol- 
lowing sections down to section 73, inclusive. I ask that these 
sections be read and that the vote on the proposition be passed 
over until we resume the consideration of the bill on another 
day. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from Illinois has moved, as 
I understand, to strike out sections 62 to 73, inclusive. I make 
the point of order that a motion can not be made to strike out 
any section until it has been read. 

Mr. FITHIAN. I have moved to strike out only section 62. 
I have asked consent that the motion be allowed to apply to 
these other sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary 
situation. Section 62 was read, after which the gentleman from 
[llinois moved to strike out that section; and then he asked 
unanimous consent that the succeeding sections down to and in- 
cluding section 73 be included in his motion. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. But he asks that the sections be read. 


The CHAIRMAN. Certainly: but if consent is given to allow | 


the motion to strike out to apply to the sections named, they 
will be read, all of them. 


Mr. FITHIAN. It isnow about the time of adjournment, Mr. | 


Chairman, and I ask that the sections be read and that they go 


into the RECORD, and this matter go over until the committee | 


takes up this bill again on some other day. 


new my request. I have carefully noted the sections applying 
to this new office, and they are the sections I have already named. 
If the gentleman from I)linois will confine his request to strik- 
ing out these sections, I think that amendment may be pending 
without objection. 

Mr. FITHIAN. If the gentleman is quite sure that he has ex- 
amined carefully and finds that these other sections do not ap- 
ply, then I will consent to it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Just the same motion was 
made, let me state, in the last Congress when this bill was up 
for consideration. It was on the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, as my colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN] will remember, and I 
was called on to state the sections of the bill which referred to 
this new officer. I stated them hurriedly, and without acareful 


examination of them at the moment, and some sections were | 


stricken out, under a misapprehension, that ought not to have 
been stricken out. It was in the hurry of the moment that 


the statement was made on which they went out of the bill. | 


But now, after a careful examination of the sections, I have enu- 
merated here the ones that relate to the new office. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. But all the sections the gentleman from | 


Illinois indicated were stricken out before. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly, but on my own 
suggestion, made inadvertently. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But I think my colleague will find that 
they all pertained to this officer or to this office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want 
this to go into the Recorp, for I am speaking now “by the | 
card,” so to speak. 

The words ‘‘superintendent of documents” are enumerated in | 
all of the sections. But we have a superintendent of documents 
already, and have had one for many years. Now, it is not nec- | 
essury to strike out all the sections in the bill because each hap- | 
pens to contain the words ‘‘ superintendent of documents,” be- 
cause that superintendent of documents referred to there is the 
one now in existence, already provided for by existing law. 

Mr. McMILLIN, But may you not give him new powers in 
these sections? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Ah! Then my colleague | 
does not want to strike him out, but to strike out the new pow- | 
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| 
| 


| I see no particular reason for printing the sections in the 


— 
—! 


OCTOBER 


ers. Now, if my colleague does not get too hurried. 
plain this so that there will be do difficulty about it. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Iam not hurried at all. We} 
day before us. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to show ¢) 
gentleman will find on examination that these paragray) 
give any new powers at all objectionable. 
| Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con 
the sections be read or printed in the RECORD, and th: 
| may go over until this subject is resumed -by the « 
| some other day. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I call for the reg 
The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the amend 
the gentleman from L[llinois to strike out section 62. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Doesthe gentlema: 

to be heard on his amendment? 

Mr. FITHIAN. No, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I only wished tos 

Mr. FITHIAN. lLunderstand the gentleman was notob 
to the section being stricken out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will notif the gent 
takes the sections I have indicated. But he refused to d 

Mr. FITHIAN. No, the gentleman misunderstands 
said I would consent if you were satisfied you were correct 
l asked that the matter be printed in the RECORD, and go. 
until the next day when the bill is taken up. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no objection to 
but wished to get into the REcoRD the facts I have stats 

Now, before concluding, and before making a motion 
I shall in a few minutes make, I wish to state that the sectior 
I mentioned alone relate to this new clerk that is provided 
section 62. The remuining sections, some of them, relate 1 
office of the superintendent of documents. Now, if the se 
indicated are stricken out, I have prepared three or fow 
tions, which I have in my hand, to substitute for them. If t 
sections are stricken out, all that are enumerated by my friend 
from Illinois, it will leave no provision in this bill for the dis 
tribution of the surplus documents in the basement of the ( 
tol and in the bureaus and Departments of the Government. 

Now, if you strike out all of the-e sections, there will b 
provision in his bill for their distribution. which is very e 
estly desired by every new member of this House, certainly, and 
by old members as well. 

Now, I have selected the sections which ought to go out, if y 


|} do not want this distribution as provided for in the bill, a: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, I re- | 7 


you will strike them out, and then take the new sections whi 
[ have carefully prepared as a substitute for them, there will bi 
a method for the immediate distribution of these surplus docu 
ments, so much desired by all of us. 

In other words, if my friend will indulge me for a mom 


| have tried, in preparing the new sections, to fit them honestly 


to the new or changed condition of the bill as it will exist aft 
this new officer is refused by the House, if he is refused. 

Mr. FITHIAN. If the gentleman will permit me, I will sug- 
gest that he let the sections that have moved to strike out 
be printed in the RecorD, together with his substitute, and let 
the whole matter go over until the next legislative day. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will not object to t 


hat. 
ORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi {MM 


| WILLIAMS] demanded the regular order. 


Mr. RICHARDSON ‘of Tennessee. If I may be indulged for: 
moment, these sections which it is proposed to strike out, are 








printed in the bill itself in a much larger and more legible type 
than they will appear in if printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. FITHIAN. The substitute is not printed, however. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will have that printed, 


| if it is desired. 


Mr. FITHIAN. Then let it be printed. 
Mr. McMILLIN. And I submit that when these sections are 
reached they will go in the RECORD anyway, and they might as 


| well go in now as later, because that will give us an opportunity 


to see them. { 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to tha 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, this seems to be a 


| very important matter, which ought not to be considered 50 


hastily as it would necessarily have to be if the vote was t 
at this time. I therefore move that the committee do no 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Let us first get tl 
things printed. Withdraw your motion for a moment. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. [ will withdraw it for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Then, Mr. Chairm n, I 
will ask that the sections indicated by the gentleman from Llli- 
nois [Mr. FITHIAN] be printed, and immediately iollowing them 
the proposed substitute. 





The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentlemen again indicate the 


umbers of the sections.. 
"Mr. The gentleman from IIli- 


ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. i ieman trom ili 
nois |Mr. FITHIAN] asks to strike out sections 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 
47. 68, 69, 70, 71, 72, and 73. Let those sections be printed in the 
eecorD. Then I ask, in addition to that, that there be printed 

. the RECORD the sections which, if they are stricken out, I 


il offer as a substitute for those sections, which substitute 
‘des for the distribution of these surplus documents by our 
officers, by our Doorkeeper and the Secretary of the Sen- 

st as we now distribute documents. It does not provide 

f - their distribution by the superintendent of documents in the 

ior Department at all, or by any new officer, but by our own 

cers, under the old method. 

lhe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee| Mr. RicH- 
pSON] asks unanimous consent that ions 62 to 73, inclusive, 

Is there objection? 


; sec 
he printed in the RECORD. 
There was no objection. 


The sections referred to are as follows: 

















Spc. 62. The Joint Committee on Printing is hereby aut ed and di 
ted to appoint a clerk to said t< ttee, Who uD ntend 
nt of documents, and be entitled to 1 ‘ive a rv o r al m 
He shall have per the distribut Liof tocuments 
and to his custody shall be nmitted a iments subject to distribution 
excepting those printed for the special official use of the Executive Depart 
i which shall be delivered to said Departments, and tho rit for 
the use of the two Houses of Congress, Which shall be delivered to the fold 
ing ms of said Houses and dist ited or delivered ready for distribution 
to Members and Delegates upon their order by the superintendents of the 
folding rooms of the Senate and House of Representatives 
Src. 63. When desired all orders for the distributio f documents by Sen- 
a Representatives, or Delegates Who may so request, and orders from 
Departments shall be sent to the superintendent of documents on franked 
or other labels, or in lists, which shall be kept confidential, and which shall 
give the name and address of each and every party to whom documents 















ordered sent; and it shall be the duty of the superintendent of documents 
to establish such a system of registration by card index, or otherwise, as 
will prevent duplication in the distribution of documents, and suchasystem 
of notification by mail as will mos fectually secure the reception of docu- 


ments by parties in whose behalfthey are ordered: Provided, That when the 
same document is ordered sent to the same party by two members of Con- 
gress or Departments, the sender whose order is last received shall be noti- 
fied of the fact that said order is a duplicate and it shall not be executed, ex 
cept upon further special order. 

Exchanges of documents among members of Congress shall, upon their 
request, be made by the superintendent of documents, or by the superin 
tendents of the folding rooms of the respective Houses; and accounts of such 
exchanges shall be kept by them. 

Sxc. 64. The superintendent of documents is also charged with the sale of 
public documents, except as herein otherwise provided; and all documents 
hitherto published for sale by other officesof theGovernmentshall be turned 
overtohim. He is hereby authorized to sell any publication of the Gov 
ernment at cost, as estimated by the Public Printer, and based upon print 
ing from stereotyped plates, excepting old and rare volumes, which shall be 
sold at an appraised value, to be determined by the superintendent of docu 
ments, the Public Printer, and the Librarian of Congress, acting as a com 
mission for this purpose; but only one copy of any document shall be sold 
to the same individual, excepting inthe caseof libraries or schools, by which 
additional copies are desired for separatedepartments thereof. Allmoneys 
received from the sale of documents shall be covered into the Treasury 
monthly and placed to the credit of the general fund for public printing. ~ 

Sec. 65. The superintendent of documents shall, at the close of each regu 
lar session of Congress, prepare and publish a comprehensive index of pub- 
lic documents, beginning with the Fifty-second Congress, upon such plan as 
shall be approved by the Joint Committee on Printing; and the Public 
Printer shall, immediately upon its publication, deliver to him a copy of 
each and every document printed by the Government Printing Office: and 
the head of each of the Executive Departments, Bureaus, and offices of the 
Government shall deliver to him a copy of each and every document issued 
or published by such Department, Bureau, or office not confidential in its 
character. He shall also prepare and print in one volume a consolidated 
index of Congressional documents, and shall index such single volumes of 
documents as the Joint Committee on Printing shall direct. 

Sec. 66. The superintendent of documents shall report annually to Con- 
gress the number of documents received by him from the Public Printer, ana 
the disposition made of the same; the aggregate number of volumes, orders 
for the distribution of which have been received from each House of Con 
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gress; the number of copies of each document sold by him, and the price per | 


copy, and also the number of employés in his office, the duties assigned, and 
wages paid them. 

Src. 67. Upon the appointment ofthe superintendent of documents the ot- 
fice of the superintendent of documents in the Department of the Interior 
shall be abolished. Theclerks and employés of said office shall be trans 
ferred to the office of the superintendent of documents herein established, 
and shall remain until their successors shall be appointed: Provided. That 
their salaries shall continue to be paid by the disbursing officer of the De- 
partment of the Interior from the appropriations already made, until other 
provision for said salariessha!lbe made. The superintendent of documents 
shall appoint all employés of his office authorized by Congress. 

Sgc. 68. All official correspondence of the superintendent of documentsand 
all ge to the same shall be entitled to free transmission by mail, and he 
shall be entitled to frank publicdocuments: Provided, That in the transmis 
sion of such mail matter envelopes, labels, or postal cards are used on which 
the name of the office and the penalty clause are printed. 

Sec. 69. The Public Printer is hereby authorized and directed, upon the 
requisition of the superintendent of documents, to furnish such blanks and 
to do such printing and binding as are required by his office, the cost of the 
same to be charged against the appropriation for printing and binding for 
Congress. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, Doorkeeper of the ‘House, and the 
Public Printer shall provide convenient office, storage, and distributing 
rooms for the use of the superintendent of documents 

Sec. 70. All documents at present remaining in charge of the several Ex 
ecutive Departmonts, Bureaus, and offices of the Government not required 
for official nse shall be delivered to the superintendent of documents, and 
hereafter »}! public documents accumulating in said Departments, Bureaus, 
and offices iot needed for official use shall be annually turned over to the 
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superintendent of documents for <\istribution or sale. The Secret und 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Clerk and Doorkeeper of t! : 
shall cause an invoice to be made of all books stored in and about the i- 
tol other than those belonging to the quota of membe of Congre and 
Delegates and to the Senate library; and all such documents, unless 
to be retained by the chairman of committees by which they have een 
stored, shall be transferred to the superintendet ) cuments for 
bution and sale, as provided in this act,and such invoicing and t e 
shall be made annually hereafter 
Where, in the division among Senators, Representatives, and De t 
extra copies of documents ited f the tise of Cor : t re ‘ 
remainder beyond the nt of 25 to each House of ¢ tt + 
beyond 25 shall be turned over by the ndents fold , 
to the superintendent of documents for on I e \ r 
the ov ns of this law Al uments del ed t e 
f rom imulations thet in the I 
cer he two Houses, shall be “dd 
libra sfor tl ! pose of rok 
1 I 1 librari ve n ed Vv 
Ss i i l too i pat Ww 1 . 
e lit \ ate re ntit in » 
l th I 1 the l 
iS lar I in in i 
( r 
ol Lca eofG I } Dp atior 
) le t I 
pl ) i rf ’ , 
( gress a in Cc ESSI \ \ 
I ted d the m rin i 
i ts yofe l sha ) sre and 
fo ibuti te | @, 2.000 p ule I 
tions ied ing the yea vin ’ yfea 
I 2% When extra nu +1 
oO ( ress el ! 
un ’ tol ‘ vor 
Ww t eX I i 
ee 10) pe ‘ wn 5 i 
pe cde iments to I ) 
ve ‘ l n 1b} Ww sn 
ni s depos ‘ é ) ‘ 
Re n and Dele 
I perinten documents shall th hly inve 
( i ul libraries that re now designated 1 i 
ever he u ‘rtain that the number of OKS in an 1 libra 
than ibrar oa low one thousand, other tha ve i 
licat n I ha -ased to be ma t ne sap i es 
the rom the list, and the Senator, Rep mba r D ‘ 
designate another depository that sha eett mditions herein 
The CHAIRMAN. The eman from ‘Tenness« t 
RICHARDSON] also asks thatec substitute sections wh 
states he will offer if these sections are stricken out, be printed 
in the RecorpD. Is there objection to that request? 
There was no objection. 
The sections referred to by Mr. RICHARDSON of Ter 
are as follows 
In place of tion 64 substitute the following 
Sec. 64. The superintendent of documents is he thori 
at cost any publ document in his char the distribution of wh 
herein specifical Lirec s1id cost to be estimat the Publ 
and based upon printing from stereotyped plate nly one 
document shall be sold to ‘Same person, excepting libra 5 or 
Ww la tional! copies > desired irat lepart. it 
whenever any officer of the Governme iaVing in hi large doc 
lished for sale shall desire to be re of thesame, heis hereby auti ized 
to turn them over to the superintendent of documen vho shall sive 
and sell them provisions of this section All moneys r ived m 
the f doc ll be covered into the Treasury uuarterly wed 
to the credit he general fund for public printing, and the supert: t 
of documents shall port annually the number of copies of eac 
document sold by him, and the price of the same. He all also r 
nually the number of documents received by him and the disposition m e 
of the same 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This section is impo 


tant, as it affords opportunity to secure documents on the prt 
of those who prefer to buyrather than beg. It also encourages 
the sale of documents, and in its results will go far toward de 
fraying the expenses of the office of the superintendent of docu- 
ments. 

Also 


Amend section 65 by striking out allafter the word 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thecomprehensive inde 
provided for in this section will include all Congressional! do 
ments. Furthermore, the superintendent of documents wil 

under the direction of the Joint Committee on Printing 
This is one of the important sections of the entire bill d 
by all means be oe 


character,” inline 12 


be 


should by retained he ind for which i 
vides is almost an imperative necessity, if public documents are 
to serve in largest measure the purpose for which they ar 


The librarians of the « 





printed. sOuntry are unanimous in their 
nanl for a ‘ : . 
appeal for such an index. 
Also — 
Strike out section 70 and substitute in its place three sections, as fol 
(se 3 68, 69, 70): 
SI The Secretary and Sers nate a 
and Doorkeeper of the House of Rey é ani 
made all public documents stored ir Ca 
those belonging to the quota of me Con 
Library of Congress and the Senate and ul i 
1ents shall by the superintendents, r« é 
folding rooms be put to the credito nators,. R Ve ati 4 
gates of the present Congress, in quantit jual in the number « es 


and as nearly as possible in value, to each member of C 


L : mgress, a id 
| documents shall be distributed upon the orders of 1ators, Representa 
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tives, and Delegates, each of Whom shall be supplied by the superintendents 
of the folding rooms with a list of the number and character of the publica- 
tions thus put to his credit Provided, That before said apportionment is 
made copies of any of these documents desired for the use of committees of 
the Seuate or House shall be delivered to the chairmen of such committees: 


And provided further, That four copies of each and all leather-bound docu- 
ments shall be reserved and carefully stored, to be used hereafter in supply- 
ing deliciencies in the Senate and House libraries caused by wear or loss. 

69. All documentsat present remaining in charge of the several Ex- | 
ecutive Departments, bureaus, and offices of the Government not required 
for official use shall be delivered to the superintendent of documents, and 
hereafter all public documents accumulating in said Departments, bureaus, 


and ofices 
superintendent of documents for distribution or sale. 

“Sno. 70. Where, in the division among Senators, Represents 
Delegates of extra copies of documents printed for the use of Congr 
Shall be a remainder beyond the number of 25 to each House of Congress, 
the surplus beyond 25 shall be turned over by the superintendents of the 
folding-rooms to the superintendent of documents for distribution and sale 
by him under the provisions of this law. All documents delivered to the 
superintendent of documents from accumulations thereof in the Executive 
Departments, or received from officers of the two Houses, shall be distributed 
by him, first to public and school libraries for the purpose of completing 
broken sets; ‘cond, to public and school libraries that have not been sup- 
plied with any portion of such sets; and third, to other parties, which per- 
sons and libraries shall be named to him by Senators, Rep 
Delegates in Congress; and in this distribution the super 
ments shall see that as far as possible an equal allowance 
member of Congress.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Section 68 has for its ob- 
ject the distribution at once of the vast accumulations of old 
documents at the Capitol, which at present serve no good pur- 
pose whatever, but which occupy room needed for other uses. 
They are to be distributed as are all other documents published 
for the Senate and the House, by the superintendents of the 
folding rooms. If, however, members of Congress do not avail 
themselves of their privileges by July 1, 1894, these documents 
are to go to the superintendent of documents, Interior Depart- 
ment, to be distributed to libraries. It is believed that nine 
months is fully sufficient to enable every Senator and Represent- 
ative to take action in this matter, and as it is important that 
the documents in question be distributed without unnecessary 














is made to each 


delay, it is thought best that what are left on July 1, 1894, should | 
go to the superintendent of documents for the use of libraries. | 


Section 69 transfers to the superintendent of documents all 
surplus accumulations of documents in the several Executive 
Departments and makes them available for immediate use, and 
also relieves the Departments of the trouble and expense of 
storage. 

Section 70 has for its object the prevention in the future of 
accumulations of documents at the Capitol and the making of 
the surplusage immediately available for distribution, in the 
main to libraries. It will be observed that the naming of par- 
ties to recoive these documents is left entirely to members of 
Congress. ’ 

[ move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Dockery, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 2650) pro- 
viding for the public printing and binding and the distribution 
of public documents, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


OORRECTION OF A BILL. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker, in the bill H. R. 2002 a 
slight typographical error was made in the printing. The bill 
has not been enrolled or sent to the Senate. In line 19, on page 
2, the word *‘ for” should be “force.” Task unanimous consent 
to make that correction. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that mo- 
tion to give me the opportunity to get a resolution considered, 
providing for printing for the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
tion for that purpose. 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cum- 
MINGS] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of | 
a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be, and is hereby, author- 
ized to have printed and bound such documents and papers for the use of 
said committee as it may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects 
considered or to be considered by this committee during the Fifty-third 
Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- | 
tleman from New York [Mr. CUMMINGS] for the present consid- 
eration of this resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
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not needed for official use shall be annually turned over to the | 


‘sentatives, and | 
endent of docu- | 
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‘, 
And then, on motion of Mr. RICHARDSON (at 4 o% 
| 55 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, V 
| day, October 18, 1893, at 12 o'clock noon. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills wi ) 
| committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
| mittee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Clain 
(H. R. 2717) for the relief of George McAlpin, to repay 
moneys unlawfully collected from him by the Uni 
(Report No. 52. 
By Mr. MCLAURIN, from the same committee: 
| Ri. 2221) for the relief of John A. Lynch. (Report N 
| 3y Mr. HERMANN, from the same committee: A bi 
| 899) for the relief of Henry Judge, of Ashland, Orego 
port No. 114. 
By Mr. HOUK of Ohio, from the Committee on Pe 
bill (H. R. 1868) for the relief of Addison M. Copen 
| No, 115.) 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, a petition was adversely r 
and laid on the table, as follows: 
By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the Committee on War Clai 
petition for the relief of William T. White. (Report No. ! 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War ¢ 
| was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 441) 


the relief of Walter W. Vezeay, and the same was referred 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H.R. 4015) in aid of the World’s Fair 
Prize Winners’ Exposition, to be held at New York City—to tha 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HARTER: A bill (H. R. 4016) to repeal the 10-per-cen- 
tum tax upon the circulating notes of State banks—to the Con 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HOUK of Ohio: A bill (H.R. 4017) for the reinstat 
ment of clerks dismissed from the Railway Mail Service betwee: 
the 15th day of March and the Ist day of May, 1889—to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4123) to increase the number of the Records 
of the War of the Rebellion to be published and distributed 





to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 4122) to amend an 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4 
1887—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 4125) to extend to the 


| officers and committee clerks of the Senate and House of R¢ 
resentatives the privilege of sending official mail matter fr 
| through the mails—to the Committee on the 


Post-Office : 
Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the followin 
titlen were presented and referred as follows: 
3y Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (EL R. 4018) to compensate 
Baptist Church at Helena, Ark., for destruction of its buildi 


é | during the late war by the Federal Army—to the Committe: 
{ will withdraw the mo-} War Claims. 


By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H.R. 4019) for the relief of A 


| fred B. Carter—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) for the relief of William J. Bishop 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) for the relief of Pearsou C. Montgo 


| ery, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H.R. 4022) for the relief of F. A. Jones, admin 
trator of R. S. Jones, deceased,of Shelby County, Tenn.—to tl 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) for the relief of Nicolla Malatesta, 0 


| Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Aliso, a bill (H.R. 4024) for the relief of S. L. Carpenter, 0 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) for the relief of Mary R. Kirkpatrick 
of Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
under the act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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\iso. a bill (H.R.4026) for the relief of Finess E. Wirt, of | Also, a bill (H.R. 4 058 for the relief of J. J. Bailey, 
Fay tte County, oe —to the Committee on War Claims. _| County, Tenn. to the ( ommittee on War Claims 
* } iso, a bill (H. R. 4027) for the relief of Andrew J. Ballard, of Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) for the relief of Joseph A 
Fayette County, T ae the Committee on War Claims. _ ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims, 
“Also. a bill (A. R. 4028) for the relief of estate of B. B. Nevill Also, a bi H. R. 4060 the relief of Mary E. Ke 
a ed, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War | of Shelby County, Tenn. tothe Comm 1 War Claims 
ae ’ = Also, a bill i R. 1 ul r { I 
“ ‘a bill (H. R. 4029) for the relief of the estate of James | Synodical College of Tennesse to the ¢ 
Di son, deceased, late of Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the | Claims. s = 
Cc nittee on War Claims. \lso, a bill (H. R. 4062) for t relic 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4030) for the relief of the estate of Henry E. sof Marcus Holbrook, dec d.of S y ¢ 
cilis. of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War t Committee on W 
C] 1S. ALSO, ill I R i >) if D) ( \ > 
“A lao, @ Dill (H. R. 4031) for the relief of the estate of Andrew | to the Committee on Pensions. 
B. Conley, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- Al », a bill H. H. 4064) for the relief of T. D. T 
mittee on War Claims. administrator of John G. Thurman, of 3S! y Ue ty, T 
Also, a bill (A. R. 4032) for the relief of Henry M. Green, of | tot Committee on War Claims. 
Fay te County, arom —to the Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) for the relief of A. M. Ap 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) for the relief of the heirs of Charles | ministrator of A. J. Newsom, l, of ( 
Michie, Sean late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- | County, Tenn.—to the ‘ ittee on War 
mittee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. }) for 1 of of « of S va \ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4034) for the relief of the estate of Nancy J. | to the Committee on War Claims. 
Carr, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Com1 ittee Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) for the rel r nas S. ¢ 
on w Claims. administrator of John H. M d, Fay ( 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) for the relief of Ellen Savage, admin- | Tenn.—to Committee on War ¢ 
istratrix of T. H. O’Donnell, deceased, late of Shelby County, | \lso, a bill (HH. R. 4068) f he rel 1H y 
Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. ministrator of Benjamin F. Cash, She ) y,1 : O 1 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4036) for the relief of F. A. Jones, adminis- due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1 
trator of R. S. Jones, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn.—tothe | the Committee on War Claims 


Committee on War Claims. 0, a “Dill H. R. 4069) for the relief of A. M. Applew 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) for the relief of the estate of Julius | administrator of A. J. Newsom, deceased, of Collierville, Sl] 
Walker, deceased, of Memphis, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the | County, Tenn. a the Committee on War Clain 











Committee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) for the relief of the estate of James ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of Mrs. W. A. Scott, of | Anderson, of She iby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on W 
Hardeman County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. | Claims. * 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) for the relief of Eliza A. Swift, of Fay- | Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) for the relief of estate of Jan 
ette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. ell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 4040) for the relief of J. W. Simmons, of Fay- Also, a bill (H. R. 4072) for the relief of Wilkin Thomas, of 
ette A ae Tenn.—to the C ommittee on War Claims. | Shelby County, Tenn.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 
» bi i] (H. R. 4041) for the relief of estate of George W.! Also, a bill (H.R. 4073) for the relief of Robert Tally, of Shelb 
Rec ves, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- | er Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
tee on War Claims. so, a bill (H. R. 4074) for the relief of William G. Provine 
Also, a pill (H. R. 4042) for the relief of James A. Richardson, | ihe Datteatan of James pe Provine, deceased, Memphis, Te 
administrator of Ezekiel T. Keel, of Shelby County, Tenn., as | to the Committee on War Claims. 
found due by the Court of Claims under the act March 3, 1883— Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) ) for the relief of I. A. Be 
to the Committee on War Claims. ministrator of Cl: aib< rn “Del ‘loach, of Memphis, Tenn 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen P. Malloy, | Committee on Claims. 
of Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims \lso, a bill (H.R. ‘0 176) for the relief of T. D. Thurman, 
under the act March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. | istrator of John G. Thurman, of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) for the relief of the estate of Mathew | Committee on War Claims. 
Brown, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Commit- Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) for the relief of Mrs. Fredonia Knight, 
tee on War Claims. | administratrix of Joseph T. Knight, deceased, of Hardeman 
Also, a bill (H.R. 4045) for the relief of John Warren, admin- | County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
istrator of the estate of James Panky, deceased, Hardeman} Also,a bill (H. R. 4078) for the relief of Lucy FE. Dowdy, 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on W — Claims. | Fayette County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claim 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4046) to refer the claim against the United | der the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Clai 
States of Nancy E. Dickens, of Bolivar, Hardeman County, Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) for the relief of Mrs. Ann K 
Tenn., to the Court of Claims—tothe Committeeon War Claims. | ministratrix of John Kannell, deceased, late of S Cc 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4047) for the relief of S. R. Timberlake, | Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of Man 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) for the relief of the estateof Dudley G. Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) for relief of Martha A. Be 
Johnson, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Com- | istratrix—to the Committee on War Claims. 
mittee on War Claims. |} <Also,a bill (H. R. 4081) for the relief of Mary E. M 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) for the relief of E. C. Oakley, adminis- | ministratrix of H. H. Mette, deceased, of Memphis, Tenn., as 
trator of W. H. Neal, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.— | found due by Seen rt of Claims und Le a M 13,188 
to the Committee on War Claims. | to the Committee « 0 aa r Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4050) for the relief of Sarah A. Etchevarne \1s0, bill H. 82) for the relief of James M. Flinn, 
to the Committee on War Claims. | Shelby Con nty, em 1,23 found « lue by the Courtof Claim 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) for the relief of the estate of Leander | the act of Marcl 1 3, 1883—to the C 01 nmitt on War Clai1 
Black, deceased, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Commit- | \lso, a bill FE, it. 4083) for the relief of J. B. B ack 
tee on War Claims. nistrator of Harvey S. Williams, dece of She rCo 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) for the relief of John A. Farley, of | Tenn., as found due by the Court of Clain n di r the act of 
Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. | 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (A. R. 4053) for the relief of the estate of Daniel Also, a bill (1. R. 4084) for the relief of Thomas S. G 
Lake, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. | administrator of Darling Allen, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) for the relief of the estate of Stephen | Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under act 





A. Norton. deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Com- | 3, 1883—to the Committee on War | ; 

mittee on War Claims. Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) for the relief of J. and J. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) for relief of Ed. Tarry, administrator | Shelby County, Tenn., as found due byt Courtof Claims u 

of Mary 8. Hunt, deceased, Tipton County, Tenn.—to the Com- | the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Clain 








mittee on War Clrims. \lso, a bill (H. R. 4086) for the relief John D. 1 y, oO 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4056) for the relief of Samuel Tate—to the | Hardeman County, Tena.—to the Committee on War Claims 
Committee on War Claims Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) for the relief o cranes is J. Graves, of 
Also, a bill (H.R. 4057) for the relief of Sarah L. McLemore, | Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
administratrix of John C. McLemore, deceased, Shelby County, | \lso, a bill (H. R. 4088) for the relief “of Thomas J. Gr: 


Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 'of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (HH. 


4089) for the relief of Thomas 8S. Galiaway, 


administrator of John H. Mebane, deceased, of Fayette County, 


Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
\lso, a bill (H. i. 4990) for the relief Thomas C. 
nittee on War Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 4091) for the relief of Leger Restle 

mmittee on War Claims, 
Also, a bill (H. I 
uty, Tenn.—to the Committee on W or Claims. 
bill (H. R. 4093) for the relief of the 


Jones 


lece, of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) for the relief of Benjamin 1 
‘ayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 4120) for th. 
Daniel Kaylor, of Hamilton County, Tenn.—to the Com 


| War Claims. 


to the | 


t. 4092) for the relief of T. J. Waller, of Fay- 
| erseae the pension of Willia.a Brown 
agrange Synodi- | 


o, a bill (H. R. 4094) for the relief of the estate of Mathew | 


own, of Shelby County, Tenn,—to the Com 

Lims. 

\lso, a bill (H. R.4095) for the relief of H. 

rator of John Kincaid, of Corinth, Miss., formerly of Fayette 
ounty, ‘Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. Rt. 4096) for the relief of Jacob Glenn, of Mer 
phis, She P3 County, Tenn.—to the Commiitee on Wi ar Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of M. V. Dal 
tratrix seo ison R. Dalton, dece 
as found due by the Court of Clai 
1883—to the Committee on War ( 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) for the relief of Fayette J 
Fayette County, Tenn., asfound due by the Court of Claimsunder 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War c Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. ®. 4099) for the relief of Washington East, of 
Shelby County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims 
inder the actof March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (1. R. 4000) for the relief of Joseph Townsend, admin- 
istrator of Peter Townsend, deceased, of Tipton County, Tenn., 
as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
I888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) fow the relief M. 
trator of Joseph T. Abernathy, deceased, of Fayette County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of ( ‘laims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a dill (H. R. 4102) for the relief of Edward J. Tucker, of 
ayette County, Tenn.,asfound due by the Courtof Claims under 
the act of March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4103) for the relief of Mary E. Bates, ad- 
rinistratrix of James K. Bates, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4104) for the relief of Abner East, of Shelby 
County, Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1883—-to Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) for the relief of C. F. Beezley, admin- 
istrator of John C. Lanier, deceased, late of Shelby County, 
Tenn., as found due by the Court of Claims under the act of 
March 3, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4106) for the relief of S. E. Green, executor 
of A. P. Green, deceased, of Hamilton County, Tenn., as found 
due by the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) for the relief of H. L. Thomas, admin- 
istrator of B. R. Thomas, deceased, of Shelby County, Tenn., as 
found due by the ‘Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 
1883—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4108) for the relief of Richard Love, admia- 
istrator of D. W. McKenzie, deceased, Jate of Fayette County, 
Tenn.,as found due by the Court of Claims under the actof March 
3, 1888—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) for the relief of the estate of George 
M. Lioyd, of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41010) for the relief of J. W. Jefferson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (AH. R. 4111) for the reliefof W. J. Smith and D. M. 
W isdom—to the Committee on Claims. 


Tenn., 


> 


sed, of Shelby County, 
ms under the: 
‘laims. 


ict of 


\lso, a bill (H. R. 4112) for the relief of R. D. Beckley and Leon | , 
| should be a quorum present at this extraordinary hour. 


Howard—to the Committee oa Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4113) for the relief of the Overton Hotel Com- 
pany, of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) for the relief of William H. Nowland, 
of Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) for the relief of J. J. Murphy, of Shelby 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4116) for the relief of William C. Postal, of 
Memphis, Shelby County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) for the relief of William J. Bishop, of 
Fayette ¢ nea ; ee the Committee on War Claims. 

Aliso, a bill (H. 
Memphis, Tenn. = the Committee on War Claims. 


A. Gober, adminis- | 





mittee on War | 


C, Kineaid, admin- | 


| praying that their war claims be referre: 


ton, admin- | 
March 38, | 
.P ulliam, of | 


| the Committee 


| for the unconditional repeal of th 





4118) for the relief of Arthur Connell, of | swered to their names. No quorum is present. 


| Gorman, 


By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4121) fo 
J. F. Duvall—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H.R. 4 
to the Commit 
valid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rul » XXII, the See ea ase ene A 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
ALEXANDER: Petitions of George R. Frenc 


| tiry of Seamen’s Friend Society, of Wilmington, and o 
iv 


both of North ¢ 


1 to the Court o 
the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com 
far Claims. 

By Mr. SWANSON: Memorial to widen the chann 
Hampton Roads to Norfolk Navy-Yard—to the Commi 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COMMINGS: Paper toaccompany House bill 
on the Post-Olfic | 


W. Foster, of New Hanover County, 


ind Post-Roads. 

HITT: Petition of 22 citizens of Carroll Cou 

» silver-purchase law 

to the Committee on Coi 


By Mr 


appointment of a commissicn 


| Weights, and Measures. 


By Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana: 
of Muncie, ind., 


Petition of glass-bottle v 
for retention of present duties on ae bottl 


to the Committee on W vys and Means. 


By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Edmond M. Ives—to the 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of West Virginia: Petition of Catherine 
White for estate of Isaac W. White, late of Randolph County, 
W. Va., praying that his war claim be referred to the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 


|} mittee on War Claims. 


SENATE, 
October 18, 


[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17. 1893.) 


WEDNESDAY, 1893. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session 
The Chair lays before the Senate a letter from the Secretury of 
the Treasury— 

Mr. MORGAN. 
dent— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will lay before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, which will be 
read by the Secretary. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam inclined tothink that under Rule III no 
business can be done of any kind—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Very well; the Chair recog 
the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HARRIS. No business can be done until the proposition 
to = the Journal has been disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair accepts the sugg 
of the Senator from Tennessee. The Senator from Alab: 
will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, [have not much to add to wh 
[ said yesterday on the subject of the motion to amend the Jo 
nal. I desire, however, to call attention to one of those half 


truths 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 


The question under consideration, Mr. Presi- 


If I may interrupt the Senator, I think the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Bate, Hill, Peffer, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hoar, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Davis, Irby, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Dolph, Lindsay, Piatt, Washburn, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Power, White, La. 
Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Roach, Wolcott. 
Gallinger, Morgan, Smith, 
Murphy, Stewart 
Harris, Palmer, Teller, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-three Senators have an- 
What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 





ae 
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After some delay Mr, CULLOM, Mr. PRoctTor, Mr. MoMIL- 
LAN, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. SHOUP, Mr. DIXON, Mr. STOCK- 
BRIDGE, Mr. COKE, Mr. RANSOM, and Mr. HAWLEY entered the 
Chamber and answered to their names. 

AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10:150’clock). Forty-three Sen- 
ators have answered to their names. A quorum is present. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
DoLPH] toamend the Journal of the proceedings of Monday. 
The Senator from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, to ascertain exactly the mer- 
its of the question raised by the proposition of the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. DoLPH| about the Journal of the proceedings of yes- 
terday, | desire to read in succession the rule of the House and 
the rule of the Senate on this question, so that it may be seen 
how very differently we are situated to-day from what the House 
was at the time a law was passed the validity of which was sub- 
sequently questioned in consequence of the fact that a quorum 
was alleged not to have been present in the House at the time 
of the passage of that act. I refer to the case which the Senator 
from New York [Mr. HILL] quoted yesterday. I will first read 
the ruleof the Senate. It has been read several times, but I de- 
sire to put them on record in juxtaposition: 


RULE V. 


|. No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate without 
eave. 

, 2. If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall 
be raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presiding Of 
ficer shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce 
the result, and these proceedings shall be without debate. 

3. Whenever upon such roll callit shall be ascertained that a quorum is 
not present, a inajority of the Senators present may direct the Sergeant-at 
Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attendance of the ab 
PY Senators, Which order shall be determined without debate; and pending 
its execution, and until a quorum shall be present, no debate nor motion, 
except to adjourn, shall be in order. 





Those are the only rules of the Senate that bear directly upon 
the question. There aresome others that bear incidentally upon 
it, but not so as to affect the ruling that was made by the tempo- 
rary occupant of the chair yesterday. Rule XV of the House of 


Representatives, upon which the decision of the Supreme Court | 


was based, reads as follows: 

On the demand of any member or at the suggestion of the Speaker, the 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the Hall of the House who 
do not vote, shall be voted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and re 
ported tothe Speaker, with the names of the members voting, and be counted 
and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business. 

If the Senate had ever adopted the fifteenth rule that was 
adopted by the House after such a long and anxious opposition, 
then I am not prepared to say that the ruling of the temporary 
occupant of the Chair yesterday would be correct; but the Sen- 
ate have never adopted that rule and I trust they never will. | 
believe that they have no constitutional power to adopt it. In 
that belief I am fortified by at least the opinion of the Demo- 
cratic members of the House of Representatives who continued 
along struggle of opposition against the adoption of this fif- 
teenth rule upon constitutional grounds, they claiming that the 
rights of their constituency were infringed by the rule, and that 
it placed in the hands of one man an arbitrary power which 
broke down the independence of the Representatives and com- 
pelled them to sit by, if they were unwilling to vote upon a prop- 
osition, and to have their votes recorded in the affirmative on 
the passage of a bill, no matter what their opinions were, no 
matter how strongly they objected to being thus called up; and 
by the mere force of the majority were compelled to commit 
themselves one way or the other upon a proceeding on a bill 
which they considered to be entirely unconstitutional. 

I will suppose a case under that rule. I[ will suppose that a 
quorum is present in the House of Representatives, and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives by looking over and 
counting the gentlemen who are present, all of whom he knows 
personally and is able personally to identify (which is not 
always the case by any means, but I will suppose that that state 
of facts exists), declares that a quorum is present and a bill is 
put upon its passage. ‘Two votes are recorded upon the call of 
the yeas and nays in favor of it and one vote is recorded against 
it; and thereupon the Speaker of the House, a quorum not hav- 
ing answered upon the roll call, directs the Clerk to enter upon 
the Journal the names of the members who are present who de- 
cline to vote and who remain merely silent. 

Now, upon a question involving anythingsmall or great, but 
more particularly a question involving some great interests of 
the whole country and a question involving the constitutional 
rights and powers of the Congress of the United States to pass 
the bill that is then before the body, will any man be heard to 
say that two votes could pass that bill against one negative be- 
cause the President of the Senate or the Speaker of the House 








| been silent, and by their silent n 


of Representatives chose to make the Clerk record the fact that 
a quorum was present? 

That tests, Mr. President, and it tests in a proper way, too, the 
value of the proposition so frequently urged and so forcibly and 
earnestly advocated here as to whether a bare majority of a quo- 
rum have the right to pass any bill they choose to pass against 








the negative of all the body, except three men, two voting in the 
aftirmative and one in the negative. 

Now, will it be said that that is anextreme case? It can not 
be led an extreme case, because when you depart from the 
principle that a quorum must be present to do business by the 
assent of the men who are thore to appear asa quorum to do busi 
ness, it makes no difference what the numbers may be; after we 
pass that principle it is not tested by the number of persons who 
may vote yea or nay. 

[f it is to be tested by that fact, then if you come down to the 
absurd proposition which I have just stated, t! a bill « y 
great import to the country is p by two votes against one, 
you have the exhibition of the fail , the utter failure, of gov 
ernment in the sense in which government represents the peo- 
ple of the United States, and has always done it, and must 
always do it; that is to say, a government that is in some sense 
responsive to the will of the people. Two men or three n out 
of a silent quorum present in the Senate or in the House can not 
claim for themselves that they represent the majority of the 
American people or that they represent any majority wh ver 
in the constitutional sense of ability to pass laws and fasten them 
upon the country. 

[ refer to this because this question is coming up later and we 
shall have to meet it in some form or other, as I see the old con- 
troversy will be renewed here and the bsttle that has raged now 
for a hundred years upon this question will have to be fought 
overagain. It can not be rashly intruded into this case for the 
purpose of carrying intoexecution the clamor of a few men in 
the Senate, not supported by the people of the United States, in 
favor of the sudden and immediate repeal of a portion of the 
Sherman act and the re®nactment of the rest of it. It will not 
come up just in this particular juncture; but it has to come, and 
when it does come I hope the enlightened statesmen around me 


who can see nothing in power at all except the ability to crush 
out opposition, will consider the case I have just stated, and ask 
themselves the question whether two men out of a quorum can 
pass the most important bill that is before the Senate as against 
one vote in the negative when all the rest of the quorum has 
gative say to the world and to 
the Senate that we are unwilling to do business of the kind you 
propose to have done. 

[tis true that we are here; it is true that we do not answer to 
our names; but our presence and our silence indicate that we are 
not here for the purpose of doing the business you want to do. 
That is not our purpose in being here. We havea right to be 
here and see what sort of a record you are going to make, tosee 





what sort of plea or excuse you are going to put up before the 
world whereby two Senators can pass a billagainst one negative 
and call ita vote of aquorum. We havea right to be here and 
represent our people in a case of that kind and to observe your 


proceedings; but we are not here with that spirit of constitu- 
tional assent which causes us to be present to make a quorum to 


do business. 

We are not willing to do the business you have in hand. 
The truth is, it might be that the Senate was unwilling to doany 
business whatever atatime when a billof this kind was put upon 
its passage. You say they mightadjourn. They might not de- 
sire to adjourn. It might not be their wish djourn. Who 
can compel them to adjourn in order toescape a dilemmaof this 
kind? Who has the right of compulsion upon the free will of 
the members of this body to compel them to do or not to do any- 
thing? 

The case that was cited yesterday by the Senator from 


Lo 


New 


York from 144 United States Supreme Court Reports, while it 
may be vwisted and perverted into an apparent support of his 
position as a judicial decision, can not be placed in that category 


except by the artfulness of an astute politician. A fair-minded 
lawyer can not doit. The question in that case is not whether 
a quorum was actually present, but whether the records of the 
House showed that a quorum was present. Whatrecord? A 
record made under the rule I have just read. The Supreme 
Court say that the House of Representatives under the Consti- 
tution have the right te make their own rules for ascertaining, 


determining, and recording the fact that a quorum was present, 
and having made their own rules this quorum appeared, accord- 


ing to the declarations of the Journal, to have been present in 
accordance with that rule. 

The Supreme Court never claimed the power to decide upon 
the constitutionality or unconstitutionality of the rules of either 











bi 
# 


4 


















































































































































































































































































































































































26. 


body. They could not dothat. That is a question removed from 
their jurisdiction entirely by the express language of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. More than that, it is one of those 
political questions about which the Supreme Court never con- 
cern themselves except to repudiate the jurisdiction. 

There are certain questions that arise in the course of legisla- 
tive procedure in the Congress of the United States that the 
upreme Court have continually declared they would not under- 
take to interfere with to correct in any form whatever. They 
are called political questions; notquestions of party politics, but 
questions that relate to the general policy of legislation, ques- 
tions that remain in the discretion of the two Houses in conse- 
quence of the 


: 
Government; 





ne 


questions that can not be assailed by the Supre 


Court of the United States because they determine a political 
status or an attitude of government; whereas any question that 
presents aright of property, the power of government to tax a 
person, aS was the question presented in the case in 114 United 
States Reports, under a law, brings the individual man, the cor- | 


poration, or the State, as the case may be, in conflict in its inter- 
ests with a decision of Congress, if it aifects a material interest 
that is a questicn the Supreme Court will take hold of, but not 
a mere political question. 

But, Mr. President, giving, if you please, to the opinion of the 
Supreme Court and the declaration of the judge who wrote this 
Opinion, not necessary to that decision at all—giving, if you 
please, the full weight of that opinion and that declaration as a 
matter of ascertained constitutional law, I should like to know 
whether the Senate of the United States has reached a condition 
where it has no longer any opinion of its own upon a question 
that may be decided by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in respect of constitutional law. If we have, Mr. President, we 
have greatly degenerated, and we have reached a condition 
where the Supreme Court can on one day give us authority to 
legislate and on another day take it away from us. We have 
reached a condition where the constructions placed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States upon the Constitution of the 
country one day are obligatory and the next day they are passed 
away, because the Supreme Court have altered their will and 
mind. 

What become of the faculty and power of representation of 
the people of the United States when we surrender to the Su- 
yreme Court of this country the absolute control of our functions? 

t is only men with easy consciences who do that sort of thing. 
There are men in the world whose consciences are 80 very easy 
as that they can bend them to any purpose that the political 
necessity may require at any time. But such men have no just 
sonception of the rights and duties of the representativesof the 
peopleandoftheStates. They are ready on any occasion when it 
serves their purposes and promotes their political prosperity or 
their desire to deprive a minority of all its rights and all its 
powers in order that their will may have supreme sway in the 
country. 

[t may suit men of that class to follow the Supreme Court 
around and to be willing to take an oath of allegiance to their 
opinions to-day and change the oath to-morrow when their opin- 
ions change. That does not suitme. Ido not consider that I 
am bound to any such course as that. If I had considered it so, 
[ should be bound to believe, on the decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, that no paper money issued by the 
Government of the United States or a national bank could be a 
legal tender, for the Supreme Court solemnly decided that it 
was nota legal tender, and that nothing but gold and silver could 
be a legal tender under the Constitution of the United States. 
That opinion was not agreeable toa great many persons in the 
United States, and itseemed to be somewhat hard upon the then 
existing financial condition of the « ountry. Thereupon the Con- 
gress of the United States with great liberality increased the 

court from seven to nine. 

Now, what for it is not for me to say; but the people of the 
United States believed, a great many of them, that it was done 
in order to get men upon the bench who would reverse that de- 
cision and would decide that paper-money obligations issued by 
the Government of the United States were lawful tender. 

Mr. HOAR, Will the Senator from Alabama pardon me for 
a moment, that I may call hisattention to the historic fact which 
he is stating? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. The Congress of the United States provided for 
that increase of judges long before the legal-tender decision was 
made or announced, and the names of the twonew judges werein 
this Chamber, nominated by President Grant, before the legal- 
tender decision, in point of time. 

Mr. MORGAN. I may be wrong in the history of that matter, 
but I do not think I am. 


Mr. HOAR. I know my statement to be true, if I know any- 


act that they regulate the general policy of tho | 
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of subjects. 
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| thing in this world. I wasa member of Congress at 
I heard the legal-tender decision; | knew of the n 
after the increase of the number of judges was ma: 
win M. Stanton was nominated and took the oath of of 
he was so ill that he never attended a session o 
never took his seat on the bench. 
Justice Bradley, was nominated in his place. 
Griér resigned and Mr. Justice Strong was nominated 
place, and those two nominations were sent to the S 
| day before the legul-tender decision was made, and the 
tions were published in the Washington papers of the a 
statement gained currency as the Ser 
it was made by several persons of « 
| able eminence in this country, who on examination of 
| withdrew their statement. 


However, the 
Alabama makes 


| tO Say that me 


Mr, HOAR, 


Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
people of the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. 


see 


Mr. MORG.: 
Mr. HOAR. 


the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. HOAR. 


Mr. HOAR. 
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He died, and a ne) 





Then Mr, 


[t reappears once in a w 
survivorship of an old and angry political contest, but i 
| out the slightst foundation. 
| ilton Fish publicly stated it. 
| his own signature, and sxid he wasauthorized by Presid 
er of them had the slightest idea of th 
| tender decision when those two judges were nominated. 
| Ought to disappear. 
Mr. MORGAN. 


Both President Grant 
Mr. Fish stated it in a let 


it} 


The Senator from Massachusetts has 

| derstood me to say or intimate that I believed those judge 
| put there for that purpose. 

No, but I understood the Senator to intim 
to it as a common 
the people of the United States which a great many belie 
I understood my honorable friend, if he w 
don me, not to say that, but to say that the act incre 
number of judges of the Supreme Court was passed becau 
the dissatisfaction of Congress with that decision. 

No, I did not say that. 

I misunderstood the Senator. 

{ said that was a common belief among 
That is all I said about it. 

li the Senator will look at what he said he w 


Not at all. 

I myself take the Senator’s statement of what } 
said, of course, absolutely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. Now, as to the opportunity f 
doing such a thing as that is always open to the Congress 
They can to-morrow make twelve judges 
the bench or thirteen by an act of Congress, if they choose t 
Suppose it was done, and for the purpose of getting a be 
there who would rule that the people of the United States ha 
no constitutional rights whatsoever in respect of the produ 
or coinage of gold or silver. 

Will the Senator pardon me but a mom 
make one statement before he passes from that subject? 

Mr. MORGAN. 
I made this statement, and I feel an inter 
the question not from any ordinary partisan feeling; the: 
partisan charges and rumors going all the time; but I do 
an interest in the judicial fame of Mr. Justice Bradley an 
Justice Strong. 
Mr. MORGAN, 
I know there is no Senator on that 
this side of the Chamber who will not concur with me wh 
say thatin the whole history of jurisprudence there are no p 
whiter judicial reputations than of those two gentlemen, on 
whom has gone to his reward and the other is now living 
honored old age. 

If the Senator willin his great patience pardon me 
sentence more, I[ will state that Mr. Justice Bradley is a | 
in regard to whom Senators entertaining the view of th 
stitution which is entertained on the other side of the Ch: 
especially by Senators from the Southern States, owe wh 
must coneedea great debt; that it was due to him the 
ments to the Constitution were so construed as to require 
affirmative action of a State denying the rights described in 
fourteenth amendment to justify the interposition of Cong 

The one great constitutional question atfee 
States of this Union and the rights of the States of this Uni 
and the National Gove:nment in the matter of jurisdiction o 
civil and political rights was decided contrary to my opinio! 
but in conformity with the contention of the gentlemen w 
think as I suppose the Senator from Alabama does on that cla: 
So if their view of the Constitution be sound, t 

owe adebt to Mr. Justice Bradley, which would make,Ia 
no one of them, if otherwise inclined (and I am sure no ¢ 
them would be otherwise inclined), disposed to deny 
judicial excellence of that magistrate. 
Now, if the Senator from Alabama will pardon me 
| not as supposing -—— 


ing the relat 


, L say this 
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Mr. MORGAN. Iam quite willing to yield the floor until the | of Representatives, of the Senate, and of the President to d 













. : . ’ onstituti al y t or resoln white sav be presented 
Senator gets through with his eulogies upon judges of the Su- Savahanmpeem anameel tute tthe $ ipr — am ew aa! cm y 
preine Court. ; P hg bateve these tor, jadicind desis on The opinion of he jud ges bh 
Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator would allow me to finish one oho we point the Seeiiecen, 62 teeteeees aot ooh, aoe eae 
sntcnce. he Supreme Court nrus therefore be permitt > trol the 4 
= ve, MORGAN. It would be a hardship if I did not, and I} aaahe tee utive shen aeline in 1elr legislative 
sub nit to it. such influence as the force of theirr Lin 
“Mr. HOAR. I say this, notin the least supposing the Senator| Mr. President, I suppose I ough ask 1 
from Alabama or anybody else will disagree with me on this troduced this antiquated speci nen De ! l 
subject, but only to vindicate myself in asking leave to interrupt | literature into this modernized Sen 
him | lam prepared to make no apology for Gen. Jackson : 
Mr. MORGAN. I do not agree that Mr. Justice Bradley is | occasion. Let him stand upon the force of hi ’ 
the whitest and purest judge who ever saton the bench, and yet | honorable friend from Missouri jMr. VEsT] had gx 
I think I have as high an opinion of him as the Senator from Mas- | day and for the first time uttered that as his « i 
sachusetts. I do not think he was aman any better than Chief | have been sneered at and whistled down the wind fo 
Justice Taney. | presumed to set ep his opinion against the S yme Court ) 
Mr. HOAR. I did notsay hewas. I said there wasno whiter | United States about anything that comes | 
or purer. | ion. He would have been required to say, like the Senator from 
Mr. MORGAN. Weare not here for the purpose of making | New York has said, ‘‘ [ surrender my conscei e to the Supreme 
comparisons between judges. WhatIam here to ascertain is} Court. It makes no difference to me how much viol they 
whether this jurisdiction which existed in the minds of the peo- | may have done to the Constitution of my countr 3 
ple, which the Senator hascharacterized as being so very unjust | American citizen I bow to the majesty of their decree, : 


just and improper asa foundation of opinion as to the possibil- What would he do day after to morrow if the Supreme Court 
ities of our legislative power in Congress, in the creation of | of the United States were to reverse the decision? Why, he 
judges. I will put the question again. Suppose it became nec- would fly back and forth like a weaver’s shuttle, di 


and very improper, which I am fully willing to accord, was un | have no more to say on the subject except to obe 
| 


essary in the opinion of the majority in the Senate and the ma- | power that impels it to go in a certain dire Land in noo 
jority in the other House to sustain, by a ruling of the Supreme | and as often as the requisite force is applied to him 

Court, what I conceive to be an unrighteous violation of the | Is that the senatorial authority, responsibility, and dignity, 
constitutional rights of the people of the United States in the pas- | about which we have heard so much? Itis said we do rood 


sage of the bill which isnow before us for consideration. Suppose | many undignified things, but I do not know what 
ou consider it to be your privilege and your right to raise the | nified thing a man can do in this body than to say, ‘'I 


court to thirteen in order that you may get men who you know | the decision of the Supreme Court of the United Stites upon a 
will decide in favor of the constitutionality and the propriety of | question coming before me for legislation; I will accept m) 

your legislation. You can doit. Youcan stock up the Supreme | scientious duty from them and do their will and pk re.” And 
Court, if you please, with any kind of material that you want. if | I will add that [ do not know anything that a man could do that 
the President of the United States and a majority of this body | is more unmanly than that 

will concur after you pass the law, either to raise or decreasethe | The Senator from New York, in referring to some ex 13 
number of judges. | that I was guilty of, [ suppose, if that could be said of , 


Now, that very opportunity, the presence of that possibility | tion to what I conceive to be the Constitution of th 
shows that it will not do for the Senate of the United States to | minded me that there was a time when he thought | 








take what I call an oath of allegiance to a decision of the Su- | have much respect for it, away back in 1860. I \ 
preme Court; for, no matter what the purposes were, what the | those questions, Mr. President, either for the purpo f 
motives were, or how it was accomplished, whether by an in- | ing my people, or for the purpose of rebuking any! 
crease of the number of judges or not. we haveseen the Supreme | quarter of a century has elapsed since those events, it am 
Court of the United States at one term deliver an opinion that | entirely willing to leave them as they have been left, t 
nothing but gold and silver was a legal tender in the United | judgment of posterity for the vindicvtion of t conduct « 
States, and at a subsequent term and very shortly after, that a | men who were engaged in them on both sides. 

different court delivered an opinion that paper money was a legal | I can only say about it that the movement which 1 in 
tender in the United States. [ willfurther remark that paper | the secession of eleven States from the Ameri Unik iS a 
being a legal tender, there is no reason why ali the paper money movement that was inspired solely by a conviction on the part 
issued by the United States, and especially all that class of paper | of the people of those different States that the Constitu 1 of 
money that is redeemable at the Treasury of the United States, | the United States was being abused to the destr on of their 


should not be legal tender. interests, their equality, their rights of every k l they 
Wesee, Mr. President, the category we arein when we bind our- | went out of the Union not to break up the Constituti the 
selves hand and foot, as the Senator from New York seems to have | United States or to express any dissent to it, bu 
done, for the convenience of the present opportunity and ocea- | pose as they thoughtof preserving it. Thatwastheiridea. No 
sion, to the decision of the Supreme Court, and then to criticise | matter how mistaken they were, that was the condi ; that 
aman who dares to have any sort of liberty of conscience after | was the purpose of the movement; that was the in 
a decision has been made. And yet hedoes not understand that | that caused the secession of eleven Stites from the A 
decision, or else I do not; one or the other. Union. 
There is no harm, perhaps, in a man who is a chronic sort of Now, in thatthere is at least one fact worthy o 


a Democrat, who has taken greatprideduringall of his manhood | The people of the United States of all secti 











in adhering to the tenets and doctrines and teachings of the will find them, are sworn in their hearts to all to what 
Democratic party, and the fathers of it particularly, to call at- | they believe to be the Constitution of the United States. VW 
tention to some doctrine stated in Gen. Jackson’s veto message | they believe that their constitutional rights are | 17 in l, 
of the Bank of the United States bill, ‘‘a bill to modify and con- | trampled under foot, they arouse themselves and come to the 
tinue the act entitled, ‘An act to incorporate the subscribers to | defense of their views of that instrument. 
the Bank of the United States,’” which he returned with his ob-| lf there was nothing in the questica to-day pres: 
jections te the Senate, in which it had originated. | the Senate of the United States but a bare question , 
The question was made there that theopinion of the Supreme | there would be little excuse here for any steadfast a irm 
Court had been obtained that the bank was constitutional, and opposition to the passige of this proposed law ButS t n 
of course the same argument was resorted to then by the friends | this side 6f the Chamber and on the other, differing in 1 po- 
of that fiseal measure that is resorted to now by the Senator litical affiliations, have solemnly averred here that the: ie 
from New York, that inasmuch as the Supreme Court had de- | tht this legislation not only in its tendency, but in its necessary 
cided that the original charter was constitutional, therefore | eff ct, is tc strike down one of the money metals which has be n. 
their mouths were shut and they had no right to make any ob- | I will say, consecrated by the Constitution of the United St ’ 
jection to iton the ground of its unconstitutionality. Gen. Jack- | in this, that the Constitution expressly requires of Congress that 
Bon still objected on the ground of its unconstitutionality, and | they shall be coined, and deprives the States, to which ther 
he was sustained by the Democratic party of that day, and has | fore had the right to coin them, of that privilege. Itis regarded 
been sustained by it from that day to this. He says: | here that the money metal, silver, is being taken entirely outof 


If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole ground of this act, | *© reach and range of its const itutional power and 
eee en conarol the coérdinate authorities of this Government. The | and of justice to it under the Constitution. 
mgress, the Executive, and the court must each for itself be guided by its That being so, we find as we believo th: itis something the 
Own opinion of the Constitution. Each public officer who takes an oath to i pers, Y “ba P ith - os a hal lo. : _— oe 7 
suapess the Cunstivation swears that he will support it as he understands it | POOp+e Can not give up without extreme loss, great peril to 
not as it is understood by others. It is as much the duty of the House | their interests, and without throwirg away, as i 
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account, the benefactions that Divine Providence has hid in the 
mountains to the west of us, and we believe there is a firm foun- 
dation under the feet of the mep who stand here like a bulwark 
in opposition to the passage of the bill, which foundation they 
feel rests upon the Constitution of the country. 

Now, is it not well enough toremember that when men have 

ideas of this kind and they are participated in by very large com- 
munities, when they find distinctive representativesin the Sen- 
ate and in the House of Representatives, men coming here to 
represent those ideas and little else, perhaps, of a distinctive 
character, is it not better for the Senate of the United States to 
pore and consider what may be the ultimate outcome of this 
yusiness, and to try to reconcile these opinions amongst the 
people of the United States, or dissipate them, if they are wrong, 
by going into the political arena and there explaining to the 
people wherein they are wrong and we are right? 

I claim in favor of the present attitude of this question thatit 
hos been badly dealt with in every respect. The people of the 
United States have the right before this question is finally dis- 
posed of to vote directly onit at the ballot box. Did they enjoy 
that right in the last campaign? No; they did not, neither at 
the hands of the Republicans nor atthe handsof the Democrats. 
By one universal acclaim on the part of the newspapers and the 
stump orators of both political parties in the last Presidential 
campaign we were told that it was the tariff that was the turning 
point in the campaign; that this was the vital issue; that the 
silver question was retired behind it, and that itcould not be de- 
cided in thatcampaign, 

I did not believe it, not by any means, and I voted with the 
majority of the Senate on that occasion, notwithstanding the 
Democratic and Republican conventions had met and passed 
their platforms—I voted here to pass a bill through the Senate 
originated I believe by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST], 
at all events one exactly like it in principle, and we passed it 
through the Senate as a declaration on the part of the Senate of 
the United States that that was a vital question; that it was a 
living question. When we got through thatcampaign, then the 
pooner commenced for the purpose of destroying that which 
1ad not been considered and voted upon by the people of the 
United States, through sudden, compulsory legislation in the 
Congress of the United States. 


An extra session of Congress was called. The people were 


ae alarmed because they found that the President was 


alarmed; they took fright at something which was not real and 
substantial, and we were forced to come here into an extraordi- 
nary session to consider what? Not the tariff, but silver. The 
tariff comes in as second fiddle. 

Why not allow us to relegate this question again to the polls? 
Why are you afraid to meet us on the hustings? Why are you 
afraid of the verdict of the people? I assume that you are afraid 
because of the haste with which you demand this crucifixion of 
the people and their rights. 

WhatI claim now, and it is the most material thing that I 
do claim, is that the people of the United States shall havea 
chance to express at the ballot box their views upon this ques- 
tion and to give an authoritative declaration of their purposes in 
respect of it. That you deny to them; that you refuse to them. 
You assume to be their representatives here, when we tell you 
that we are as much, and farmore, their representatives than 
you are; and we invite you to go out and try the question with 
us before the people at the polis. Then we shall know where 
they stand. Decent respect for public opinion requires that we 
should do this thing. 

It is just as easy to put into this bill whatever mensure 
of public relief that we think is demanded by the exigencies of 
the times, to put this as an amendment upon it, to offer it, and 
have it voted upon, as it will be to pass a separate measure sub- 
sequently. P 

Are we so blinded to the future, has some mysterious obstruc- 
tion arisen in our front, that we can not see through nor over to 
discern what lies beyond? Is it true that uatil we have torn 
that obstruction down we have not the range of vision to see 
what is necessary for the good of the people? Is that our situa- 
tion? Are we thus blinded by something which stands before 
us, and which we must remove out of the way before we can 
have any guide of wisdom or light to see what to do for the 
people of the United States? 

If that be the fact, accept my proposition, which the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] refused yesterday todo. Tear down 
the obstruction entirely; do not pull off the capstone and leaveall 
the balance stand; do not leave the wall paliking so high thata 
man of ordinary dimensions can not look over it, but which 
would take one of the giant intellects of the Senate to see over 
the top of it. Do not leave it in that shape; tear it down: for 
that is what you say you want todo. If we have not mind and 
sense enough to see what to do for the people until the Sherman 
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law is taken out of the way, take it out of the way, but remove 
all of it out of the way. That is not what is desired, It is de- 
sired that the Sherman law shall stand in all its features hostile 
to silver; that it shall be removed where it shows the least 
friendship in the world for silver remonetization, for coinage op 
anything of the sort. 

Recurring again to the past, Mr. President, when I went, in 
obedience to my convictions, with 1 f own State out of the 
American Union, I insisted as we all did, that we should take the 
Constitution of the United States with us, and we did so. Ip 
almust every material function as to the organization of the 
government, the limitations upon its powers, and the like, the 
Constitution of the United States was adopted not only by the 
Confederate government itself but also by each of the Confeder- 
ate States; so that the principles of that instrument, that form 
of government, and the liberties it secured, were shown to be 
the most precious things that we found in the Ark of the Coy- 
enant. We carried them with us when we went out and at- 
tempted to establish them in our own system. 

There was no hostility in the Confededate States to the Con- 
stitution of the United States; there was no man who was not 
perfectly ready to return into the house of his fathers when he 
found that the resistance that he had been making to it was of 
no further avail, and the invitation was, ‘‘Come home, and you 
will have the full and equal protection of the law.” There is no 
doubt about that. These States, whose automony had not been 
affected in their perfection, stood there throughout the whole 
length and breadth of the Union, and one new State had been 
born out of the anguish and travail we were then undergoing— 
the State of West Virginia. We came back because our States 
were sovereign, because the people of these various States had 
the rights and privileges guaranteed to them’which were ob- 
tained under the Constitution of the United States. We did not 
go out to revolutionize the Government of the United States, but, 
as we Claim, to have justice done to us under a separate political 
organization, when we failed to get it, as we believed, in the 
organization of the Government of the United States. 

There are men who went out with arms against us who were 
Democrats, men who believed in the doctrines of the old Demo- 
cratic party, and who have shown it by their more recent acts. 
No man in this world has a profounder respect than I have for 
such men; in fact, they have my confidence, they have my affec- 
tion, and I prize them because they had the manhood to go out 
and stand on the field with their guns in their hands to oppose 
me. The honorable Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] was one 
of that number, whom I revere for his fortitude and for his de 
cision and for his exposure of his life in the defense of what he 
believed to be right and just. Samuel J. Randall, of Pennsy!- 
vania, was another who shouldered his musket as a private sol- 
dier and came out to contend with us. William B. Morrison, of 
Illinois, is another for whom I have the highest and most pro- 
found and grateful respect. 

But, Mr. President, [do not have so much respect for those 
men who are constantly quoting that difficulty whenever they 
have an opportunity to make a point upon a brother Senator or 
anybody about it, but who did not have the pluck to shoulder a 
gun and go out to fight. My respect does not extend to that 
class in that cordial way, at least, that it does to men like Mor- 
rison and Randall, and PALMER and SICKLES, and hundreds of 
others whose names I might call in the Northern States, who 
came out and took their muskets in their hands and said: ‘‘ We 
will try this question with you upon the issue of battle.” 

I am notalarmed lest one of these gentlemen should quote upon 
me my attitude in 1860 to 1865, for an honest soldier, who fought 
me in that war, never does it; only those who hired substitutes 
and stayed at home and plead the baby act, orsomething of that 
kind, for an excuse for patriotic delinquency, are in the habit of 
getting up in the Senate and elsewhere and quoting upon me the 
fact that [ belonged at one time to the secession and rebel govern- 
mentof the South. I did belong toit, and when a blush of shame 
comes over my cheek to condemn me for the part I took in that 
struggle, I shall bestill moreashamed of the poorcraven creature 
who can undertake to impose that as a disgrace upon me; for if 
there is a man in this world who is entitled to any consideration 
from the human family, it is one like old John Knox, or John 
Wesley, or Martin Luther, and men of that kind, who fought 
the battles of Christianity and who fought for freedom of con- 
science against the strength of the greatest combinations of polit- 
ical and civil and religious power which ever existed in the world. 
Those are the men whom I revere in history, not those petty 
Se whose figures rose suddenly to the surface, like bub- 

les ona stagnant pond, and exploded, and have left nothing be- 
hind them but mephitic odors. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HrLu] on yesterday, in 4 
burst of oratory which was as unexpected as it was uncandid, 
undertook to allude to aformer Senator from Ohio, that grand 
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Allen G. Thurman, for having in one moment of 
time—and I think it oe an unguarded moment, for I was here 
it—expressed an 0 I 
and i wst notwithstanding the roll call which had been taken in 
the Senate disclosed the lack of a quorum there was still a 
quorum present. That was one of those half-truths ‘Stated by 
he Senator from New York, which convey more of misinforma- 
a than they doof fact. Mr. Thurman was not properly dealt 
with on that occasion; and inasmuch as he is now advanced into 
the sere and yellow leaf and is no longer here to adorn this Sen- 
ate Chamber—and no man adorned it more thoroughly than he 
when he was here as a Democrat, as an American, as a states- 
man, and as a lawyer inasmuch as he is not here, I desire that 
the country shall not be misinformed in regard to the actual 
state of facts. 
"The hovorable Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] yesterday, 
with his usual readinessand acumen, at once, because he remem- 
bered the transaction doubtless as I did, referred to the facts and 
laid them before the Senate to vindicate Mr. Thurman againd 
the charge that he had ever decided as President pro tempore of 
the Senate that it was his privilegeand right to count a quorum 
when the roll callshowed a quorum was not present. Mr. Thur- 
man never did that. I shall read it again, notwithstanding the 
Senator from Florida read it and commented upon it yesterday, 
toshow that the Senator from New York has entirely misunder- 
stood and misapplied that accusation which he made against Mr. 
Thurman yesterday. Mr. Thurman as President pro tempore of 
the Senate said: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That question will be put, then. The question 
is, Shall the appeal taken by the Senator from New York from the ruling of 
the President this morning be laid upon the table? 

Mr. CONKLING. On which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, They have been ordered and taken once, but 
the call disclosed no quorum. The question now is on laying on the table 


the appeal taken by the Senator from New York. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 32, nays 2; as 








old Roman, 





follows: 

YEAS—32 
Bayard, Garland, Lamar, Slater, 
Beck, Harris, McDonald, Vance, 
Call, Hereford, Maxey, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hill, Ga. Morgan, Voorhees, 
Coke, Houston, Pendleton, Walker, 
Davis, Ill. Jonas, Randolph, Wallace, 
Davis, W. Va. Jones, Fla. Ransom, Whyte, 
Eaton, Kernan, Saulsbury, Withers. 

NAYS—2. 

Burnside. Morrill. 


Only two Senators on the Republican side voted on that occa- 
sion. All the others claimed the privilege of remaining quiet 
and silent in their seats, and not voting. No quorum was de- 
clared. The absentees were: 


ABSENT—42. 


Allison, Chandler, Hill, Colo. Platt, 
Anthony, Jonkling, Hoar, Plumb, 
Bailey, Dawes, Ingalls, Rollins, 
Bell, Edmunds, Johnston, Saunders, 
Blaine, Farley, Jones, Ney. Sharon, 
Booth, Ferry, Kellog, Teller, 
Bruce, Gordon, Kirkwood, Thurman, 
Butler, Groome, Logan, Williams, 
Cameron, Pa. rover, McMillan, Windom. 
Cameron, Wis. Hamlin, McPherson, 

Carpenter, Hampton, Paddock, 


Mr. Thurman himself declining to answer, because his decision 
was the matter in question. 

The suggestion was made to me the other day, I think by the 
Senator on my right [Mr. FAULKNER], suppose that a Senator, 
in the absence of the Vice-President, were presiding as Presi- 
dent pro tempore of the Senate and the roll call was ordered upon 
the motion of some Senator, and on that roll call the Presiding 
Officer of the Senate, being a Senator, declined to answer, what 
would you do with him? Would you compel him to declare that 
& quorum was present when he said there was not a quorum 
present, because he refused to answer, and had so cut the list 
down that the requisite number was not present? How would 
¢g get him out of that difficulty? It would be impossible to do 
t. Here was Thurman upon that roll call, the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, refusing to answer. He said: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no quorum voting, but there isa 
quorum in the Senate present. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the opinion of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is; the Chair has counted. In the 
opinion of the Chair, upon refiection, the Chair was in error in causing this 
last vote to be taken. Phat matter belongs to the morning hour. Itis very 


true vhat if a motion had been made to amend tho Journal or to correct the 
Journal it would be a privileged question that would have to be continued 
Until it was disposed of; but no such motion as that was made. 

That was a mere casual remark made by the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, not a decision at all, that, although the 
roll call had disclosed no quorum, still a sufficient number of 
Senators were present. Thereupon that great and learned and 





inion only, but making no decision, | 
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astute man and honorable, too—and I love to speak of him— 
Matt. Carpenter, arose and said: 


Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, I suppose by this time it must be evident 
to the majority of the Senate that they can not coerce the minority of the Sen- 
ate todo what the minority think they do not want to door ought not todo. 
This proceeding can go on Just as long as the majority of the Senate choose 
to have it goon, and it may stop whenever they choose to stopit. The mi- 
nority of every legislative body are driven at times to stand on their re- 







served rights, and as to those rights they are the exclusive judges. As was 
stated last night by the Senator from Ohio, the President pro tempo f the 
Senate, on a great occasion he found himself compelled to stand on his 
rights, and refused to vote, so as to break up aquorum of the Senate, and 
then understood and now understands that there was no power on earth to 
prevent his doing so. He did it upon his own conscience, upon his own re- 
sponsibility, answerable to nobody but his own constituents. W t was 
true then is true now; and we have in the minority here the great example 
of the leader of the Democratic party, and now the Presiding Officer of the 


Senate. 

We do not enjoy this thing any more than the majority do; but we havea 
few rights, and we propose to stand by them. 

Yesterday, it will be recollected, this bill was before the Senate for discus- 
sion. The entire day, with the exception of less than half an hour, was oc- 
cupied, not by debate upon the bill, but by campaign speeches from Demo- 
cratic Senators. They had a perfect right to make those speeches, and they 
took the entire day in making them; and no allusion was made tothe de- 


tails of this bill, and no discussion of it was had. It was a totally outside 
discussion of party politics for the country, so declared, so announced, so 
understood, and so lin fact. Then, after 6 o'clock, it was insisted that we 
should proceed with the debate of this bill or not debate it at all. We 
thought it was an outrage, not using the word offensively, buta parliament- 
ary oppression, and we thought we ought not tosubmit toit. We thought 


we ought to show the majority of the Senate here that if they proposed to 
treat us in that way we would show them that they could not do it 

Now, if the Democrats of the Senate are willing to adjourn this session 
to-day and let us all have a sleep and a rest and come in here to-morrow to 
discuss this bill in the proper and the orderly way, there is no doubt a vote 
can be had upon it to-morrow. I find myself to-day utterly unable to speak; 
that is, too ill to attempt it. Iwas up here all night trying to do my duty 
in the way of executing parliamentary law, and I think we succeeded pretty 


well in enforcing ali the rules of law applicable to the remarkable siate of 
things that we found existing. If the Democrats of the Senate will do that, 
if they will adjourn this body and let us havea night’srest and come in here 
to-morrow, cool in blood and refreshed by slumber, and take up this bill, 
which is confessed on all hands to be an important one and that involves 
very important considerations, Ishould like very much to be indulged in 


three-quarters of an hour or an hour's remarks on the subject, which I 
promise the Senate will not be a stump-speech, will not be an address to the 
people of Wisconsin or any other State, but an address to the Senate upon 
the details and the legal principles involved in the bill under consideration, 
I am in no condition to do that to-day, and we are none of us in any condi 
tion to proceed here in the good nature which, I submit to the Senate, 
should, without regard to majorities, always prevail 

There was a temperate spirit prevailing in the Senate at that 
time, and those great men, whose names I have just read, were 
standing out and refusing to answer to roll calls. The majority 
in the Senate to-day have not treated this minority, as we are 
called—who are the majority of the Democrats in this body, who 
have as muchright tocontrol the Democratic action of this body 
as any majority of a party nature can—they have not treated us 
in thatway. The first motion that I had the misfortune—I will 
call it—to be compelled to make in respect of this matter was 
after the honorable Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE}|— 
who has been, as we all know,in ill health, but who, thank God, 
is now recovering his physical strength, and with it the command 
of his great powers—had spoken for quite a long time in one of 
the most exact and conclusive speeches—not argumentative 
merely, but analytical, thorough, and powerful—which er 
graced theoratory of this bod y—said he was notable to proceed any 
further, that he was not well, and asked that the subject might 
go over until to-morrow, I made a motion to that effect, and had 
to obtain a call of the yeas and nays to get that consent. Well, 
that is only one incident. There are a great many others. 

Gentlemen who are in eager pursuit of game scarcely ever 
pay any attention to the pantings and sorrows and sufferings of 
the hind they are pursuing. They and theirdogs follow on the 
bloody track with the eagerness of pursuit, little thinking of 
what they are doing to the poor alarmed creature who flees be- 
fore them, but dothey not remember when they do these things 
the story of Actzon and his dogs, and how, after the dogs of 
Act-eon had caught and devoured the game, they turned around 
andconsumed him? Youare turning dogs loose here—I am not 
speaking of it in any literal sense, but metaphorically—you are 
turning dogs loose here upon men who are representative men 
in the highest sense of the word, and want to do their duty to 
God, to man, and to country, and after a while, when your hounds 
have destroyed us they will turn upon you and they will rend you, 
too. Thev will have no more use for you than a boy has fora 
last year’s bird nest, after they have done manipulating and car- 
rying you along in their political machinery to do their will. 
The banks and bankers and the gold grabbers will turn upon 
you and destroy you when your ability to serve them hasceased, 
or when, in your distress of spirit for the sufferings of the peo- 
ple, you turn to them with a vain but pleasing word of comfort 
and commiseration. 

I spoke yesterday of a coalition, and I was assailed for mention- 
ing it, because it was said there ws no proof of it. I have got 
my opinion abcut it, and I am now weighing the evidence as to 


eV 


the existence of such a coalition, not that anything has been com- 
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munieated to me, or that I shall ever hear of it if a bargain 





exists at all, or the terms of the contract, or who made it. It is | 


not to be expected that I will ever know, personally, anytbing 
about it. I am arguing to myself, for my own satisfaction, in 
order to be able to steer my own course through this body that 
Lam now in conflict with a coalition. One reason I have for it 
isthatour Demoeratic brethren on this side, who are in the minor- 
ity on the silver question, will not go intoa caucus with us. It 
is the first.time I have ever heurd close communion stated as a 
doctrine of the Demoeratic party. 

Another reason is that I see these Senators constantly in 
friendly intercourse and associatiom with some of the grext lead- 
ing minds of ancient and modern Republicanism on the other 
side of this Chamber. For them, this is novel, a new departure. 
There seems to be no want of brotherhood between them; in fact, 
they stick as close and affectionately to each other as a stamp 
sticks toa loveletter. [Laughter.] I have neverseen anything 


more illustrative of the political brotherhood that makes strange | 


bedfellows than in this particular case. 
Now, looking along over the whole surface of things, if I call 


it “a coalition,” I am using a very mild term—I do not wish to | 


use ony harsh termsabout it—but that it is “ a coalition” I shall 
de\ clop before we get through here, and I shall do it by that 
motion which I to!d the honorable Senator from Ohio yesterday 
I would m»vke when I had the floor, that I should move to strike 


out all after the enacting clause of this bill and put in, pure and | 


simple,the repeal of the Sherman act from top to bottom; leave 
the matter standing right there, and leave it then to the good 
sense and the patriotism of both sides of the Chamber to ascer- 
tain and to do what they are going to do about it. 

Mr. FRYE. And let us vote? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes! Do not lay it on the table, do not 
male a motion to amend it, so that you can go out to the world 
and excuse it by saying we did not have the merits of the proposi- 
tion before us, we did not want to consider it. Come up to the 
seratch and let us vote on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Areyou ready to vote now? 

Mr. MORGAN. Assoon as! yield the floor and get through 
my speech, if no other Senator desires to speak. At the proper 
time you shall have the epportunity. 

Mr. President, yesterday I put the question direetly to the 
Senator from Ohio whether he would vote for my proposition, 
and he said no, he did not see any benefit—not. in those terms, 
but in language scarcely to be mistaken—that no man who had 
any sense would do it. I have taken the pains to go around 
amongst some of my brother Senators here to know whether in 
this sky-scraping oratory we have been hearing so much of in the 
Senate, these great disquisitions upon the economics of finance, 
and all that, any of them had ever condeseended to look at the 
question in its material aspects as it appoars upon the statute 
books of the United States, and very few have I found who had 
even read the statutes. which are to be affected by this act. 

The trumpet hud sounded, the forces. were marshalled, the 
elock had struck at the White Honse, and the euckoos here all 
put their heads out of the boxesand responded to inform us of the 
time of day jlaughter]; but they did net seem fully te know what 
they were talking about, and never took the pains to find out the 
state of the law. They have not looked into at all; [ mean that 
many Senators have not. 

Repeal the Sherman law out and out, and here isa law which 
will stand in full force: 

That there shall be coined, at the several mints of the United States, sil- 
ver Collars of the weight of 412} grains troy of standard silver, as provided 
Mm the act of Jammary, 18, 1837, on which shall be the devices and superscrip- 
tions provided by said act; which coins together with all silver dollarshere- 
tofore coined by the United States, of like weight and fineness, shall bea 
legai tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and dues public and priv- 
ate, except Where otherwise expressly stipulated in the contract. 

That law would stand. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator please give the date of the 
act: 

Mr. MORGAN. That is part of the Bland act of February 
28, 1878, the first section. The Sherman law has amended and 
qualified that act in two particulars to which I will call atten- 
tion; and when you get. the Sherman law out of the way, this 
act stands in full force and effect, for the Sherman law repeals 
but one clause of the Bland act—will you please notice that faet— 
and that is the second clause of the Bland act, the purchasing 
clause. Thatis the only clause which is repealed by the Sher- 
man act. So when we repeal the Sherman act, the whole of the 
Bland act not repealed by that act comes into full force, and 
what | shall read is part. of the full force which it contains. I 
have said the Sherman act modifies the Bland act in two par- 
ticulars.. It repeals it only to the extent I have stated. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator please read the repealing 
elause to which he refers? 

Mr. MORGAN. Of the Sherman act? 
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Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 
| Mr. MORGAN. I will read it with great pl 
| from section 5 of the Sherman act: 
Szc.5. That so much of the act of Pebruary 28, 1878, entitled 


| 
| 
| authorize the coinage of the standard siiver dollar and to r 
tender character,’’ as requires the monthly purchase I 
| 


same into silver doilars of not less than $2,000,000; nor m 
| worth of silver bullion, is hereby repealed. 
| That isall. All the balance of the Bland act 
| now the law. All the siiver certificates you h 
under the Bland act—every one—and they were! 
and unaffected by the Sherman act. The Sherman a 
| beeause I want the Senate to understand it, 
| eountry to understand it, for it is a very import:an 
| tains no repealing clause at all, except the one I h 
| which applies to the purchase of silver bullion, to 
monthly, not less than $2,000,000 worth. 

The first. section of the Bland act requires that t 
coined silver dollars. How many? It does not say 
| the unlimited coinage of silver dollars, the unrestri 
| of silver dollars. How many does the Sherman 
for the coinage of? It provides for the coinage of 
| which was on hand at the date of the passage of 
| such bullion as might thereafter be purchased, an 
| cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
| LE donot believe that statement. I do not believe 

more discretion given to the Secretary of the Tre 
coinage act than there is in the command of the Bi 
shall serve God. You may refuse his service, but if 

hings may get very warm for you. But two Secr: 

Treasury, Mr. Foster, under President Harrison, aud 4 
lisle, under President Cleveland, have refused to coin 
they have refused even to coin the seigniorage, or money « 
by the United States in the purchase of silver bullion, and 
they had complied partially, and only partially, with the 1 
datory and unequivocal demands of the Sherman law in res 
of the coinage of the bullion then in the Treasury, and not bo 
with Sherman silver certificates—after that they went on: 
refused absolutely to coin any of the bullion which was bou 
by the issue of these certificates under the Sherman law. T 
is how this matter stands. They claim for themselves the 
cretion to coin or not to coin the bullion in the Treasury. 

Mr. President, I never believed that the Congress o 
United States could confer the discretion upon the Secr 
the Treasury, in respect of either gold or silver, to coi: 
to coin at his pleasure. I never had any feeling for t 
man power except to hate it. I have always objected 
There has been no room in the creed of the Democratic 
that I haveever heardof for the presence of the one-man | 
and especially in favor of uncontrolled discretion in a 
nate officer of the Government of the United States. | 
know and never heard of the man in whose hands I w: 
the discretion to coin or not to coin silver money or go! 
or anyother money. That isa delicatesubject to deul wit 
necessarily involves the mest vital interests of the p 

Mr. President, suppose that one of these Secretaries o 
Treasury—I grant you it is scarcely a supposable cas> | 
of the faets, still it is not one that is unimaginable, nor i 
that is unsubstantial—owned some silver interest in 
and he thought that it was necessary, in order toenco ir); 

roduction of silver and the sale of it, to coim itas fast .s 
into the Treasury of the United States, to buy it at the hi 
price for which it could be bought in the market and «ai 
price in that way, and then to coin it and send it out am 
the people, would you intrust him with that power thus to 
the value of silver bullion or silver currency? 

If you will notintrust him with the powor tocoin it because | 
interests are that way, perhaps you might find that he 
stockholder in some of the national banks, or he might t 
owner of a gold mine, orsomeof his friends might be, or 
might think that, by making an exploitation of this ki 
could secure to himself large revenues from the capitalize 
of the United Stxtes and elsewhere to help him in his can 
for the next Presidency—it might be easy to im. gine a cn 
that kind; I do not. know that that case is entirely unima 
ble—and thereupon, after being intrusted with the disc 
ary power to coin silver or not to coin it, he would say, ‘No; 
dollar of silver coin shall escape from this Treasury; [ iu 
that my friends, the national-bank men, the gold-holders, 
the speculators upon the credit of the United States, who «1 

oing to be kind to me hereafter, if they have not been heret 

ore, shall have all the feast to themselves, and therefore | 55 
not coin one dollar of it; I have the discretion to do it or not t» 
do it.” He could put us to great shame if he were as ambitious 
as Aaron Burr was supposed to be. e 
I do not believe that the Congress of the United States really 
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onferred that discretion, for I think that is a total misinter- 
= tation of the act, and the misinterpretation of the act is the 
rete . . ~- a : “tei 
surt of the offense, for it is contrary to that well-fixed and 


rorst | “ 
= . t of the Democratic creed that doubtful powers 


il-settled par 


> Jl not be assumed and exercised by any min in this country. 
‘\ man must have the plain right to do a thing, and do it in 
vi 4ue of that right, before he c n claim the shelter of the Dem- 
ocratic creed for his conduct. No honest Democrat, no sincere 
Democrat in this world ever finds himself in the category where 
he is even tempted to lay his h vnads upon doubtful power for the 
purpose of ¢ wrying his objectsintoeffect. Thatis not the Dem- 
ocratic creed; it is just the other way, and always has been. 

on Mr. President, the repeal of the Sherman act would take 
away that one-man power, and instead of his being invested with 
the discretion to coin or not to coin silver he would find himself 
under the eommand of the Bland act that he shall coin it. That 
is a proceeding in the direction of the monetization or the re- 


monetization of silver. Itis along step and astrong and steady 
in the right direction. 


one . . 

There is another thing which would occur by the repeal of the 
Sherman law thatI desire. Seetion 2 of the Sherman act pro- 
vides: 


ghat the Treasury notes issned in accordance with the provisions of this 
act shall be redeemable on demand, in coin, at the Treasury of the United 
Stat or at the office of any assistant treasurer of the United States, and 
when so redeemed may be reissued. 


That is precisely the obligation of the greenback, ‘‘ redecma- 
ble on demand in coin.” ‘* Lawful money” means coin. This 
oint was conceded readily by the Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLI- 
goN| on the floor of the Senate on yesterday. 
Here is the second clause of section 2 of the Sherman act, to 
which [ wish to call especial attention: 


But no greater or less amount of such notes shall be outstanding at any 
tin an the cost of the silver bullion and the standard silver dollars coined 
therefrom, then held in the Treasury purchased by such notes. 


| 

If you repeal the Sherman act you get rid of that feature, and 
you ean proceed te redeem these outstanding notes and destroy 
them entirely. That provision of the Sherman act which re- 
quires that these Treasury notes shall be kopt out in a certain 
yolume, to be no greater and no less at any time than the cos. 
of the silver bullion and the standard silver dollars coined there- 
from, you get rid of. 

You stop the issue of the certificates by the repeal of the Sher- 
man law and thus reduce or stop the outilow of currency, but 
you save the people heavy taxation to borrow the gold to redeem 
them over and over again as fast as they are redeemed and reis- 
sued. ; 

Where will that leave the Sherman certificates? The Sena- 
tor from Ohio yesterday said—yes, he had the hardihood to say— 
that these obligations, with this promise on the face of them. 
would have no provision for their redemption left in the law if 
we repeal this act. Ah, Mr. President, that was an unfortunate 
statement, more particularly because itis not true. These notes, 
when the Sherman silver act of 1890 isrepealed, upon their very 
face stand on the footing of the greenbacks, and any man can go 
to the Treasury and he can get the gold for them. The Treas- 
urer of the United States is compelled to reissue them under the 
Sherman act, but when that act is repealed he can not reissue 
them. There is no doubt about this. 

Here we are, facing the clamor that the finances of this coun- 
try and of the world have been disturbed because we are buying 
silver and issuing Treasury notes to pay for it, redeemable in 
gold; that we are paying outof the Treasury of the United States 
gold for the purchase of silver, and now, under the bill before | 
the Senate, you leave those sections of the Shermanact standing | 
which require redemption, as you say, in gold, and which pro- 
vide that the amount of these Treasury notes shall not be de- 
creased from what they are now; that when they come in they shall 
be reissued, and you leave them one unceasing, ever recurring, 
and continual draft on the Treasury to the amount of $150,000,- 
000 a year. 

After you have redeemed these notes and have reissued them 
as soon as they can be collected together again in any amount 
whatever exceeding $100, their holders can come right back upon 
you and make you redeem them again. Repeal the first clause 
and leave the remainder of the Shermn act standing, and you 
have a draft upon the Treasury of the United States of $150,000,- | 
000 in gold which you are obliged to meet as often as it can | 
occur—no maceration, no retiring them, no lowering in their | 
numoer. There they stand, a constant drain and temptation to 
the bullion dealers here and abroad to collect them together and 
rob the Treasury of its gold. 

How do you propose to preventit? Whenyou get the country 
into that hole, you have got us where these raiders have a mas- 
tery over us and we have either to disgrace our country and put 
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it in bankruptcy and repudiatio 


ov else we have to give them 
the bonds they have been clamoring for so long, and we sha 
have to pay the taxes to buy gold to putin the Treasury. While 
with one hand you destroy silver, ich the people need so 
much and like so well, with the ot! hand | m to pay 
interest on $150,000,000 a year for the purpose of k ing up a 
supply of gold to meet this drain that you d » in 
the law by your amendment of the Sherman act, and by 
fusal to repeal it. 

Do not let us have any more of eant and hypocris OU ~ 
thing. The people are not going to believe you. Yo t 
answer these propositions. There is not a man onthi 
will dare to attempt it, except the Senator from Ohio, a1 
does it by a disdainful reply that there will be nothing | 
protect these Treasury notes in the event of the repeal 
law, and therefore he will not vote to repeal it 

Mr. President, under the statutes gold hasa number of 
tages over silver of a very peculiar kind. It has the adv . 
first of all. of absolute free coinage on the part of the individ 
ual man who will take it to the mint. He may go and meltdown 
an old candlestick, or the case of a gold watch, or t earrings 
of his wife, or anything of that kind, and carry it to the mint, 


} 


scertained, and if there be 


have it assayed and its value a 


dred dollars worth of it in the pile, he may demand the coinage 
of it intoeagles or half eagles or whatever he pleases Lhave it 
coined, Thatis, gold coinage is not only free, but wit] c ge. 

Proceed futherand consider gold in respect of its leg: mnder 
qualities. It is legal tender when coined for all sums of money 
without diserimination as to their being private or public debts 


and in the event the gold is so worn and abraded that itis below 
the standard of circuiation your debtor can take the scales and 
weigh it and compel you to takeit. That is gold. 

You cancarry gold and depositit in the Treasury of the United 
States and demand gold certificates for it if it is inconveniently 
weighty in your pocket, and the gold remains there ust fun 
in pledge, which nobody dares to violate, for the red tion ¢ 
that certificate. That is gold. 

When you come tosilver,even under the Bland act, the er 
dollar is subordinated to the qualifying right of the parties to a 
contract to say that it shall not be received in the payment of a 
debt, if anything else is stipulated to be paid; in oth ls, 
that if you make the contract payable in gold under the Bland 
act. it ean not bs discharged in legal-tender silver dollars. That 
is what you have provided. Some of the esti i 
arise as to the power of Congress to do t! ling, and T hav 
made my promise to the honorable Senato n Delaware [Mr 
GRAY] that whenever that question come » he and [ will tal 
about it, and we shall see what the strength of th ower is in 
view of the right of the Congress of the Uni ed St 3 to enact 
any legal-tender law at all. 

I shall not discuss that now. I shall cont myself at this 
moment with reference to the fact that I am contrasting the 
privileges of gold and silver under existing legislation, as they 
will be when the Sherman act is repeuled, if it is ever repealed 
In doing that Iam merely undertaking to show what immense 
advantages gold is given under the statute over silver—the twin 
metals mentioned inthe Constitution of the United States, which 
our fathers labored so earnestly, so long, and so successfully to 
adjust properly in fixing upon a unit of value and a correct ra- 
tio between gold and silver. In our present levislation we giv 
all the advantages to gold. 

Repeal the Sherman act out and out and y st silver 
wherever it is found in the possession of the United S 3, to 
say the least of it, to the right of coin into dollars of 412 
grains, Leave the Sherman act there, and you I in the 
hands of the Secretary of the Treasury the discretion to coin it 
or not to coin it at his sweet will. 

I would not leave any man in this world with that discretion 


where the rights of the people are so materially interested 

There isno Democracy, to say the least, in that; there can not be 
Mr. PLATT. Does the Senator understand that und t 

law as it now exists the Secretary of the Trea A 


sury has a ris 


to coin what is called the seigniorage in the Treasury? 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe he has the right to coin ev bit 
of it: and it wou'd be just the same thing if that law was re- 
pealed, because the Bland act says ‘‘there shall be coined silver 


dollars,” ete., yet the Sherman law, as the Senator from Kansa 
{Mr. PEFFER] very properly reminds me, provides that the Sec 
retary of the Treasury shall coin as much as may be necessa 
to redeem the notes. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no doubt aboutthat; butI ask wh 
the Secretary of the Treasury could coin the rest of the 
bullion under the existing law? 

Mr. MORGAN. I would not say there is no doubt about that 
when two great men like Mr. Foster and Mr. Carlisle have said 
they would not coin it. 1 suppose there must be some doubt, 
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enough doubt for them to say that they have the right not to 
coin it. I suppose we can concede that much to them, for two 
Presidents in succession have sustained them in that position, 
and a little decree of Congress that they shall do it does not 
amount to anything in the presence of these magnates, who set 
aside the law at their will and pleasure. I think the law is set 
aside; I do not think there is anything else in their action, ex- 
cept a clear trampling out of the mandate of the law. It is re- 
pudiation and nullification; it nullifies the law and repudiates a 
plain duty. They say, ‘‘ We willnot executeit, because you have 
said something to us; you have used the word ‘may’ instead of 
‘must,’” when everybody knows that in a public statute, accord- 
ing to all judicial decisions, where the rights and interests of 
the people are concerned, the word ‘‘ may ” always means ‘‘ must,” 
and no man can find a decision of any respectable court of the 
United States to the contrary of that proposition. 

Then, Mr. President, when the Sherman act is repealed, the 
Treasury notes issued under it stand exactly on the footing of 
the greenbacks; you add that much to the greenback column. 
It is true it is a gold debt, if you choose to work it out that way, 
but it is a gold debt if you leave the Sherman act standing. 
More than that, it is keptin perpetual circulation; the wheel con- 
tinues to revolve. It is like atanner’s wheel, driven by buckets 
with cows’ horns fastened on it, which, by the weight of water 
that flows into these receptacles, are lifted up, the water is 
poured into the tanks, the wheel never stops, and the water goes 
right along to flow into the tanner’s tank. That operation has 
its parallel in the Sherman law. I use this rustic illustration 
not for the amusement of the Senate, but in order that my con- 
stituents, who are not all learned men, may grasp the subject 
and understand exactly what is going on here. I would prefer 
te stop this wheel by repealing the Shermanlaw. I would break 
up this paneer it is too profitable to the living and of no serv- 
ice to the dead. 

But continue the Sherman law, and you continue this process 
of depletion of the Treasury to the amount of $151,000,000 now 
outstanding in the hands of—well, it makes no difference whether 
they are in the hands of the people or in the Treasury. They 
must be reissued, the amount must be kept up when once re- 
deemed, they can be redeemed again, and one of these one-hun- 
dred-dollar bills can draw a thousand dollars out of the Treas- 
ury in gold simply by ten different operations, and still go on 
drawing out the gold as long as you permit the law to remain. 
That is what the Senator from Ohio wants, and what I do not 
want, 


If you are sincere, if you believe that this draft upon the Treas- | 


ury has caused this panic not by anything it has done, but by 
some expected evil which is to be wrought out hereafter, then 
repeal the Sherman law, stop the draft, and put these certifi- 
cates on a footing with greenbacks. 

[ would not do this, Mr. President; I would not content my- 
self with this if I found there was the slightest relaxation in this 
body or anywhere in favor of a good financial system. I would 
take this as the first step, if we must take two when only one is 
needed, in the right direction. As I observed yesterday—and I 
will call attention to it again—the first thing that I would do in 
respect to the terrible condition we are in here now—I speak of 
the legislative condition—would be to try to find a way out 
through the action of a joint committee of the two Houses, which 
should be appointed by the respective presiding officers, very 
impartially, so as to give the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEF- 
FER] and other Senators, elected as he is, by the Populist organ- 
ization, a hearing; and so as to give a show to the Senator from 
Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN], who professes to be a bimetallist, but at 
the same time can not see the silver side of the question at all; 
and I would like also to place on that committee my friend, the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], who sits at my left, and 
made that magnificent argument here recently on this subject, 
which will go down to posterity to build his name up amongst 
the brightest and strongest men who have ever adorned the 
Senate. 

I should wish that he would be the chairman of the Senate side 
of the committee, if I could have a choice. My proposition was 
and is that they should get together and look over the whole 
financial system, consider gold, consider silver, and all the 
different species of money that we have now—nine species of 
money that we have afloat, each one of the eight of them differ- 
ing from every cther one of the nine in legal-tender qualities— 
reconcile all these, take the two silver half dollars, and the four 
quarters, and the ten dimes, which the poor man has to take as 
his money foraday’s wages—it may be 75 cents—adding to these 
eighteen grains more of silver, so that that man shall have as 
much silver in his pocket when he has two half dollars as 
another man has when he has a dollar coin, so that when the 
poor man has got all this silver in his pocket to the amount of 
$10, the result of neatly a month's work, paid by day's wages at 
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75 cents a day, we will say, he is not short 180 grains of silver ;, 
his $10. Rectify that. gia 
Take these national banks in hand and cause them simply to 
uriderstand that they are often all beggars on horseback. 3) at 
they are not mounted in a position to ride roughshod over + 
people. They get all their power from acts of Congress, froy 
our indulgences, and our petting them from time to time. To)] 
them that they must do justice to the people, that the screy 
and tortures of their usurious exactions must be relaxed. and +) 
people must have a chance to live; tell them that while wo 
paying taxes upon all the money that they issue in order ¢, 
able them to issue it, they must not lock up the money in their 
vaults and refuse to pay their depositors and issue shinplasters 
for the payment, one of which I have here. The Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] thought I did not have it, I sup. 
pose. It is a 50-cent shinplaster issued to the people. That js 
the kind of money the banks pay them and which the people 
have to put in their pockets. 

Mr. BUTLER. What is the date? 

Mr. MORGAN. August 12, 1893. 

Mr. PLATT. Issued by whom? 

Mr. MORGAN. Issued by the national banks in Birmingham, 
not in their name. They have a dummy. They were smart 
enough to do that, of course. 

Mr. PLATT. Read it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It reads: 


BIRMINGHAM CLEARING-HOUSE CERTIFICATE. 


No. 875. BIRMINGHAM, ALA., August 12, 1999 

This certifies that the People’s Savings and Trust Company Bank of Bir. 
minghan, Ala., has deposited with the undersigned committee of the Bir- 
ming clearing house, securities to the value of 50 cents, to secure the bearer 
herecf in payment of the sum of 25 cents in lawful money of the United 
States, payable at any time after ninety days from the date hereof. 

This certificate will be received on deposit by any bank or banker of the 
Birmingham clearing house at par. 


U8 


Signed, Cobb, R. D. Johnson, Dickson, Hentzelman, I believe, 
Stearn, Elliott, ete. There ought to be another law about na- 
tional banks, and that is to require the officers to write their 
numes so that some one could read them. I have scarcely seen 
one yet that I could read. 

They ought to be taught that when they keep the seeplo’s 
money on deposit they can not lend it out to stock gamblers and 
to speculators in bullion, and so on, at will and pleasure, so that 
they shall have more than $1 in the vaults of the banks of the 
United States for every creditor’s $25 deposited there. 

That is what is the matter with the country. These banks, 
with a view of making speculation, have loaned out their money 
on call tostock gamblers and the men who corner bacon, pork, 
flour, corn, coffee, and sugar, and all the essentials of life, in or- 
der to make the poor people of this country pay higher prices 


for the actual necessities of life. When the depositor wants his 
money, it is not paid to him if there is stringency in the stock 
market. Your money on which you pay taxes, and the people 
pay continually to keep in circulation, is used by these men for 
that purpose; and whenever the slightest danger comes, or tho 


apprehension of it appears to these favored and petted gam- 
here, then a cramp takes place in all the dealings of the banks, 
discounts stop, anda money panic runs through the country like 
the cold runs through the bones of a man under the effects of 
one of the blizzards from the Northwest. 

That ought to be corrected. I want to correct it in the reso- 
lutions that I offered. There are many other evils that need to 
be corrected. But when my resolutions came into the Senate 
there had to be a ar for an opportuvity even to have them 
explained, and then they were sent to the Calendar, and they 
might as well have been sent to the tombs. I have had no power 
to get them up from that time to this. Nor has any Senator 
who has offered a bill on thesubject of finance in the Senate had 
any power to get any of those measures before this body, even 
an adverse report, except the two pet measures that have been 
brought forward by the Committee on Finance, one to amend 
the Sherman act and reénact it, and the other to increase the 
issues of national banks 10 per cent. 

Who obstructs the business of the Senate when a committee 
under the command of the Senate takes a bill offered by « Sen- 
ator and carries it into a committee room and locks it up ina 
pigeon hole and refuses to act upon it or to say a werd about it’ 
W ho obstructs the business of this country except that committee 
which turns the key upon the door of legislation and says, ‘You 
shall legislate about this and nothing else; you shall not be heard 
toopen your mouth aboutanythingelse? If you bring an amend- 
ment in here we will lay it on the table by an arbitrary majority. 
The honorable Senator from Texas {Mr. MILLS] who has become 
the mouthpiece, I suppose, of somebody here, uttered—— 

Mr. MILLS. I become my own mouthpiece here. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, your mouthpiece. 
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Mr. MILLS. And Ihave a right tospeak my sentiments here, 
and | shall do it on all occasions when I feel like it 
a ‘MORGAN. You have certainly a right to do that, and 
ou h ive a certain responsibility about what you do, and I pro- 
to hold you up toit. — : 
My constituents will hold me responsible. I 
do it. 


So will I. 


pose ‘ cS 
Mr. MILLS. 
deny your right to 
Mr. MORGAN. 
intend to do it. 
Mr. MILLS. 
comes. - ah : 
Mr. MORGAN. All right. The honorable Senator from 
Texas said that he would not vote for any amendment of the 
pending bill whatever. 
AmI mistaken? Was tan u } on | 
mitteeor of the majority o! which he is @ distinguished meinber, 
or was it a mere private expression of opinion? ‘ No, sir, I do 
not intend to vote for any amendment whatever to the bill.” 
Well. if a determination such asthe Senatorexpressed obtains 
throughout the committee, the rest of us, the Senator from 
South Carolina and myself, have nothing to do but to cross our 
hands and be handcuffed and then blindfolded and then be turned 
over to the tender mercies of the Senator from Ohio! Mr. SHER- 
MAN], who will pack us away in cold storage and keep us, [ sup- 
pose, until we have either changed our opinion, or have gained 
greater confidence, or our freedom of thought has become petri- 


fied. I suppose that is to be our fate. Mr. President, if I am 
to be handcuffed and blindfolded a Democrat shall not do it. If 


we must have a master of that sort lethim be a Republican who 
is used to such business as that, and not a Democrat. 


You need not deny my right; I | 
place, and came too late by just about a century. 
I shall take care of myself, when the time | 


Well, I take that as being ex cathedra. | 
Was that an utterance on behaif of the com- | 


No, sir; you lock the bills up in the committee and will not | 


report them back here, andif an amendment is offered you will 
move to layit on the table, and, perhaps, the most distinguished 
light now in the Senate of that party, certainly a man of great 
power, informs us that he will not vote (and I suppose he will 
not permitany of the rest of us to do it if he can helpit) for any 
amendment to the bill, that we must take it as it isoffered: that 
we must take it upon the principles of the gold cure, or faith 
cure, or some other kind of a cure. 
am bound to take this nostrum, there is only one thing left for 
me to say about it, and that is it shall be ‘‘ well shaken before 
it is taken.’ 

Then when any of us pretend to talk about having a right to 
be heard here in debate, to present questions that they do not 
dare to try to answer, and know they do not dare to try it, we are 
threatened with cloture—this importation from the Parliament 
of Great Britain—which has been so attractive to the Senator 
from New York, who found his examples and his precedents yes- 
terday for the advocacy of a cloture alone, I believe, in the Par- 
liament of Great Britain. TheSenator certainly forgotthat when 
we escaped from British dominion we also escaped from the power 
of the prerogative of the British Crown, and we do not permit 
the Executive Government of this country to sit in this Chamber 
with us. We established independent departments, executive, 
legislative, and judicial, each independent of the other, and each 
having the right to acquit itself in its own peculiar sphere, ac- 
cording to its constitutional discretion, as I understand it. 

Mr. SVEWART. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me 
to surgest that Great Britain never adopted cloture during all 
its history until the gold men got in power? 

Mr. MORGAN. It never adopted it until after 1816, though I 
do not think that was the reason for adopting it. I think they 
adopted it for the reason that there was springing up in Great 
Britain too much liberty. There were representatives there of 
the people who were disposed to make a clamor about things, 
and bring up rights for consideration like the Irish question 
and the Welsh question and the disestablishment question, the 
corn laws, and a great many other very important questions taat 
have agitated the British Parliament now for the last half cen- 
tury or more. 

The people of Great Britain were getting to be very free with 
their thinking. Well, it isa bad thing for an arbitrary power 
to have a constituency that are free to think; still worse if they 
are free to speak; very much worse if they are free to vote; and 
still more intolerable if there is a written Constitution some- 
where that men are sworn toand the right of the rulers to think, 
and to act, and to vote, and the like of that is under some r 
straint. But in the United States it is not under the restraint 
of prerogative as it is in Great Britain. There the Queen sits 
in both Houses as a member, and every law which is enacted in 
Great Britain is enacted in the name of Her Majesty and the 
Commons and the Lords. She is there, in the Parliament, an 
active participant, if not in fact, at least upon theory. So, when 
a man finds himself a member-elect in the Parliament in either 
House, and he says, “I will not vote upon this question, I will 
stand out;” they say to him, ‘‘ Your act is just the same as i! 


Well, Mr. President, if I | 





| against your veto, and when you le 
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there had been a penal statute requiring you to vote, and you 
have refused to do so; and you have been condemned to vote by 


the court; you have become recalcitrant and would not vote; the 


judgment of the court is that you be punished for not voti 


Can you do that here? Well, you can when you get a king or 
queen here, but not before. The parallel drawn for th r 
pose of convincing us that we were under the power and domin- 
ion of an arbitrary majority in this body came from the wrong 


We » Ced l 
from that doctrine about a hundred years ago and got rid of it, 





| and I was in hopes no Democrat would ever undertake to quote 
itin this body. Butitseems Iwas mistaken. The Constitution 
of the United States has a title to the acts that we are required 
to pursue. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and the House of Representatives of Ur 
ted States of America in Congress assembled 
Not by the President, not by the Supreme Court; it is enacted 
by Congress, and only by Congress, consisting of the two Houses. 
The President is given a part in the legislative power of this 
country, but unless it is the quiet part of approving it n 0 
a veto power that he exercises. Having that right and 
to protect himself, his Administration, his conscience, his \ 
of public policy upon the measures that we enact here, it ex 
pected that he will confine himself to the exerci f that I 
and that he will not undertake to control the action of Co ; 
When the President comes here, as have seen Pres ts 
do—and I am not making allusion to the present case pa 
larly or at all—when Presidents come here and prescribe to us, 
as Presidents have done, a course of legislation; when they have 
even submitted bills to us of a particular form which they de- 
mand: th we should enact, the Senate,and the House too, 
have said to them in no unmeaning terms: ‘‘You have the veto 
power and can exercise it when we have acted and ann leg 





’membersin the House shal! vy 
vour veto in the Exe 


islation unless two-thirds of th 


tive Mansion and come here to participate in legislation 
guide us in that you must not feel at all affronted or in any way 
disappointed if we take up the veto power and use it on you. 


You shall not interfere with us. It will require a two-thirds 
majority of the Senate to doit. Yes, under the Constitution it 
will require four-fifths to enable you to come hereand mark out 
a line of policy to be used by us. We will not submit to that.” 

That is the attitude here to-day, if the President of the United 
States is attempting anything of the kind, and I confess I have 
not seen in his message anything more than advice on this sul 
ject; but [ have seen in the ration of the members of 1 
body on either side a very strong indication that a particular 
line of action was laid down to us, from which there should be 
no departure under any circumstances or conditions. 

Now, I do not like that. I do not think that is fair; neither 
do I intend to submit to it as long as I have any lawful and con- 
stitutional power of resistance If I am a member of an inde- 
pendent department of this Government, I must be left free to 
exercise my rights as such, without unnecessary and improper 
constraint to be exercised over me. 

[ have now pointed out as fully as I desired to do, though I 
might go still further to show what the state of the law would be 
after the repeal of the Sherman act; but I can say to the friends 
of silver on this floor that the repeal of the Sherman act outand 
out would be a great advance over the existing state of the law 
in their favor. More than that, it would require these very men, 
if they are sincere in their statements, to proceed with us to 
legislate for the benefit of the country, not to accept a nostrum 
from the hands of the political doctors and swallow it, and wait 
to see whether the result is to be effective or beneficial. 

They will be obliged immediately upon the repeal of that law 
to open their committee doors and bring these bills back for 
consideration, so that the Senate of the United States might 
have some chance to passan opinion upon some of these measures. 

I confess, sir, that according to my conception of it, I have 
never seen such a ruthless exercise of arbitrary power upon any 
question in this body since I have had the honor of being : 
ber of it. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Unless some Senator desires very much to 
further participate in this debate, I rose for the purpose of mov- 
ing to lay the motion to correct the Journal on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
make that motion? 

Mr. VOORHEES. 


1s 


co p 


laAm-=- 
iOill 


I make that motion. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion of the Senator from 
Indiana is to lay on the table the pending motion to amend the 
Journal. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the mo- 
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tion of the Senator from Indiana is not debatable, unless he 
yields to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Under the circumstances, with the utmost 
kindness to the Senator from Idaho and to other Senators, I 
feel it my duty not to yield. 

Mr. DOLPH. Icall for the yeas and nays on the motion. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of | 
nator from Indiana, to lay on the table the motion of the | 


the S$ 

Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH]. The motion of the Senator 

from Oregon will be read by the Secretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That the name of said Senator ALLEN be recorded in connectlon with said 
roll call to show his presence 

Mr. DOLPH. On the motion to lay on the table I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeus andnays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). [am paired with 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorritL]. Not knowing how 
he wou!d vote upon this question I will withhold my own vote. 
if the Senator from Vermont were here I should vote to lay the 
motion to amend the Journal on the table, because I think it is 
inconsistent with the rules. 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina[Mr. VANCE]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Kentucky[Mr. BLACKBURN]. If he were 
present I should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). There is some 
confusion in regard to my pair. I am generally paired with the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH], and I will 
withhold my vote. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. GiBsoNn]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HOAR (after having voted in the affirmative). Has the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. PuGH] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DIXON. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
Mississippi[Mr. WALTHALL]. As he is absent 1 withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. FRYE. My colleague [Mr. HALE£] is paired on House bill 
No. 1, and all questions incidental to it, with the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. The senior Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] on all questions upon House 
bill No. 1, and on all questions incidental to it, is paired with 
the junior Senator from California [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. PALMER. The arrangement announced by the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. FRYE] leaves me at liberty to vote, and I vote 
Svea,” 

‘Mr. CULLOM. I was requested by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON], who has been called away from the Chamber, to 
announce that he is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELL |. 

Mr. DIXON. Iam informed that the Senator from Mississippi 
{[Mr. WALTHALL], if present, would vote “yea,” and I will 
therefore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Notwithstanding my pair with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] I see his colleague | Mr. PRroc- 
TOR] votes the same way that I would vote, and as I am satisfied 
that the senior Senator from Vermont would so vote, I will re- 
cord my vote. I vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 3; as follows: 

YEAS—45. 


Aldrich Daniel, Kyle, Platt, 
Alle Dixon, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Bate Faulkner, Lodge, Quay, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Roach, 
Butler, George, Martin, Sherman, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mills, Turpie, 
Call. Harris, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Camden, Hawley, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Higgins, Murphy, Washburn. 
Carey Hill, Palmer, 
Coke Hunton, Pasco, 
Culiom, Irby, Peffer, 
NAYS—3. 
Dolph, Gallinger, Perkins. 
NOT VOTING—37. 

Allison, Gray, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Blackburn, Hale, Power, Vilas, 
Brice, Hansbrough, Pugh, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hoar, Ransom, White, Cal. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Shoup, White, La. 
Colg vitt, Jones, Ney. Smith, Wilson, 
Davis McMillan, Squire, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Manderson., Stewart, 
— mM, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge, 

orman, Morriil, Teller, 
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Mr. TELLER and Mr. VOORHEES addressed the Ch 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. TELLER. I underst 


| the approval of the Journal 
that I desire to submit some 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
approval of the Journal? 


The Senator from Colo 
nd that the question n 


of Monday’s proceeding 


remarks to the Senate. 
Is there further objex 


Mr. TELLER. I have the floor, and I object to tl 
of the Journal, at least until I have been heard. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


from Colorado. The Chair 


now before the Senate. 


The Chair recognizes t] 
merely stated the qi 


Mr. HOAR. J rise to a question of order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Senator from M 


will state his question of order. 

Mr. HOAR. My question of order is that under the t 
1 : . 
the Journal is approved as a matter of course with 


or question, unless some Senator moves an amendr 
which amendment is debatable, and if the Senator from ‘ 
desires to proceed he must move or suggest some ame 


the Journal. 


Mr. TELLER. I will move an amendment if necess: 
do not understand that to be the rule. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the rule. 

Mr. TELLER. But there must be affirmative actio 


part of the Senate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Senator from Colorado 


suspend until the Senate receives a message from the H: 


Representatives. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. | 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had ps 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of | 


| Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing ma 
rials and labor for the construction of public works; 

A bill (H. R. 2002) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prov 
the times and places for holding terms of United States court 
in the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, Is 

A bill (H. R. 2344) for the better control of and to promote 1 


safety of national banks; 


A bill (H.R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit section 34 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the New York and New Je 
Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge acros 
Hudson River between New York City and the State of 


Jersey. 


AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Chair was unable to hear th 


motion of the Senator from Colorado. 
Mr. TELLER. I said I did not think it requires a motio 
but if the rule requires a motion, I move that the names of 1 


Senators who were a in the Chamber and did not a1 
90 added, to wit, myself and the Senator 


on the last roll call 
Idaho [Mr. DuBOIs]. 





Mr. President, I do not understand—— 


Mr. HOAR. The motion ought to be stated by the Ch 


i 


Mr. FAULKNER. I submit, if the motion refors to t! 


roll call—— 


Mr. TELLER. Oh, no; the last roll call referred to in t! 


Journal, of course. 


Mr. HOAR. Let the motion be stated by the Chair. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The motion will be reduced t 


ing in order that the Chair may state it correctly. 
Mr. TELLER. [I wish to say that I do not understand 
necessary that I should make any motion at all. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Senator will suspend unti 


Chair disposes of the point of order which has been mad: 
Mr. HOAR. May | be permitted to state the point of « 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
order. 


The Chair will hear the )« 


Mr. HOAR. ‘The first section of Rule III is as follows: 


The Presiding Officer having taken the chair, and aquorum being pre 
the Journal of the preceding day shall be read, and any mistake mace i 
entries corrected. The reading of the Journal shall not be suspended unless 
by unanimous consent; and when any motion shall be made to amend 
rect thesame, it shall be deemed a privileged question, and proceeded wi 


until disposed of. 


My point of order is that the Journal is prepared by a sworn 
officer of the Senate on his responsibility and is read to the 5: 
ate for its information; and when that is done it goes upon th 
archives as a matter of course, without any affirmative action 0 


vote of the Senate whatever. 


It does not require a vote if the 
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1 be approved or adopted under this rule. If, however, | eral lectures by Senators as to the duty of Senators. The Sena- 








Jou ‘+ ig read for information, it appears to be—— tor from New York (Mr. HILL] proceeded to lecture the mem- 
HARRIS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow | bers of this body. T he Senator froin Di laware [Mr. GRAY] fol 
ask him—— | lowec in tb ) Same line, and the Senator from Ohio [Mi SHER 
‘cn HOAR. No, sir; not now. MAN|did the same thing. __ 
My HARRIS. As he is making an argumentative state- W hen the Senator from Ohio, with his , » in 
. this body, lectures me I submit to it with a good gra \ 
. HOAR. Iam stating the point of order with the leave of | the Senator from New York or the Senator De 
tl} ' ir. and I should like, if the Senator will pardon me, to} tures me 1 do not submit to it with a good grace, not be 
™ the sentence. } any lac k of abilitv on the partof t Senators fro N \ 
7 \RRIS. Isimply wanted to ask a question. } and Delaw rat bee Ley h no las he r 
1 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts | in t 11s body [ have and becaus ot ine 
in e floor | or else whel LO amit i lat al on in 1 ouy ¢ 
wt» HOAR. I have not finished my sentence yet. The rule | hasa higher appreciation o » duty « n A can 
; on to say that the Journal shall be read. It does not make | than I have myself. 
2 -ivileged question as to approving if, or any question at | I say NOW, \ ith the possible exception of the Ser 
ail. The reading is ‘*shall not be suspended unless by unanimous | Oh whose length of service here may justify L, 5 
waneent: and when any motion shall be made toamend or correct | on 1 floor has aright to sture any other 1 -of t 
th me. it,” that is, the motion, ‘‘shall bedeemeda privileged | body. It is not only a violation of the rules, but it isa. 
7 18 on, and proceeded with until disposed of.” violation of the canons of good order and decency. Who 
| understand that the true way (of course it is but formal and | the Senator from New York the right to come here and 
not 1 substantial matter in this case) isfor the Senator from | Senators who are acting upon their oatl sand their cons 
Colorado to point out his objection to the Journal by making a | are not conducting themselves in accordance with the prin 
m n to amend it or to correct it according to the fact as he | OL Cé titutional Law W ithin the rules of the Sen \ 
sems it toexist. That raises a debatable question, and that |, th l,as was done here the other night, a S« 
onl | other side of the Chamber to declare that Senat 
‘Now. I will with great pleasure answer any suggestion of the | the ats and do not vote are not only liable to expulsion, 
canator from Tennessee, with the leave of the Senate. | de ving of expulsion? Why, Mr. President, the like of 
; Mr. HARRIS. The question I wanted to propound tothe Sen- | never heard before in this ody. have! de ubt it will be heard 
ator from Massachusetts is, first, who does approve the Journal | repeatedly hereafter, because I have noticed that one evil habit 
of the Senate’s proceedings? Is it not the Senate that must ap- | is«lways followed by another, and I have noticed that evil habit 
mare it! | of this kind constantly grow. 
P Mr. HOAR. It does not require any approbation of the Sen-| Mr. President, itis said that this isa courteous body. | 
ate. It is read for information only, unless there is a motion to | lieve it may be truthfully said of it that it is a courteous bo 
amend it. at least it has been a courteous body sinceI have been a men 
Mr. HARRIS. Upon the contrary, the Senate sits in judg- | of it. There has always existed between members of this bod 
ment the first thing every morning, after the reading of the | & proper res} ect for the opinions of other Senators. The Sen 
Journal, as to whether it isa correct narrative and as to whether | tor from Onio said yesterday th at the Senator who calied for a 
it is to be approved or not. quorum violated the rules of this body. The Senatorfron 


could not have read with any care and attention the rul 
body, nor could he have studied the Constitution on this su 
The Constitution of the United States declares that 
shall be a quorum present in the Chamber whenever busi 
transacted. The rules of the Senate declare that at any tin 


Mr. HOAR. That is not a question. 

Mr. HARRIS. And it is a question that the Chair should 
put to the Senate, except for convenience and economy of time 
the usual habit is to say, ‘‘ If there be no objection the Journal 
stands approved.” 


Mr. MANDERSON. With the consent of the Senate and the | 22d under all circumstances that question may be rais nd 
approval of the Chair, let me suggest that so faras the approval | Wen raised there is but one duty of the Chair, and that is to 
of the Journal is concerned it follows, as is suggested bv the | call the roll and ascertain whether there is a quorum present 


and if ro quorum is present thenthe Senate mustcease to doa 
kind of business except that which the Constitution provided i 
might do, and that is to bring aquorumhere. Itisas powe1 


Senator from Massachusetts, as of course; and the question put 
to the Senate is not, Shall the Journal be approved? and in the 
absence of objection its approval following, but the suggestion 


is made by the Presiding Officer, ‘If there are no suggestions | from that moment to do any business except that specified in the 
of amendment to or correction of the Journal it stands ap- | Constitution as a town meeting is to legislate for t people of 
sroved.”” the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. | Soacall of the Senate is nota violation of the rules. It might 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the invariable language of the be a violation of the proprieties of this place for any Senator 
Presiding Officer at the commencement of the session after the | Wo knew there was a quorum present in the Chamber todemar 
Journal is read. Now, turning toCushing’s Manual,where, upon a roll call, and yet it might not. That might depend entir 
pages 169and 170, the matter of the journal of deliberative bodies upon circumstances, But certainly it was not when the coll 
is spoken of, I find this language,which certainly is an advocacy calls are made as they have been made here, with the statement 
of the position taken by the Senator from Massachusetts, and the | by the Senator who made the demand that there were 20, 21, 01 
uniform practice of the Senate: ~e or 23, or 24, rarely more { D. in that number of Senators wit 

The Journal is to be corrected, either at the suggestion of a member, or the sight of the Presiding Officer of the senate, | 
upon motion, when the reading is completed. It is then considered as ap- | ‘he Senate convened at 1l a. m., and we sat here from th 

' 


proved by the assembly, to which no formal vote or proceeding is neces 
sary; if the correction suggested or moved is made, or none is suggested, the 
approval of the assembly follows, of course. 
So it does seem to me that no motion is needed on the part of 
any member of the Senate, nor does the Chair volunteer the 
roposition ~¢ question, Shall the Journal be approved? It fol- 


time until 6 o'clock at night,and nota day forat least two weeks 
| was there a majority of the friends of repeal in this Chamber. 
Who made up that quorum? The men who were opposed to re- 
peal. Who made up the quorum the long nights that we sat 
here, the thirty-eight or forty hours that we sat here? Th: 


. _ - 4 inadla , _ “inc hat ima aftar ha iorh t . 210nN 

ws as of course under the rule and by the practice of delibera- | 2°'°" idl dee aes nou —- - = _—— 1 ~~ 3 a 

tive bodies when all suggestions tochange or amend have ceased. | 2°&*" §8S seins fe wT mill ot eee ar ee ee aaen & 

Mr. TELLER. Tosave any question, I move—and I will now | “°“"~ ann , wee a a Pie — cao the th of ae 
change my amendment slightly so as not to include the Senator | &°"»*® *4« aby ope ays, t ne ee eee fifth of th 

from Idaho—I move that the name of H. M. TELLER, a Senator | “™e that there has been a quorum in this Chamber of those who 


are in favor of repeal. 

Yet the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from New York 
and the Senator from Delaware worked themselves into intense 
excitement over the statement that the minority here are ob- 
structing the majority. Why, Mr. President, the friends of re 
peal have not hada majority here. It is doubtful whether to-da: 
they could bring a majority into this Chamber if the opponent 
of repeal should decline to vote. Again and again the minority 


from Colorado, be added to the last call recorded in the Journal 
of yesterday, made for the purpose of ascertaining whether a 
quorum of the Senate was present or not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion will be read from the 
desk. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is moved that the name of H. M. TELLER, a Senator from Colorado, be 
added to the last call recorded in the Journal of yesterday, made for the 


— of ascertaining whether a quorum of the Senate was present or 
not. 


Mr.TELLER. Mr.President, the Senate of the United States 
has been treated, in the early part of the legislative day, to sev- 





might have adjournec the Senate in the middle of the day until 
the next day or for three days. We did not do anything of that 
kind. Wecame here and debated this question. We insisted 
that we had a right to debate it. Yet before the debate was 
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closed, long before it was closed, and before anybudy here could 
claim that it was closed, we were forced into a continuous ses- 
sion of nearly forty hours, and the mext night it was repeated. 
I do not know how long the session lasted; it is immaterial. 

We were forced the other night to remain in session until 10 
o'clock, and yet none of the time after the lights were lit was 
there a quorum present of the friends of repeal. As the Sena- 
tor from Missouri |Mr. VEST] said yesterday, or to-day legisla- 
tively, they called upon the opponents of repeal to make a 
quorum for them, 

Mr. President, it is indecent for any Senator tostand here and 
assert that there has been obstruction of the character that has 
been asserted on this floor, and if that is out of order I will sub- 
mit to being out of order. When Senators tell me that we have 
brought disgrace upon the Senate by our obstruction to this 
measure, it is time the country understood that with all their 
pretended zeal, with all their pretended indignation, they have 
not been here to vote themselves. If they had been here to vote 
they would not have needed to call upon us to make a quorum, 
and they would not need to complain if we satsilentin our seats. 
We have aright to sit here under the Constitution and under 
the law and under the precedents of the Senate, made, I repeat, 
as I said the other day, by the most illustrious men who ever sat 
in this body. 

In this country majorities rule. We have heard here day in 
and day out that the majority were satisfied now to take a vote, 
and therefore the majority ought to vote. 

Mr. President, majorities rule in this country, but they do not 


always rule ina day. Sometimes, in a country like ours, where | 


there is freedom of thought and freedom of speech and freedom 
of action, it takes a long time for the majority to crystallize its 
opinions into law, and itis right that that should be the case. 
[t is perfectly proper that the majority of legislative bodies shall 
be compelled to wait until public opinion may indicate that pub- 
lic opinion is back of them. 

What isabe majority in this Chamber? Whataccount is that 
if there is not a majority of the people of the United States back 
of the majority? It is not the majority of this Chamber that 
controls; it is the majority of the American people. For the 
first time since I have been a member of this body I have heard it 
stated here on the fioor that because the House of Representatives 
had passed upon this question the Senate of the United States 
could neither debate it nor exercise its judgment on the vote: 
that we were bound to accept the opinion of the House of Rep- 
resentatives as the opinion of the American people. 

Mr. President, a rule that I have always tried to observe in 
this body prevents me from replying to that misplaced argument, 
if argument it can be called. Iam not at liberty tospeak of the 
House of Representatives. I am not at liberty to speak of the 
methods of that body. Iamnotatliberty tospeak of the methods 
that were employed by anybody to influence that House. Lleave 
that for the great public criticism that will come to them if they 
make any mistakes. It would be indecent for this body to criti- 
cise the other House or any member of it. It is equally indecent 
for them to criticise us. 

Mr. President, the Government of the United States is founded 
upon the theory that each department of this Government is 
absolutely independent of the other; that is, that the legislative 
department is independent of the executive, and the executive 
in the exercise of its duty is independent of the legislative de- 
partment, and the judicial department is independent of both 
executive and legislative. That has been the rule which has 
been applied in this country for more than one hundred years. 
That is the rule which applies in every country where parlia- 
mentary government exists. That is the rule which applies in 
the great mother country from which we have derived our lan- 
guage and our laws. 

The legislative department of Great Britain is absolutely in- 
dependent of the executive. The Queen of Great Britain is 
understood to be opposed to home rule. She would no more 
dare to say in the public prints in the way of an interview that 
she hoped home rule would fail than she would dare to write 
her abdication, for she would write it very quickly if she would 
say it. The coming king of Great Britain, upon the death of 
his mother, is supposed to be opposed to home rule, yethe would 
never dare to say in Great Britain that he hoped home rule 
would be defeated. 

And that ought to be the rule. The iegislative department 
should be independent. The Government of Great Britain has 
given to the executive of that country the veto power. Itis true 
it has never been exercised in two hundred years, but the power 
has never been taken away from it. Itis still there. I do not 
suppose that there has been a ruler on that throne for a hun- 
dred years who would dare to exercise it: and I have not any 
doubt that its exercise now by the present sovereign would 
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change in a fortnight the whole constitutional form of 
ment of Great Britain. 

The President of the United States has a duty to do 
in the Constitution, to submit to this body and the o 
tions which he desires to have considered, to give us 
tion as tothe state of the country; and when he has 
he has done all the Constitution allows him to do: he | 
all that his predecessors have been accustomed to do 
in these modern days we are told by the public pr 
President hasdemanded what the Senate shall do; that 1 
bers of the Cabinet are frequently interviewed by th 
pers and declare that ‘‘we have made up our mind 
the Sherman law, and if it takes a month to do it w 
a month, and if it takes six months we will take six mo 
we will accept no compromise whatever.” 

Mr. President, I need not say that itis a rule of parli 
law, as well as of general law, that rumor may reach s 
that everybody has a right to take cognizance of it. | 
than four months the newspapers have been full, in this: 
of the statements of what the Executive wanted and \ 
Executive intended with reference to the repeal of the ¢ 
act. Cabinet officers have been interviewed and dec 
they wanted, speaking for themselves and the Admini 
to such an extent that no man on this floor who has r 
his reputation will rise and deny that they are trut! 
ments, and that the great weight and power of the Ad 
tion, with its immense patronage, is backing and pushing | 
ing bill; and notonly isthe Administration in favor of the 
the purchasing clause of the act of 1890, but the Admini 
declares publicly that no compromise shall be made, an 
must pass for unconditional repeal or not atall. Ihave 
here that I desire to read as to the statement by member 
Cabinet. There are Senators on this floor who know \ 
make this statement that members of the Cabinet within t! 
three days have declared that no compromise would be accept 
by the Executive. When I make that statement they know 
is true, because they have heard it. 

Now, I am not given to criticisms of executive officer 
would rather not criticise an Executive officer and I wi 
rather not at any time criticise one who is not of my poli 





faith. I have always felt free to criticise a Republican P 
dent because I am a Republican. I have never failed to crit 
him when I thought he deserved it; but I have been re! 
to criticise the Executive officer who is not of my faith fo 
it would appear that it was prejudice, or partisan heat, or 
san opposition that made me do it. However, in my 


we have reached a point where the Senate can no long: low 


this to go without somebody protesting against it. 

I find in a Democratic paper, published in the city of 
York, called the Daily America, an article purporting to in 
interview with Mr. Carlisle; and I will state that I am i: 
that the same article has appeared in the Louisville ‘ 
Journal, a Democratic paper. I have not any question 
it is a correct interview. If any Senator thinks it is not « ct, 
of course I should be very glad to have him so state and give his 
reasons for thinking so. 


STICKS TO REPEAL, 

It is headed— 

STICKS TO REPEAL—CARLISLE STATES THE POSITION OF THE PRI NT— 
HOPES TO HAVE THAT BAD LAW WIPED OUT—MAY NOT SUCCEED } BUT 
IS UNSWERVING—IN THE MEAN TIME THE SENATE IS TO BLAM 
SCOPE OF CONGRESS FOR THIS WEEK. 

I do not care about reading the newspaper comments on the 
position of the repeal bill, but I want to read what is supposed 
to be the statement of the Secretary of the Treasury. Re 

I will venture to say that the Secretary will not deny that this is 
his position and the position of the Administration. | er 
stand they are not beating about the bush or under co\ 

A number of Senators called to see Secretary Carlisle to-day 

That was on the 15th of October— 
and in discussing the situation the Secretary very plainly stated th 
istration’s position in the following terms: 

“We have done our duty and now havenothing to offer. The Ad 
tion asked Congress to repeal the purchase clause unconditio \ 
Congress hasnot doneit. Theresponsibility for any further action must res 
with the Senate. ; : 

“There is one plan of compromise that the Administration coul e} 
with honor. and this is to defer for a definite period the date of operation < 
repeal. This Administration finds upon the statute books a bad law, piacea 
there by the Republican party. We ask Congress to remove it. The Demo 
cratic House complies promptly. TheSenate, yielding to the domi nof 
@ small majority of Republican fllibusters, does not comply. 


Mr. STEWART. A majority? ; — 
Mr. TELLER. Thearticle saysa‘ majority,” but it evidently 
meant a ‘‘ minority.” 


Does any one imagine that the President can abandon his position of de 
manding this repeal? 








Se 














& 





\Ir. President, what right has the President of the United 
ctates to demand repeal? The President may submit tous, over 
} < official signature, that in his opinion the law is a bad one and 
ait to be repealed. That is as far as he can go. When he 
oe wone that far he has gone to the extent which the Constitu- 
tion allows; he has gone to the extent of the rule which should 
revail always in a free government, and he can not go another 
atep. The Secretary says: 

There is one plan of compromise that the Administration could accept 
with bhonor— y ne ee é 

Who is to make a compromise if it is to be made? Is it to be 
the President? Who has endowed him with legislative power? 
What right has he to come here and say to us ‘ this comprom ise 
will not be satisfactory tome?” It is usurpation; it is a viola- 
tion of constitutional law; it isa breach of the privileges of this 
Senate which ought to be resented. 


yr" 


I repeat again that no monarch outside of Russia would dare | 


to make that statement to his parliament, not even William of 
Germany; yet the papers have been full of such statements for 
more than two months, and no man except the Senator from Ne- 
vada [Mr. STEWART] has been found in this Senate up to this 
hour who has met this assertion on the part of the Executive 
with the reproof which it deserves. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. 
question? ; 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator from Colorado know 
that the President of the United States has interfered with the 
Senate in any manner whatever? 

Mr. TELLER. I think I do. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In the legislation now pending in this 
body? 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I will answer the Senator, but 
Ido not intend the Senator shall miake a speech in my time. 
He will have an opportunity when I get through. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let me ask another question, to be an- 
swered at the same time. Does the Senator find in that alleged 
interview with Secretary Carlisle any intimation from the Sec- 
retary that the Administration was attempting to influence legis- 
lation here? 

Mr. TELLER. [I shall answer the Senator if he will 
proceed. I shall call attention—and it will 
his question 
gia. Nooither is needed. 
reports are all true, or that even a tithe of them is true, for in 
fact I do not believe all of them are true; but he will be a brave 
Senator who will stand on either side of this Chamber and de- 
clare that, in his judgment as a Senator, he does not believe the 
President has attempted to interfere or influence the action of 
this body. The Senator from New Jersey will not do it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator please state his ques- 
tion again? 

Mr. TELLER. I have notasked any question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then, will the Senator repeat his state- 
ment? 

Mr. TELLER. I will repeat it for the benefit of the Senator. 
I say he will be a brave Senator who will stand here on either 
side of this Chamber and declare that, in his judgment, the 
President has made no attempt to influence legislation in the 
direction I have mentioned. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [ declare it, Mr. President. 

Mr. TELLER. Very good. Then the Senator 
self as a good deal braver than most men. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The President has 
tempt. 

Mr. TELLER. I shall not say anything offensive to the Sen- 
ator, for, of course, when he says so he believes it; but outside 
of the Chamber I might make some other remark. [Laughter.] 


There is one plan of compromise that the Administration could accept 
with honor— 


let me 


marks him- 


made no such at- 


Who wasspeaking in the interview [have been reading? The | 
That is all they can 


financial minister of this Administration. 
accept. 
It must be acceptable to them. 

{am afraid that we have reached a point in partisan zeal and 
partisan prejudice where whatever is acceptable to the Execu- 
tive is acceptable to a great number of people in this country. 
It would not be polite for me to say, nor would it be in order to 
say, acceptable to Senators, so on that point better not express 
an opinion. 

Let us see what else is said here: 


Does any one imagine that the President can abandon his position of de- | 


manding this repeal? 
What isdemanding repeal but attempting to secure repeal? 
A demand from the President of the United States in any way is 


XX VY—166 


be a full answer to | 
to the President's letter to the governor of Geor- | 
[ shall not assume that the newspaper | 


If that is not acceptable to Congress, Congress must go. | 


May Lask the Senator from Colorada a | 
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very potent and powerful in influencing the action of his partisan 
friends. Where the Constitution has clothed him with authority 
to make a demand, it becomes very persuasive to the majority of 


gement when it would 


the people; it commends itself to their jud 
An Executive demand should bea 


not otherwise have done 


sO. 


demand provided for by law. The Constitution does not give 
the President any right to demand that we surrender our judg- 
ment to his. 
es anyone suppose that he will be willing to forsake the pri nd 

come down to dickering over terms of an arrangement with men wh 
defied public opinion and effe:ted what might almost be termed arev« tion 
by obstruction in the Senate? 

I suppose that means that he would not dicker with the 
who are opposed to repeal. All of the Senators who are opposed 
to repeal in this Chamber have certainly not been guilty of ob 
struction in any way or manner, because, as I before said, the 


vote which kept the Senate with a working majority has be« 
that of Senators who are opposed to repeal. 


Does any one think the President will give his consent to having the Ly 
ocratic party move out of the position which it occupies, that of demanding 
a Wholesome and necessary reform, so that the Repub ins might h ‘an 
opportunity to step in and take possession of it Of course not rhe Ppem 


ocratic position is that this bad Republican law must be repealed 
[donot know. Iam not a Democrat, and I have not been a 
Democrat for nearly forty years; but when | was a Democrat, 


| there was not a Democrat in the great State of New York, in 
which I then lived, who would not have been in arms agiinst 
that kind of a declaration by the Executive. In those dij 
Democratic Executives did not lay down the policy of the Demo 


| policy and what is no!. 





| product of American silver. 


| Treasury did that he ought to be impeached. 





cratic party. Ido not know now but the election of a Demo- 
cratic President authorizes him to determine what is Democratic 
Not being a member of the party, I am 
not competent to determine that question. I leave 
ators who sit on the other side of the Chamber. I know very 
well, though, that if any Republican President announced that 


that for Sen 


he was looking after the policy of the Republican party, and 
that he would not allow certain things of that character to be 
done by the Republicans of the country who might differ from 


him, I should resent it. 
This bad Republican law 


A law, Mr. President, on which we went into the campaign of 
1890, a law on which we made the campaign in Ohio; and if f am 
not mistaken the ‘Senator from Texas |Mr. MILLS] went up into 
the State of Ohio and made a speech, in which he declared that 
the law was about as good as a free-coinage law, and I thivk he 
thought it was so good that he could cease the efforts which 
he had been making for twenty years in favor of free coina 
because he thought we had a law which practic lly, as he stated, 
as I recollect from his published speech, would absorb all the 
[t was a law which the candidate 
of the Republican party for governor in the State of Ohio eulo- 
gized in every speech he made on the stump, a law \ the 
great majority of all the Republican State conventions of 1890 
and 1892 indo: sed without question 


©, 


nich 


[t is ‘‘a bad Republican law,” we are told. It isa Republican 
law, but I deny that it is a bad Republican law, in the sense of 
the term which the Secretary uses. I believe it was one of the 


acts, of which there are a great many inthis country, which was 
passed by Republican votes only, not a Democrat in either 
House voting for it, and not voting for it not because it was such 
a vicious law, but because they did not believe that it was 
enough better than existing law to justify the change: becau 
they said, ‘‘ You have a law on the books which is a better 
recognition of silver asmoney than thislaw.” So they said, ‘‘We 
will not change the law that puts all the silver which is pur- 
chased into money for one that does not put i: into money.” 

[In addition to that they said that the time would come when 
some Secretary, in utter violation of the law, in utter contempt 
of the plain provisions of this statute, would say, ‘‘ I decline 
purchase silver bullion under the law.” We did not then 
ticipate that the present Executive would bea elected, or that he 
would have the present Secretary of the Treasury. I remember 
with what vehemence and earnestness the istinguished Sena- 
tor from Missouri[Mr. CocKRELL] declared to us that this law 
would be made the means, by a hostile Secretary of the Treas- 


to 


an 


ury, of debasing and degrading silver, and that under it, on the 
pretense that silver was not offered at the market rate, he would 


Senator from Ohio 
a Secretary of the 
Yet, I find ne 
within the last two months, I think I am safe in saying, that not 
more thanone-half of the amount which the law provided should 
be purchased by the Secretary was so purchased. 

his has been done under the pretense that holders have 
been asking too much for silver bullion, when the only other 


decline to buy it; and [ remember what the 
[Mr. SHERMAN] said, in substance, that if 


the 
n 
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market they have got in the world is the market which the Sec- 
retary says he tikes as his guide, the London market, and every 
ounce which he declines to buy goes across the water and is sold 
in the London market, where it must be sold higher than it is 
sold here, or it would not go there atall. No holder of silver 
bullion will take it tothe Treasury and decline the Treasurer’s 
offer, provided he offers the market price in London, and no 
holder of silver bullion will ship his silver to Europe if he can 
get an equal price in America. Because of these defects in the 
law, Senators said they declined to vote for it. We putiton the 
statute book, and it was executed not in the best manner, but it 
was so executed that every month during that time there was a 
purchase of silver under it to the full extentof the provisions of 
the statute. 

It was soon after the Administration changed and soon after 
silver had fallen to a price which no man living supposed it ever 
would, that the Secretary of the Treasury declined to buy it at 
any price. Ifthis isa Republican law, as 1 have before stated 


on this floor, it is bad in its execution, it is almost useless to us, | 


for there is no benefit to be derived from it, or but little benefit 


to be derived hy the silver-producing States if it shall continue | patched in such a way as to relieve the situation. 


to be executed by the present Administration in the manner in | 
which it has been executed since the Ist of July. 
‘The Secretary proceeds: 


If we can not repeal it this month we will repeal it some other month 

Who will repeal it? 

If we 
Deu 


@ perfect justification for usto say that we have accomplished the purpose 
for which we set out, the mere matter of timeas to when it is done not being 
as important as the fact that it is done. 


It is the principle for which we contend. But those who feel some respon- 
sibility for what happens in Congress will make a great mistake if they re- 
peal this bad Republican measure and then put in the place of it another al- 
most as bad 

What business has he to say, either in his own right or as the 
representative of the President, what we shalldohere? I resent 
it for myself as a breach of the privileges of thisbody. Finishing 
the sentence, the Secretary continues: 
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of our currency legislation and the inauguration of a con 

prehensive financial scheme. I think such a thing can only be 
profitably and hopefully after the repeal of the law which 
ali our financial woes. 

Does the Senator from New Jersey think that it is 
thing for the President of the United States when a 
troversy is going on concerning the repeal or non: 
statute to thus publicly deelare his desire that that st 
be repealed? Does he think that that has no tenden 
ence men in the direction of repeal? Does not the 


4 
lieve that that was written for the express purpose of 
ing those who might not be willing to vote for repe: 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Does the Senator want an answ: 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; I will let the Senator answ 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not see how there is anyt! 
inconsistent or improper in the President writing suc! 
inasmuch as he had called Congress together and recom: 
the repeal of the Sherman law. That is my answer to 
ator’s question. 
Mr. TELLER. The letter of the President continue 
In the present state of the public mind this law can not be built 





Ts not that a declaration for unconditional repeal? Is 
a suggestion to the Congress of the United States that i 
be unconditional repeal or nothing? Is not thatin ace 
with the repeated declarations of the press, made everyy 
that the President and his Cabinet were opposed to any c 


can not repeal it this year we will repeal it some other year. The | mise whatever? 
ocratic party could, with perfect consistency, pass repeal now to take 
effect a year or eighteen months hence. In case that were done, it would be 


Does any Senator here say that the President of the | 
States has thus the right to intrude his opinion upon us th 
the public newspapers or through a letter written to th 
ernor of one of the States? If he does, if that is admitted, 
of course there is the end of this argument, so far as that 
cerned. 

1am, therefore, opposed to the free and unlimited coinage of silver 
country alone and independently; and [am in favor of the immediat 
unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman la 


Now I come to the most astonishing part of this letter. | 





which will go to the country as a Democratic measure, passed while the Dem- 
ocrats were responsible for Congress. A little concession inthe way of time, 
a concession which does not change the principle at stake, would not beas 
harmful as to donothingat all. The principal point is repeal ofthe Sherman 
law, and that we are going to have svoner or later. 

a * & a a * * 

Secretary Carlisle told these Senators thatin his opinion unconditional 
repeal was stronger in the Senate than any compromise measure that could 
be prapared. “If maked repeal is the strongest proposition, why talk com- 
promise’’’ was his pertinent inquiry. One of the Senators made answer by 
saying that while it was true unconditional repeal might have more votes 
than a compromise, there was this great difference between the two propo- 
sitions—one could not be brought toa vote and the other can be. 

Then there are some other matters which are not particularly 
pertinent, and I do not care to continue the reading further. 

The Senator from New Jersey says the President made no ef- 
fort to influence legislation. He denies that the President has 
doneso. That is the Senator’s —— On the 27th of Septem- 
ber, 1893, the President of the United States wrote a letter to 
the governor of Georgia, in which he said: 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, D. C., September 25. 

My Dear Sra: I hardly know how to reply to your letter of the 15th in- 
stant. It seems to me that I am quite plainly on record concerning the 
financial question. My letter accepting the nomination to the Presidency, 
when read in connection with the message lately sent to the Congress in ex- 
traordinary session, appears to me to be very explicit. Lwant currency that 
is stable and safe in the hands our people. 

That is a good sentiment. Iagree with that. Iam in favor 
of a sound and stable currency, and any Senator or anybody else 
who asserts that we who are in favor of free silver are simply 
in favor of free silver for the purpose of cheap money, in the 
usual sense of that term, isin error. Weare the sound-money 
men of this country, who believe in the use of silver and gold at 
& parity. 

I will not knowingly be implicated in a condition that will justly make 
me in the least degree answerable to any laborer or farmer in the United 
States for a shrinkage in the purchasing power of the dollar he has received 
for a full dollar's worth of work, or for a good dollar’s worth of the product 
of his tofl. 

I not only want our currency to be of such a character thatall kinds of 
dollars will be of equal purchasing power at home, but I want it to be of 
such a character as will demonstrate abroad our wisdom and good faith, 
thus placing us upon a firm foundation and credit among the nations of the 
earth. = 

I want our financial conditions and the laws relating to our currency so 
safe and reassuring that those who have money will spend and mvest it in 
business and new enterprises instead of hoarding it. 


Mr. President, at some time during this debate I shall com- 
ment upon that statement. 


Youcan not cure fright by calling it foolish and unreasonable, and you can 
not prevent the frightened man from hoarding his money. 

I want good, sound, and stable money, and a condition of confidence that 
will keep it in use. 

Within the limits ofwhat I have written, I am a friend of silver, but I be- 
lieve its proper place in our currency can only be fixed by a readjustment 


not know how it will strike the Senator from New Jersey, w 
seems to be here the special champion of the executive depart 
ment of the Government, but it strikes me as being—to use th 
miidest language—greatly out of place in any communicati: 
that the President shall make either to Congress or anybo 
else: 

1 confess I am astonished by the opposition in the Senate to such pr 
action as would relieve the present unfortunate situation. 

My daily prayer is that the deiay occasioned by such opposition may 
be the cause of prunging the country into deeper depression than it h 
known, and that the Democratic party may not be justly held res] 
for such a catastrophe. 

Yours very truly, 
GROVER CLEVEL 

Hon. W. J. NORTHEN. 

Lf there is anything more needed to show the interfere 
the Executive with the rights of this body it can be prod 
I said that this would not be tolerated in any nation hay 
constitutional and parliamentary form of government. 

In this connection I want to read what I understand has | 
read, but is still pertinent and proper to read in support of 
statements I have made. When Strafford was about to | 
tainted by Parliament, Charles I came to his rescue by in‘ 
ing to certain members of the House of Comrrons that he 
not approve of a bill of attainder if it passed. I think | 
say here now that he was the last executive of Great Bri 
that ever attempted that thing. I think Ican say, withou 
of contradiction, that since that time no executive of Great 3 
ain has ever intimated that if Parliament passed a law he \ 
veto it. Here is what Hume says of that proceeding: 

The King came tothe House of Lords; and though he expressed his 
lution, for whieh he offered them any security, never again to employ S 
ford in any branch of public business, he professed himself tota 
satisfied with regard to the circumstance of treason, and on that a: 
declared his difficulty in giving his assent to the bill of attainder. 


Commons took fire, and voted it a breach of privilege for the King t: 
notice of any bill depending before the houses. 


That has been the rule in Great Britain ever since, if it 
not before. I do not know that it had ever been declared bef 
that time, but that has been the rule since. 

Mr. President, I have heard a great deal about the dignit 
the Senate; I have heard it on bothsides of the Chamber; [ha 
heard it from Senators who had no claim to speak on thiss 
ject higher than that of the rest of us. There is no man 
the Senate, nor any dozen men in the Senate, that can degrad 
this body. The misconduct of one Senator or a dozen will never 
degrade the American Senate. The American Senate will be 
degraded, though, whenever it abandons the great prerogati 
of independent legislation given to it under the Constitution. 
Whenever the Senate of the United States shall take its order 
from Cabinet councils or the Executive, then there will be degra- 
dation of the Senate, a degradation that will imperil the exist- 














CONGRESSIONAL 


that the 


} e . 
peopie Of this 


f this body—a de; gradation, then, 











; ntry will take notice ‘ot 3 and understand. 4 
le it maintains its right of independentse lf-judgment adove 
ier House, above the Executiv nd above “agp Cabine 
pe declines to be stampeded by boards of _trac cha ‘ 
a merce, and the combined cupital of New York ¢ Nity, Ph 
,. and Boston, when it maint Lins its stand against tho 
; ces, it will demand and receive the ré spect o! the Al 
ople But when it surrenders, Whether it be to the Cab 
he President, or to public clamor, its degr tien will begin 
usefulness will be at an end. 
.at was this great body organized fon Our fathers 
organized this Government L x peat, as | sa d before ad 
: been said by hundreds—were students of governme! 
1 , never were in the world anywhere so many me in } 
n top ypulation, who understood the true principles of gov- 
yi . freedom, and civil liberty as the men who organi d 
t} m of government under which we live, and who esta 
j this body. Look at the debates, siudy those great men 
ery department: of their robe They were thorough 
ed. They said, ‘‘ One legislative house is always an un- 
ody. \ le gisl: itive body econ isting of one house is ¢ vays 
to be stampeded”—if Ll may use a modern term—‘‘in times 
( it excitement it can not be relied upon. We will hav LbwWO 
} S 
x they had determined that it was proper to have two 
3, then arose the question how to have two bodies. how t« 
them. They said, ‘*We will settle this question of the « 
e between great States and little ones by giving to ea 
“ an equalrepresentation in the Senate of the UnitedS 
r * they said, ‘‘there will . conservative, careful, attenti 





ynsider 
had not found « 


1d weigh all matters 
ut then this 


deliberate, < 
They 


body that will 


» before them.” new doc- 








come 
trine that whenever there is a public clamor that Senators bo- 
lieve means public condemnation if they do not yield, they should 
yield toit. They had not yetlearned that it can be said in t hi 
body thatthe majority have: right to rule withoutref erence tothe 
ice of the measure proposed or without reference tothe rights 
oftheminority. Theysaid that a body independent of the people 
at large, responsible only to the States, will be always ready to 
listen todebate, toconsider. While public clamor, partisan zeal, 


yeen s 


direct represen 





vay the more 
stand firm in d 
ull times every bill that com 


imes s 
the Senate will 
s; they willsee thatat: 


and hate may somet 
tatives of the people, 
human right 









re them shall be conside th thought, with deliberation 

with intelligence, and shall be conformable to justice and 

ht. F¢ hundred years and more this body has justified f 

lom of the founders of the Republic. 

t has never been stampeded yet, = it never will be. Ma- 
lesmay get stampeded here, but t ‘e will be enough here to 

vent a vote at any time with haste and speed to override the 
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No sooner had this Se nate assembled in sept smber than 
oards of trade, chambers of commerce, and great combinati 
of capital in New York gave us our orders. I will not say, a 
the Senator from Nebrask a [Mr. ALLEN] said the other night, 


that any Senators hi ive had collars on their necks, but I will say 
that the order ca we had been menials 
wd slaves 

We were told early in the sessio 1 that the great unemployed 
people of the country, great numbers of them who wanted work 
were coming here to influence the Senate in favor of legis 
in their interest, but they found themselves too poor to come 
With the same statement came another that 1,300 representa- 
tives of boards of trade and chambers of commerce were coming 
here to bring their influence to bear upon this Senate and com- 
pel it to act with haste: to act at once. According to the judg- 
ment of this Senate? No: according to the judgment 
boards of trade and cham! commerce who were to com 
to influence this body; speedy and hasty legislation i 
the way they determined that legislation shouldgo. Mr. Pr 
dent, the chambers of comm: came and they went. ‘ 
Senate is still debating the question whetber the people of the 
United States shall arrange and have their own financial sys- 
tem or whether Great Britiin shall dictate it to us. 

The President of the United States says he is astonished. | 
am glad he is. I have no doubt that is a truthful statement. | 
have no doubt but that the Executive believed, when he assem- 
bled Congress on the 7th of August last, that his order, his de- 
mand, would be readily complied with. He would not have so 
thought, Mr. President, if he hi ud been a student of the history 
of this body. He would not have so thought if he had beet 
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and lackeys 








ation 


of the 
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‘ree 
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But 
He declares in his 
If the newspaper reports can be 


familiar with the doings of this Chamber as some of us are. 
that he did so think can not be questioned. 
letter that he is astonished. 
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have contented myself 


its repeal unless something took its p 
people have not been heard. Upon th 
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Why, 
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) vo Senators who are oppose to p | 
take Alabama, take Arka > Mi 
sast one-half of whose del rate Who Al oO} I 
can also name Virginia and oth States 
are pronounced in favor of the r tion of this 
ing etter takes i It is no answe ) 
answer to them, for ors to say, This is a b 
alit.” You said to the people in | 
ved in the use of th gold and silvy nd 1 
you at your word. If you p false to t ow ' 
render your trust at the end of years 
You will not undertake to cheat them out o } 
1 yn You mi if as wel » t ut s to l t 1eat 
the out of tl silv l l nto pro a8 
states tl il ids of silve on oO vF¥hovo Li 
nd had voted for sor dy « h ould not now ( 
cutiv 
Ir. P1 lent, yesterday the Senator from Ohi 
MAN} took occaslon to lecture e Democratii } 
Sena s to their dut For myself, I do no l 
such right. My relations to th part I 
able me tospeak forthem. I hardl a} 
to them as to their duty. They know their duty, 
sume here that they will doit. If they think it is th Oo 
vote for unconditional repeal, they will so v Lf t ik, 
on the contrary, that the interests of the Dem« { Dé y in 
the country require them to vote otherwise, I h » no doubt 
they will so vote. 
The complaint is that we do not vote atall. It 
» trifling. The Senator from Ohio said we have 
-two days—seventy-two days, Mr. Presiden 
h a question that touches the interest of every livi 
can, that touches the interest of every civilized man on the face 
of the globe. Seventy-twodays! Do you think that is too h? 
Jo you know enough about this question I say | t I 
cnow that more than half of thi nate have n t this 
juestion as their duty requires them to st r it This is is 
ion for weal or for woe. It is not an ordinary question. It 
sa question, I repeat, that m y make ho Ss men by t! Lil 
on in this land, and, in my judgment, if it goesone w 


is a question which, properly solved, may 
and happiness. 

If you repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman act and 
establish gold monometallism in this cou try your | 
will bring “distress and disaster and ultimate ruin: 
le, but to the Government itself. Yet we are 
ty-two days is too much: that these great 
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New York, the board of trade, the chamber of commerce, and | thus help to keep a quorum to assist the majority to 0, 
the great exchange, are impatient to get rid of this question | and ride over the people of the United States in the j tn 


that they may sell a few more stocks! 


The Senator from Ohio told us that when we repealed this law | those sections of the country that have accumulated g 
there would come prosperity; that then the unemployed men | which they are using to oppress those sections of 
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capital, in the interest of the money-lenders, in the inter c+ os 


great 
t 


Lit y 


would be employed. Mr. President, repeal will not bring pros- | that have less. . 


perity to this country. 


[ assert here now, that if the purchasing 


I said, Mr. President, I was restive. I have been 


clause of the Sherman act shall be repealed, without any pro- | cause it seemed to me that there was a condition her 


vision for an increase of money in this country, there will be dis- | quired a protest from men who do not make it. |] 
aster instead of prosperity. There will be more tramps in six 


i) 


restive because I have seen, I think, the Senate in d 


months than now. Can not the American Senate sit here to de- | being stampeded by a false ery, u false alarm; becuse | 


termine, first, whether this law is the cause of the difficulty, and | that there are men in this body who owe a duty to their. 
if it is, how we shall get rid of it, and what we shall put in its | that they fail to discharge when they fail to protest ag 


place, without having our motives impugned, our characters as- 


sailed by those who know absolutely nothing, and care nothing | I am restive because I see the party with which I am at 
about the interests of the great masses of men whom we attempt | and have been since its birth, surrendering abjectly and , 


here to represent? 
On this question I do not desire to go into a general discussion 
of the silver question, for whilst that would be perfectly proper 


under the rules, I prefer to dothatat another time andin another | 


wav. 

1 confess, Mr. President, that I have been restive, but not 
under these imputations, not because they affect me. I am as 
insensible to criticism from those sources as any man living can 
be. 1 have known but one method in my life,and that has been 
to follow my convictions of rig*t. If I have enlightened my 
judgment, as I have always tried to do, upon a subject, I follow 
my convictions to their logical results. 
approval, and I am not to be dissuaded or deterred by their dis- 
approval. 

The Senator from Ohio says we violate the rules of the Senate 
when we decline to vote. They say th t is obstruction. It is 
obstruction. Mr. President, I never shall forget when the Sena- 
tor from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who spoke yesterday, was ad- 
dressing the Senate on the force bill, or rather, perhaps, on the 
proposed cloture rule, that hesaid obstructive measures are left 
to the minority for the preservation of liberty, and that when 
you suppress obstructive measures you destroy liberty in this 
country, or words to that effect. I can remember how he raised 
himself up, and [ can remember thatevery man on this floor felt 
the truth of that statement when he made it. When youdestroy 
obstructive measures in legislative bodies you have made the 
grand and final step toward absolute and one-man power—absolute 
on the part of the majority, in the first instance, and ultimately 
one-man power. You must have obstructive tactics left, and they 


are left under the Constitution and rules for the protection of | 


the interests of the people. 

When I say upon my conscience that I believe I am discharg- 
ing my duty to my country and to my people by remaining silent 
in my seat, no man has a right here or elsewhere to impugn my 
motives. A man has no more right to say that I am not in the 
exercise of a great constitutional privilege, by sitting quiet and 
breaking a quorum, than he has to say that I am acting contrary 
to the Constitution when I am voting. 

Mr. President, I have been looking up the record. I stated 
here that men of most excellent character, men of great reputa- 
tion, who have sat in this body, have sat here and declined to 
vote. I have before me now a statement of that distinguished 
Senator from Ohio who was here when [ came into this Cham- 
ber, Mr. Thurman. I have his statement made that he sat in 
this Chamber and declined to vote, for the express purpose of 
breaking a quorum to defeat legislation. I find nowhere, when 
he made that statement to the Senate, that he thought it neces- 
sary to make any excuse. But I need not speak of the late Sen- 
ator from Ohio only. There have been many illustrious men in 
this Chamber, there have been many such great men in this 
Chamber since I have had knowledge of it. I think I may say 


in many respects that Senator was the peer of any man inthe | 


Senate at that time oratany other time. Did anybody ever doubt 
his integrity and his great fairness or his ability? Not at all. 
It ill becomes Senators to criticise those who followed such 
illustrious examples. I remember seeing the Plumed Knight 
sitting in thisChamber and declining to vote—a representative 
of the State of Maine, and that, too, upon subjects of minor im- 
portance as compared with this. I remember the great Senator 
from New York, Mr. Conkling, of whom I will say here that no 


greater has sat in this Senate for many years, in my judgment— | 
& man who, in all the times that tried men’s souls, never allowed | 
a breath of suspicion to rest upon his fair name. His intellect | 


all men admired and admitted. I have seen him sitting here a 
whole night and declining to vote under roll calls. I remember 
« motion that he had made upon which he declined to vote. I 
haveseen nearly every prominent man that has been in this Senate 
inseventeen years doing that thing. Yet we are told now that 
when a question of so much importance is before the Senate we 
are guilty of misconduct if we fail to respond to our names and 


[ never ask anybody's | 


agencies now employed to secure the repeal of the Sher 


ishly their judgment to the Executive, to outside clan: 

| outside appeals. 

| Ido not believe that the Republican party in this Cham 
come up to the high position that it formerly occupied, and | 
felt restive on that account. [ have heard it stated here that 
| the other night when the Senate was to be held in session 
10 o’clock the orders had come from the White House that we 
should sit here at night. I do not know whether that is t: ' 
not. Ido not make the charge, but I know it wasso regard 
by some onthis floor. If true itcalled for reproof, but [hea 
reproof, no objection, and the majority acquiesced in the den 
for a night session. 

Mr. President, this silver question is not a sectional question 
{t is not a question that the silver-producing States are alone 
interested in. It is aquestion that all the people of the United 
States are interested in. I will admit that there are neighbor- 
hoodsand sections of the country which have not the same inter- 
est that others have. I recognize the fact that New England 
under a system that I have approved, has grown wealthy, and 
their banks are full of money. Their savings banks hold more 
money, in proportion to population, than the savings banks any 
where else. They have a grext deal of money loaned out inother 
portions of the country, and they have an interest in it in this 
way which we do not have in the West. If they can make every 
dollar that they own purchase as much as two dollars did here- 
tofore, then they have doubled their capital; but they have 
doubled it atthe expense of all other parts of the United States, 
and at the expense of the great masses of men in the States 
where these deposits are held. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest that a quorum is not present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
| answered to their names: 





} Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Sherman 
Allen, Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, 

| Berry, Frye, Manderson, Stewart, 

| Blackburn, Galinger, Martin, Stockbridge 

| Caffery, George, Murphy, Teller, 
Call, Gray, Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Pasco, Vilas, 
Carey, Hawley, Peffer, Voorhees 
Cullom, Higgins, Perkins, Walthall, 
Daniel, Hill, Platt, Washburn 
Davis, toar, Pugh, White, La 
Dixon, Hunton, Quay, Walcott 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have ar 
swered totheirnames. A quorumispresent. TheSenator from 
Colorado. 
| Mr. TELLER. I stated what the Senator from Delaware | Mr. 
| GRAY] said as to obstructive tactics in legislative bodies, and as 
I know I did not quote him with the force, the vigor. and clo- 
quence with which he made the statement, I ask that I may be 
allowed toreadit. This was, asI recollect, the question of limit- 
ing the debate in the Senate under the resolution offered by 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] in 1891. [ want 
the Senate to hear this. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators will please refrain from 
audible conversation. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not complain if the Senate does not hear 
me, but this is too good to be lost, in my judgment. 


Mr. GRAY 


Somebody had interrupted him; and he says: 


One moment, if you please. I do not wish to beinterrupted so. It is alla 
farce to talk about the reasonable limit of debatein the opinion of majori' 
| if you are to be content that free speech and liberty of debate have any place 
| longer in American institutions. 
| You say that the power of obstruction must be put down, must be taken 
| from the minority, that it is intolerable, this opportunity and liberty of ob- 
| struction that the minority has, when the majority makes up its mind. Very 
| well. Let us destroy the power of obstruction and you have destroyed free 
arliamentary government. Obstruction is the very ee of liberty in all 
nelish-speaking countries. There is no unimpeded path for a majority to 
walk in, no unobstructed road for its will to be worked through, unless that 
road and that path lead to despotism. Obstruction in parliamentary pro 
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1893. 
a by a minority has been the fruitful source of some of the grandest 
ments of human liberty that this world has known. You can not do 
You can not destroy it without at the same time doing away 


iments of freedom and destroy liberty itself ; 
th obstruction, we can pay the price of our liberties, Mr 
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ceeding 
achievemen 
away with it 
rith the mun 
i: We can put up Wi 
methods that obtain in some parliamentary bodies, because We are willing 
to pay the price of liberty. If you want a smoothly working machine, if 
« vant a governmental framework that will produce at the least expen 
and in the shortest time given results, then I say go to your despotism, go to 
8 crow ned czar, or go to anunrest rained majority, an unobstructed majority 
a¢ i there you will get results speedily, quickly, and inexpensively, without 
oe vet of time. But you will get other results, too. Thespirit of freedom will 
have to die, and the spirit of American liberty will have to have suffered a 


fatal lesion before that desirable state of things can be brought about 


Oh, Mr. President, those are words worthy of the American 
Senate, and worthy of the great Senator from Delaware. [tisa 
voice lifted up herein defense of freedom and liberty. It is a 
voice lifted here in defense of minorities. As I said before, | 
remember the thrill that went through the Senate when the 
Senator, with a voice that I can not reach, enunciated those 
principles that I believe to be as unassailable as the truths of 
the Declaration of Independence. 

So say we, Mr. President, and so we plant ourselves upon the 
rights that the Senator said “belong to us, if minority we are. 

Now, we are told that we are in contempt of the Senate, that 
we are in violation of its rules, that we are bringing dis- 
grace upon this great body. Since this controversy has been 
going on, I suppose I shall be within bounds if I say that I have 
received a hundred letters from men who have not understood 
the rightsof the minority, which were abusive, insulting, and in 
some instances they were vulgar attacks. We have been the 
subject of vituperation and condemnation by the great press of the 
country because our course does not correspond with their views 
of right. Against them all I put the declaration of the Senator 
from Delaware. It is enough for me when it coincides with 
my idea of right, of justice, and truth. Ido not care for their 
attacks. I am willing to have them continue. 

[ will not rely alone upon the Senator from Delaware, although 
[might. I should feel fully vindicated if I had nothingelse. | 
stated a little while ago that Mr. Thurman had in this body de- 
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sence of some Senator, like 


we can dispense with the haste and with the s8o-c tilled business | 
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sickness or dea 


th in his fami or 
something of that kind, but if he is correct technically, even 
then he could not do so. 

What do our pairs rest upon? 
votes whenever we thiak best 


Upon our right to withhold our 


There is no warrant in the Con- 
stitution fora pair. There is no warrant in les for a pir. 
And yet, if a Senator was brought up to give s reasons why he 
had not voted, the Senate would never think of complai r if 

| he should say, “Iam paired.” Thatis enough. He « 3e3 
his judgment when to pair. Would theSenate say, ‘* Yo rht 
not to have paired?” That was never heard of. Senat pair 


on their own judgment. 
As | was saying, these Senators that night declined t ote 
Mr. Conkling, who had as high a sense of duty, I think, as any 


man here in this Chamber, would make a motion and then sit in 
his seat without voting. Mr. Carpenter,who was one of the great 


constitutional lawyers of this country, would do the same thing. 
ir. Blaine on that occasion inquired of the Presiding Olticer, 
‘Have La right to vote?” The Presiding Ollicer said he had. 
Mr. Blaine said, ‘‘I will exercise the privilege of not vot " 
and he did not vote, and nobody then thought that those Sena- 


tors were guilty of a breach of the privilege of the Senate to an 
extent that they were liable to be expelled or censured. 


Lam told—I do not know exactly whether it is true or not 
that the Senator from Idaho |Mr. DUBOIS], who has been ed 
| out here and selected as the target of attack, because he rt 
vote, has two refusals of the Senate on record against excusing 
him, and when we get through with this question then | to 
brought to the bar of the Senate to be dealt with becaus® of 


I 
1} 
I 


clined to vote on an occasion of comparatively trifling impor- | 


tance with this, and I was asked by Senators, while the roll was 
being called, if [ would read it and call attention to it, and as | 
intended to read Mr. Thurman’s remarks upon another point, 
which I intended to touch a little later, I will read it now. 

In 1879, the Democratic party were in control of the Senate. 
I was then a member of the Senate, but I 
not present on that interesting occasion. I was out of the city, 
but I remember the occurrence. There wasasession that lasted 
all night and into the next day. The minority declined to de- 
bate an important question that night. 

The debate had lasted all day and the majority in this Cham- 
ber thought best to continue the debate during the night. Sen- 
ator Conkling, Senator Blaine, and Senator Carpenter of Wis- 
consin, and Mr. Thurman on the Democratic side were promi- 
nent actors in the scene. The minority Senators not only de- 
clined to debate but they sat silent in their seats when their 
names were called; and they had the roll called to ascertain the 
presence of aquorum. I see before me the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], who took me to task the other day very 
severely. 

Mr. PLATT. 
member. 

Mr. TELLER. And that is the only time I suppose the Sen- 
ator ever did it; but he was in mostexcellentcompany. On that 
occasion he was present at the roll call, but he did not vote. 


[ acknowledged that time, the Senator will re- 


will state that I was | 


iis refusal to vote. Possibly that is correct. Possibly it isnot. 
Mr. Thurman, though then President pro tempore of the Se 
eems to have been Presiding Officer part of the time and to hive 


ate, 


come down out of the chair and taken part in the controve yon 
the floor of the Senate. Now, I read for the benefit of some of 
the Senators who want to know whether he had ever declined to 
vote, what Mr. Thurman said: 

Upon the point of order raised by my friend from Alabama 

[ think that was Mr. Houston 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the date? 

Mr. TELLER. May 18, 1879. 

Upon the point of order raised by my friend from Alabama, or my friend 


from Wisconsin, it seems to me that a majority of those present ma te 
down the order to request the attendance of absent Senators on a 
vote 


[am not certain whether this was given from the Chair or 


| from the floor. 


Now, before I touch upon that, I want to call attention to this | 


supposed duty uponme to vote. I do not receive attacks of that 
kind with any equanimity, I will admit. When a man assails 
my integrity I resentit. I have not been in the habit of allow- 
ing people to do that without at least a remonstrance, and es- 


pecially will I not allow it when my conscience acquits me | 


of crime; when I feel that I am exercising the highest duty ofan 
American Senator. The Senator from Connecticut the other 
day said that in my utterances here I had declared I would vio- 
late the rules. I declared nothing ofthe kind. Hesaidtherule 
requires me to vote, but I said under certain circumstances | 
had a right to exercise my judgment and not vote. 

The Senator has refrained from voting a hundred times in 
this Chamber. 
ber a hundred times, but when some Senator has said to the 
Senator from Connecticut ‘I desire to go to lunch and I do not 
want to come back, will you just pair with me?” he is paired 
with the Senator. 
to take a little recreation on the street and exercise my fast 
horses,” the Senator is paired with him. If it is a duty that a 
Senator shall vote at all times, the Senator may excuse himself 
only from voting when some great occasion demanded the ab- 


The : S} as i $6 y ] ike | 
When some Senator has said I would like | tor who contumaciously refuses to vote shall be subject to ex] sion. if 


I do not mein to say he sat silent in the Cham- 


| ject to expulsion for not voting 


They may do the same thing by laying the motion on the table. Ido not 
think, therefore, the point of my friend from Alabama is well taken upon 
that subject 

But that does not reach the difficulty atall. It is not the fact that there 
is not aquorum present. There is a quorum present. Then co the 
question, what are you to do whena quorum does not vote? When Senators 
sit in their seats and do not vote, what are you going todothen? In order 


to provide for that case Rules XVI and XVII were adopted by the Senate 
Mr. President, perhaps I ought to make aconfession. A confession, it is 
said, is sometimes good for the soul. I donot know but that it was some 
rather contumacious conduct of mine some years ago that gave rise to Rule 
XVII as it now stands, when there were but 7 or 8 Democrats in the 
and sixty-odd Republicans. We would sit here night after night (I 
mean successive nights, but again and again), 6 or7 or 8 Democrats. who by 
our presence made a quorum, when a majority of the sixty-odd Re mn 


Senate 


»not 


Senators had gone to their beds. We got tired of it one night the 
Senator from Delaware |Mr. Bayard], the former Senator from Ca rnia 
Mr. Casserly], and myself refused to vote. We sat in our seats around 
there in the northwest corner and refused to vote when our name vere 
ealled. The Senator from New York | Mr. Conkling] rose in his p » and 
called attention to the fact that wethree had declined to vote. Ha voted 


there Would have been a quorum; not voting there was not a quorun rhe 
Senator from Delaware rose and inquired of the Chair whether unde 
rules it was his duty to vote. The Chair replied that in his opinion it was, 
and the Senator from Delaware thereupon voted. 


Mr. Bayard now speaks up and says: 
I said I would not disobey the rule of the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. Yes, the Senator said he would not disobey the ruleof the 
Senate, however hard he thoughtit tobe. My somewhat gallant Irish friend, 


Mr. Casserly, and I were obstinate and did not vote. We wanted to know 
what was to be done with us, and we did not vote. In the mean ti the 
messengers Went out. A quorum came into the Senate and nothing further 
was said upon the subject; the bill was passed, and there was an end of it 

np 

Then he goes on: 

That called attention to the matter, because Senators began to reflect upon 
it and ask, ‘Is there any way of compelling a Senator to vote?” How can 
you compel a Senator to vote? You may censure him for not voting; in an 
ex 16 case you may expel him for not voting, perhaps, if you first pre- 
scr » rule that he shall be subject to expulsion for not voting 


tr 
i 
Now, I want to call the attention of the Senate to this: 
You may censure him for not voting; in an extreme case you may expel 
him for not voting, perhaps, if you first prescribe arule that hesha e sub- 
It is not very well to make the law and the 
if you have prescribed by a rule that a Sena 
if that 
would be a constitutional rule, then you may enforce it. ButI thought then, 
and I think yet, I am free to say,that you must make your law before you 
give judgment under it. 


There is no law in the Senate, no rule of the Sep- 


sentence in the same breath 


So say we. 
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ate, which punishes 2 Senator for declining to vote or for de- 
clining to answer on a roll call; and I say here now as a lawyer 


that the Senate is powerless to make any law that shall be re- 


troactive and go back and punish that which occurred before 
they made the rule. 

Mr. Thurman then reads the rule. I skip some things he said 
because they are not particularly pertinent. He reads the six- 
teenth rule, 


When the yeas and nays shall be called for by one-fifth of the Senators 
present, each Senator, when his name is called, shall, unless for special rea- 
sons be bs excused by the Senate, declare openly and without debate his 
assent or dissent to the question. 

And that was the old rule before this revision, and that was all before the 
revision 


It was in 1871, Lam told, that Mr. Thurman, then a Senator 
from Ohio, declined to vote— 


and then came the seventeenth rule, which is the new rule that was intro 
duced to meet cases of such contumacious fellows as Casserly and I: 

** When a Senator, being present and declining to vote when his name is 
called, shall be required to assign his reasons therefor, and shall so assign 
them, the Presiding Officer shall thereupon submit the question to the Sen 
ate: ‘Shall the Senator, for the reasons assigned by him, be excused from 
voting?’ which shall be decided without debate. And these proceedings 
shail be had after the roll shall have been called and before the result of the 
vote is announced; and any further proceedings by the Senate in reference 
thereto shall be after such announcement. 

Now observe 


Senator Thurman resumes: 


Now observe, ‘‘when a Senator, being present and declining to vote when 
his name is called,’’ the sixteenth rule having declared that he shall vote 
uniess he is excused, ‘‘shall be required to assign his reasons therefor’”’ 
that is, his reasons for not voting—the first question that arises under this 
rule is, who is to require him to assign his reasons? Manifestly the Presi- 
dent of the Senate has no right to doit, it seems tome. I should think it 
was a usurpation of power on the part of the President to demand of a Sen- 
ator why he did not vote, and to assign his reasons. The requirement upon 
him to assign his reasons must be by a vote; and, mark, this rule applies to 
the case of a full Senate, where a quorum has voted— 


Mr. Thurman is exactly in line with the point of order that I 
made the other day, which I believe was overruled by the Chair— 


just as much as it does to a case where there is less than a quorum. There 
are 76 Senators now in this body. If 75 of them had voted and 1 had sat in 
his seat and not voted, a Senator might rise and move that that Senator be 
required to state the reasons why he did not vote: and having stated the 
reasons, then comes the duty of the Chair to submit the question, ‘‘ Shall the 
Senato ', for the reasons assigned by him, be excused from voting?” Itis 
not aquestion about the wantofa quorum atall. It is a question about the 
eens of his duty by a Senator, his duty to vote. That is what this 
rule is 


Then Mr. Blaine made some suggestions which are not at all 
pertinent, except tosay that he con tested the correct ruling of 
the Senator from Ohio, Then Mr. Thurman passed on to the 
further question: 


So, Mr. President, upon that subject the question whether or not a Sena- 
tor shall be required to state his reasons why he does not vote, isa matter to 
be determined by the Senate. But whether theSenator from Maine be right, 
or whether I be right, we have not still got to the chief dificulty, and I want 
to call the attention of my friends to it. Suppose you have gone through 
all that these rules require, and a Senator gives his reasons, and the Senate 
considers that those reasons are insufficient and refuse to excuse him, what 
then are you to do with that Senator? Can you without having previously 

srovided, as the Constitution requires, any rule upon this subject, expel the 
senator? What can you do in a case like that? 

I say, Mr, President, that it does seem to me thecaseis perfectly clear. If 
the Senateintends to visit punishment upon Senators for not voting, the 
Senate must prescribe by rule what shall be the case that subjects them to 
the punishment, and what the punishmentshall be. That has been my idea; 
that was my idea when I wasin alittle minority eight yearsago and refused 
to vote. It is my idea still. Itis not changed atall by the change inthe ma- 
jority of the Senate. Ido not deny the power of the Senate tovisit with 
penalities the refusal of a Senator sitting in his seat to vote. 


Neither do I, Mr. President. 


I can conceive a case in which a Senator might well be excused from vot- 
ing, and I have no doubt that in every case in which he ought to be excused 
the Senate would have the justice toexcuse him. Ican conceiveof plenty of 
cases in which he would not be excused at all. in which the course that he 
takes is not the course that in the contemplation of the framers of the Con- 
stitution was the duty of an American Senate. That I can well enough con- 
ceive. But before you begin to visit penalties upon Senators for refusing to 
voto you must, in my judgment, prescribe the offense and prescribe the pen- 
alty. That is the way I look at it; and therefore I say to my friends hefe to- 
night, your rules are not such that you can compel these gentlemen to vote. 
You can not do it under the existing rules. You may censure them in your 
thought, in your jucement, in your s ches before the people. You may 
hold them up for the condemnationof the American people for sitting in their 
seats here and refusing todischarge that duty for which the States sent them 
here, and which the Constitution intended they should perform. You may 
do that; but when it comes to punishment, when it comes to visiting a judg- 
ment of censure or expulsion upon them, you must first make your law be- 
fore you give judgment. 


Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Colorado will permit me, I 
desire to know whether he indorses what I understand from the 
reading of the Senator from Ohio, Mr. Thurman, announced as 
his view of the case, namely, that until some rule has been made 
the Senate has no power of punishment. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly I do. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like,then, upon this point to get his 
view. The Constitution prescribes that— 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


dere eee EE 
od 





OCTOBER 1x 


bers for disorderly behavior, and, with the concurre: 
a& member. 


ice Oi t 


[ am notarguing whether this offense would con 
of expulsion, but can it be true that the Senate can n 
member for any offense unless that offense has beer 
foreseen and provided in a rule as a ground of expu 
the Senator hold to that view? 

Mr. TELLER. I do hold to that view, with this q\ 
that equity and justice require that before any mans} 


ished for any crime he shall be notified what the c 
the punishment is to be. That I understand to be : 
tal law, not a statutory law, not a constitutional lay 
| that is older than constitutions and older than statut 
Mr. PLATT. The Constitution—— 
Mr. TELLER. Wait; Ido not want to be interrup 
| lf the Senate of the United States sees fit to expel a S 
|} donot know anyway that that Senator can have re 
| the Senate of the United States should determine t 
there was a Democratic majority of two, and there sho 
caught here a Republican majority of two, because of thi 
of some Senators, and it should expel two Senators fr 
body to give the Republicans a majority, [ do not 
method by which the expelled Senators could be retu 

the body, except by reélection by their State Legislatur 
pointment by the governor. I can not conceive, thoug 
any such thing could occur, any more taxun I can con 

the highest tribunal of this land, the Supreme Court 
United States, should make an outrageous decision in vio 
of the very fundamental principles of law, and because 
was no power to override it, it should exist. I could n 
agine the Senate would do that thing; but if they should do 
is the same with the Senate as with the court; nobody car 
view its action on that point. 

Now, I will hear the Senator from Connecticut. 

| Mr. PLATT. The question is whether the power doe 
| exist by reason of this clause of the Constitution independen 
| of any rule which the Senate may make. It is manifest th: 
the Senate can not, in making rules, provide for every occasio 





which might be thought to be ground for expulsion. Let m« 
put a case which, of course, will be said to be an extreme cas 
Suppose some Senator should deliberately and profanely attack 
in language the presiding officer of the Senate, and continue it 
against remonstrance; that would be an offense. 

Mr. TELLER. It would be disorderly behavior. 

Mr. PLATT. Butitis the same. The same lawapplies bo 
to disorderly behavior and expulsion, it seems to me. Thi 
would be no ruleagainstitas disorderly behavior. There w: 
be no rule against it at all, because such a case might n 
have been foreseen. 

Now, if the Senator will permit me a single word furtl: 
seems to me that this is ell provided for in the Constitut 
and the Senate is left its judge as to whether it will puni 
member for what shall be considered disorderly behavior, « 
what offense it may expel a member. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will take the case of Ki 

vs. Thompson he will see thatthe Supreme Court, so far as 

had a right to say what we shall do in the matter, did n 

the view he takes. I do not think myself the Suprem 
could determine whether we could or could not expel a m 
It is very apparent that the Supreme Court took the sar 
that Mr. Thurman took, which I have read. 

Mr. PLATT. As I remember the case, it does not to 
question. 

Mr. TELLER. It does not touch this case, but it goes int 
power ofthe other House, which isexactly thesame as ou 
that question. 

I want to read a littlefurther, I wasinterrupted by the 
tor from Connecticut. I read this because Senator Thurm 
not only a great Senator, but he was a great lawyer. 
been a judge, and he was a man whose ability on quest 
law, I think, was equal in this body to that ofany man who! 
here for many years: 





That is the view I have of it, and I should not think that any le 
body would be safe if it were otherwise. Having once been gu 
erhaps makes me a little sensitive about it, but I would not lik 
ority of the Senate of the United States, in a casein which I felt tha 
justified in the course that I took, tomake the lawand the punishment i 
same breath. I do not th'ak that would be right, sir. 


Then he goes on to state how, ordinarily, the obstructive 
ures were pursued. He is now speaking of the minority ol 
Senate, and an exceedingly small minority, too small to call 
roll: 


We talked upon the bill; we moved amendments to give us achance (o 
upon it, to get rid of the rule that said no Senator should speak m 
twice on the same question; and we moved a still further amendment 


the Chair ruled, I remember extremely well, for it was on my motion, tha 
that made a new subject and we might speak twice on that; that was allow 
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: : debate, and we talked, we talked agains ne, we talked in Nov - 
~ yt we had exhausted ourselves and the patien ‘e of &1 ole 0! , 
{ then the bill passed : } is ano _ 
in all this Mr. Thurman, then a Senator from Ohio, makes | , on vs neue Come I 
eae . test suggestion of apology for what he had done. snes ant ; 
= s not seem to have re rarded as the Senator from Con- hav avs vielded 
re t does as such a penal offense. Then, going ¢ nand s sAK- : ‘3 a lh 
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TELLER. He made tl I ati nD when he LS ( 1 7 »< ‘ ‘ 
majority, having been in the minority; 3s he said, for a good it, ( pg 
many years. He had on the previous 4thof March come into tl ( we ar 
majority he Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] was t 168 majority « 
a member of the Senate at the same time and he recollects, p not f vy th I 
h the or rrence. L think he was p ‘esent that night l 

) President, I have mentioned th ases ber lf l é © V ve « 
they are vindication Tl rom Idaho [Mr. DuBois 0 bu te ( 

D ye others of the sam«e hich I will oO Lin } l it i 
t] nate to go over, D res to present them ted and alwa wi No 
B¢ So I ll content m is tot ile l t 1 ses - t 

did not fall under my i not being pr ent my »it att time a ru 

Sk | have een the same re pe t lly and I hav< Lhe pudile the peo} a T 

never heard it complained of in the manner it is complained o h right to do that 

now lake the custom in England The 

The Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERM AN] said it was unusu ody Che House of Lon 
and extraordinary, but evidently the Senator has not looked | of the H eofCommons. T House « 
over the record, and at that time the Senator was Secretary of tive on a bill when the bi l ta 
the Treasury and was not giving much attention to the home 1 bill en the « : 
ings here. But he said we have gone to an uuusual “Te ng ey declared it should | 
ThatI deny. I deny that there has been any unusual pe form lieve pu senti t v < of the 
ance in this matter. [do not say what there may be; I do not | they did not believe the peo of Great 
say what our rights are now. We may proceed further than we | inaugurate the system that Gladstone h 
havedone. If we are impressed with the idea that the interests | said, upon the House by the ai 
of the people and the ount y are to be subserved by it, we shall | sisted it. Itis everywh ig ( 
undoubtedly do it. lection, the new House of Commo: 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator if in his } then the House of L \ iba 
investigations of this matter he has ever discovered a case | th people of Great Britai ; 
where a Senator was interrupted in the course of his speech and 50 say we. Goto the p 
the ws Sea um announced and a cali made. publi ntiment on it, a é [ 

Mr. TELLER. That night, if the Senator will look at the lve the third ol 1e Penate that is t 
RECORD, there were roll calls to ascertain the presence of then vi end W 
quorum. Ido not know whether the Ssnator on th: ave t] you have not had the ex] of 
a call was made was absolu ~~ opening his mouth to aes , that the great majority of the people of 

Mr. SHERMAN. That the very point . Thatis the ‘point posed to th propos d 1 l ol 
I wish to call attention to, not as a reproach to any one; but was | ear every wl n the U1 Stat 
it ever the bw ictice of the Senate to arrest a°’Senator whil that tl productive fores ti berin 
speaking, either with or without his consent, and ec for ed to one. are o sed t We sa 
— ume » in rtain pla ( t | 

TELLER. Ican nots as to that, but there is really no | 1 n, as I said once befo t b 
scheint It is the constit al right of any Senat« r to hi try by the throatand tl ( 
aquorum. That he has a to have, and no Senator « \ i no mo 
take the floor and do business here, which is speaking, without t in some s 
a quorum if any Senator in this body objects. He can not do it to-day. With more 1 in t 
You can not do any kind of business without a quorum. inks, Ww their lo i 

Mr. PLATT. Can we not hear speeches without ( re decliniz 

Mr. TELLER. We can not hear speeches, becau iat i ( Is L gui 
business; because the man who makes the speech is an acto 0 ceording to their wi 
It is not probably the case that Senators who sit by are actors: é iy they have tak 
they do not listen, but the speaker speaks all the same, and then | turers | 16 throatand said, ‘‘ No 
it is business he is doing. » repeal thi 

Now, I repeat, it does not make any difference: the Senator 
may be taken off : 1e floor. It may not be courteous to him; it | | ise they wiil it, 
will depend exactly on the mind of the Senator who was on the | 1 ipel them to d 
floor. Tfit shoul sek inks sentence it might be discourteous. | | nterests of th O he m 
If he will wait until the Senator has concluded it is not discour- | 1 vho work i 
teous, and sometimes the Senator on the floor might be in per- | have not been heard 
fect sympathy with the call for a quorum: he might desire t You have had petiti 





have anaudience. Thereis notanything in the suggestion mad: h petition had come! ( 

by the Senator from Ohio as to its being a violation of the rules, 000,000 of money. 

and that it is unusual, which I do not think the case. IthinkI| Mr. President, does meney petit 
have seen it done in the mist of speeches, although I did not | her Is it in the men that we are 
look with reference to that particul: arly. | wealth? What i lift 
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who have not adollar back of them and a hundred mén who 
If I listened to the voice of 
either it would be to the voice of the poverty-stricken supplicants | 


have $2350,000,000 back of them? 


and petitioners and not the aristocrat and millionaire. The lat- 
ter will take care of themselves. They do not need any help. 
But it is the industries of the country that are threatened. 
the people who labor we are concerned in. 

[t will not do for the Senator from Ohio to say that this is not 
au demonetization scheme. It will not do for anybody tos.y that 
this not a complete recognition of the act of 1873 demonetizing 
silver, because it leaves not a single provision of law for the fur- 
ther use of silver as money. It wipes out every statute that 
recognizes silver as new money hereafter. It is an absolute de- 
monetization; and when I take up another branch of this case (1 
do not care about doing it now) I will produce to the Senate the 
declaration of people in this country and in Europe, high in au- 
thority, who recognize this as a complete destruction of silver 
asmoney. I said the other day it would not disappear from our 
currency to-day, or to-morrow, or in a year, or perhaps not in 
ten years; but it is as inevitable that it goes out of the currency 
in time as it is that you repeal this law, unless there comessome 
other legislation that shall keep silver in the currency system 
of the United Siates. 

‘The next movement will be when silver money is no longer 
being added to, when there is no statute that recognizes it, it will 
be discredited. I have a letter, which I received this morning, 
stating—I do not know whether truthfully or not—that the great 
banks of New York City, Chicago, and some other cities had de- 
termined to receive no silver certificates or silver dollars on de- 
posit. That will be the next move when they have got rid of 
the law of 1890, if they do get rid of it. Then it will be discred- 
iied money. Then it will be representative money, and then we 
shall be asked tu issue bonds to redeem it: and then you will 
hear talk about an honest dollar and a stable dollar; that gold 
is the only stable money, with an appreciation that can not be 


simply shows his ignorance of the condition of the world if he 
says that gold has not appreciated. 

That I will touch on ata later time when [ take up another 
branch of this subject, which seems to me to be more pertinent 
than it is to discuss it now. I am only referring to it now to 
show the importance of this question. It is no trifling action 
that the Senate is asked to take. It is not a question whether 
some unimportant bill shall pass; it is a question whether we 
shall drop out of the money system of the United States silver 
as standard money. Thequestion presented is whether we shall 
decrease the price of all American products, with wheat at 40 
centsa bushel inthe West now, and it will be less than that if this 
bill passes? It is whether weshall enter upon an era of money con- 
traction, as said by the Senator from Nevada, with a growing 
population, with a growing business; whether we shall begin to 
contract the money of the country or whether we shall keep the 
supply growing with the business demands, and with the growth 
of commerce, trade, and population. 

Can there be anything more important presented to the Ameri- 
can people? Has there beenanything more important presented 
to the American people in a generation? In my judgment it 
outweighs anything that has come here since the settlement of 
the question whether our flag should float over all the country 
or only a part of it. I doubt, in fact, whether it is in any degree 
beneath that in its importance to the American people. I said 
the other day that it was not inferior to the question whether 
the black man should be or should not bea slave. It is a ques- 
tion whether the productive agencies of the country can be 
maintained at a rate that will give to the agents of production 
w sufficiency of pay, a sufficiency of compensation to enable them 
to keep themselves in the position that they have been kept 
under our system of finance for the last twenty-five years. 

The Senator from Delaware said that wages were not reduced. 
Mr. President, whenI take up the other branch of the case I shall 
show to Senators here that wages all over the world are on the 
decline, in Great Britain and in all parts of Europe and in this 
country; that since we have been debating this question in this 
Chamber there has been a fall in the wages of American !abor 
in every part of the United States, and in some parts very much 
more severe than in others. I do not say that it is wholly and 
entirely due to this threat, but in my judgment it is largely due 
to it; and because I believe that this measure is fraught with 
such evil, I said the other day I should leave no obstructive tac- 
tics placed is my hands unused to defeat at the present time 
the passage of the pending bill, at least until public opinion can 
be taken in a diferent method from that which it has been 
taken and presented to us. I will not trustthe great metropoli- 
tan press, nor will | trust the bankers’ associations nor the cham- 
bers of commerce; I want to hear from the people through the 
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It is | 


| position by those who have urged the Senate in an 


| outside of this body who demand an instant conclusion upon 
. 7 . . | 
questioned of more than 45 per cent in seventeen years, with an | 
ippreciation that is charged here, which if any man disputes he 


| that fragmentary part of the Sherman law which it co 
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| ballot box, and when I have heard from them that way. 
| yield my judgment to theirs, and I shall not yield it untij | a. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, seldom during th 

| session, that has now been prolonged, have I ventured t; 
| the attention of the Senate for even a moment, and I w: 
now undertake to do so but for the fact that I think +t] 


| men who agree with me on this question have been put 


manner to come to an immediate vote. As for myself | 
that I have neither made nor voted for any dilatory moti 
is it my purpose to engage in efforts to prevent the Se: 
coming to a conclusion upon the pending measure. In m 
ment, those who call themselves the majority are more r " 
ible for the delays which have occurred than those who 
describe as the minority. 

In the first place, Mr. President, it is by no means ec 
that a majority of this body is either for or against th 
ing measure. The pending measure is called a bill 16 
unconditional repeal of the Sherman law; but it is not a or 
the repeal of the Sherman law, nor is it a bill for the r f 


Unconditionally a repeal of the Sherman law, as has 
pointed out by other Senators—the idea is by no means o al 
with me—would involve of necessity the substitution o me 
other law to take its place, and when the national Dem¢ 
in convention assembled, called for the repeal of that sy 
money which had been given to the country by the 53) 
law in its entirety they interpreted what they meant by 
the next breath by pointing out the substitute they intended 
take its place. So the pending measure is not only a con 
tion of the terms of the professed judgment of the n 
Democracy, but it is an evasion even of the interpretation \ 
the interpreters have since put upon it. 

[ do not think that the Senate has been treated fairly b 


subject, nor by some who are init. It has been my observation 
that those who have talked most, in such forms of communication 
to the Americxn people as seemed fit to them, have been the very 





ones who have urged upon Senators who have the responsibility 
of action not to talk at all. They seem to be content to monopo 
lize the debate as well as judgement 
clusion. I will take, for example ,without being invidious by 
pointing out any particular journal), some of the journals some- 
where in this country. They have occupied columns, pages, 
every day for se. saty days in discoursing upon their views of the 
subject, while they are not responsible for its conclusion: and 
they manifest great impatience that a Senator should occupy a 
few hours. 

Gentlemen upon the floor here who are most impatient fora 





vote have occupied a great deal of time in preventing it, not bly 
the Senator from Oregon {Mr. DOLPH], who has now hung up 
the Senate for two days by a motion which, whether dilatory i 
its parliamentary description or not, was necessarily dilatory in 
its effect. Yet he insists that we shall come to an immuodiate 
vote, and is content to occupy the attention of the Senal. not 


only with three or four speeches of his own, but by interjecting 
into the body of the debate a partisan rulinginan attem)t to cor- 
rect the Journal, which he knows is of such a delicate ch { 


that it would consume perhaps as much time as the debate itself 
if he were to insist upon bringing it to a conclusion. 

And my friend from New York [Mr. Hin], who represents a 
constituency which perhaps is more eager for a conclusion than 
any other constituency represented in this body, proposes right 
in the midst of the debate to amend the rules, which he WS 


in the nature of things is just as important a measure as tlie de- 
termination of this issue, and would lead to longer and more pro 


tracted debate than the pending question if it were pursue: d 
pushed in dead earnest to produce a conclusion here. 
Mr. President, it is not yet Known how the majority o! this 


body stand. Repeating for myself my willingness and 
that it shall proceed with this debate as with all other deb 
and that it shall consider each amendment which is propo 
the bill in an orderly way, without having that am >ndment 
on the table through the agency of any opponent, and then ré 
its conclusions, I advert for a moment to the addresses \ 


were made to us on yesterday by the Senator from Ohio | \lr. 
SHERMAN] and the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs}. : 
The Senator from Ohio tells us, lecturing the Democratic 


pone of which he appears upon this floor now as not only the 
e.der but the lecturer, that— 


In times*past, when they were in the minority and we werein the majority, 
we never shrank from responsibility. We were Republicans because we be 
lieved in Republican principles and Republican men and Republican meas- 
ures, and whenever a question came intothe Senate Chamber to be decided, 
we never pleaded the baby actand said ‘‘we could not agree.” We met to- 
gether in conclave: we measured each other’s opinions, some giving Way, 
and finally we came to an agreement. in this way we passed all the great 
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laws be is not done by beggigng votes of the other side. We knew that, by 
and it a and almos. uliye 5.1 habit of the Democratic party, they would 
the usual ¢ : 


wnose anything we should propose, even the Lord’s Commandments or the 
Lord's prayer 

The Senator is entirely right about that, because if we found 
those ancient and venerated documents proposed by the Senator 
from Ohio we would imagine instantly that there was just such 

trick about it as there was in the Sherman law. I beg pardon 
f - using the word ‘“‘trick;” 1 donotthinkthatis parliamentary, 
but ‘ust such a scheme as there was in the Sherman law, to pre- 
tend to be for the coinage of silver and to be at the same time 
act for the depletion of the Treasury of gold to pay silver 


an 
with. ‘ rr s t 

The speech of the Senator from Texas was along in the same 
line. I beg leave for my part to say to both gentlemen, who now 


seem to be singularly concurrent in all their opinions, that I do 
not think the lecture to Democracy is entirely misplaced. This 
is a free country and it is the privilege of every citizen to belong 
to any political party that he pleases. It is his duty in my 
udgment, as long as he does belong to a political party, to ac- 
cept its judgments upon public questions which are submitted 
to it for a declaration of its policy thereupon. 


t 


Now, then, I wish to say to the Senator from Texas that I for | 


one am ready, and I believe a majority of those who agree with 
me are ready, to-day, to-night, to-morrow, instantly to submit 
these questions to a majority of the Democrats who have been 
sent here charged with this responsibility, and I for one, how- 
ever much it may be against the grain, will submit to the deter- 
mination of the majority of my own party and take what comes. 
I do not see the Senator from ‘Texas in his seat. 

Mr. MILLS. Here Iam. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator is ready to do that he can bring 
the Democratic party together without shedding tears over it in 
the Senate Chamber, because it isnot together. Is the Senator 
from Texas ready to go into conclave with his Democratic breth- 
ren and abide the issue? I can ask questions of others, but I 
can not answer. Lam ready. I will take thechances, and what- 
ever may be the judgment of that great national party here in 
the Senate, which I believe ought to keep the responsibility of 
this and all legislation, and of which Iam an humble part, I do 
not shrink; I will abide that judgment, and look to the future to 
repair it if, in my belief, it iserroneous. 

Now, Mr. President, it is upon another point [ wish to address 
myself ina few remarks, to the argument which the Senator 
from Texas made yesterday respecting the rules of this body. 
From those who deprecate any, the least invasion of the rules of 
this body and from those who insist that the debate upon the 
pending measure shall be suspended in order to enforce them, | 
little expected to hear the revolutionary doctrine uttered that 
the rules out to be set aside and a revolution effected in the Sen- 
ate by the so-called or assumed authority. 

The Senator quotes the declaration of Thomas Jefferson that 
the decisions of a majority ought to be instantly acquiesced in. 
laccept that. Iam ready to submit to the decree of a majority 
of my party. Is the Senator from Texas? I am ready to sub- 
mit to a decree of a majority of the Senate as soon as it utters 
its decision; but that decision must be uttered by the Senate it- 
self respecting the rules which it seeks to invoke. 

The Senator from Texas yesterday addressed this argument 
to the Senate. Said he, the Constitution has empowered the 
Senate to make rules. That poweriscontinuous. Itexists now 
as well as it existed in the beginning; it has existed all along: 
and the Senate has as much power now to make rules as it ever 
had. Soithas. That is uttering an axiomatic doctrine which 
no one denies. 

But the deduction which the Senator from Texas draws from 
that doctrine is the one which itseems to me is entirely erro- 
neous. Because the Senate can make rules it does not follow 
that it can violate rules when made. To illustrate this by anal- 


ogy, let me putin argumentative form an interrogatory to the | 


Senator, or whoever may meet it. Thereis no question about 
the fact that the people of the United States have the right to 
make a constitution. They have as much right to-day to make 
a constitution as they had when they first declared their inde 
pendence. Their right to make a constitution is continuous, 
perpetual, and can never be intercepted, for the very genius of 
our idea of free government is that the people were sovereign in 
the beginning and are entitled by the laws of God and nature 
and man to be sovereign all the time. 

Now, will the Senator say that because the people of the 
United States are sovereign, and will he say that because they 
have the power to make a Constitution, they have therefore by a 
majority the right to violate the Constitution which they have 
made and to ignore the oaths which they have taken in common 
to support it? On the contrary, has not that Constitution by the 














| like to commit myself upon an exceptional state 
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decree of the majority of the American people provided by what 
methods, at what times, and under whatcircumstances the peo- 
ple may exercise their right of sovereignty to amend it: and 


can any number of men, be they millions or they two-thirds 
majority, just by their ipse dixit, upon the spur of the moment, 
say, ‘‘ We wipe out this Constitution,” because all the people 


hive a right to amend itif they will? Are they not bound by 
their compact, just as binding upon the majority as upon the 
minority, to proeeed only in that way which they themselves or 
dained and set forth beforehand as the only method that can be 
constitutionally followed? 

Now, the rules of the Senate, when they have been made, are 
just as binding as the Constitution of the United States; for that 
is only a fundamental law in accordance with which all other 
laws must conform. : 

Ir. HILL Will the Senator yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure 


Mr. HILL. Let me put to the Senator this question: If when 
the first Congress convened the Senate had adopted a code of 
rules which provided that the rules should not thereafter be 
changed without the consent of two-thirds of the Senate, would 
those rules have been constitutional? I canask questions W ill 


the Senator answer them? 

Mr. DANIEL. Undoubtedly I will answer; but I did not like 
to interrupt the Senator while he was upon his feet. I can not 
only answer it, but | can be courteous. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is always courteous, and I hope he 
will not suppose that [ am discourteous. 


Mr. DANIEL. 


[do not esteem that the Senator is t was 


|} merely waiting for the Senator to get through. I am not pre- 


pared to answer that question offhand. 
Mr. HILL. The Senator can take all the time he pleases. 
Mr. DANIEL. Well, I shall, without permission. I do not 
of things when 


[ have no such question presented to me. I may not be a very 
good lawyer, but I am too good a one to answer hastily a propo- 
sition which I am not discussing and which has nothing to do 
with the point I am discussing. It may be that a majority in 


that instance could rule the Senate, because a majority in con- 
templation of parliamentary law is the Senate; and a majority 
at one time can not bind a majority at another time, because the 
majority is the oracle of the Senate, but in being the oracle of 
the Senate, it can only proceed in that form which has been or- 
dained for the expression of its voice. The question does not 
reach the one which we have now under advisement. Yo in 
not tie the hands of future generations by accumulating d ‘ul- 
ties as to the expression of their wish, but you can devise the 
form and manner in which they, the majority, shall give utter 
ance to their sentiments. 

Now, 1 can not only answer questions, but if the Senator was 
upon his feet I would ask him, does he not think that the rules 


| of the Senate are binding now? We have made no such excep- 


tional rule as he contemplates in order to twist off from the main 
track of the discussion. Does he not believe that the rules of 
the Senate are binding now? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the rules of the Senateare binding, 
extirely so, in regard to all the ordinary methods of procedure. 
Upon the question of the right to change the rules, the Senate 
can net bind itself. Tofurther illustrate what I mean, let me 
vive an illustration a little different from what I gave amoment 


ago. The first Congress meets, and the Senate passes a code of 
rules which provide that they shall not be changed if ten Sena- 
tors object. I did not hear the whole of the remarks of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Virginia. I think he talked aro the 
subject somewhat: but still the fair inference from his remarks 
may be drawn that he would think that such code of rules 
would be unconstitutional. Am I right? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Now, my point is just here. th the instances 
which I gave were plain, clear, certain violations of the ‘ sti- 
bution A majority of the Senate has a right at any tin to 
change tl rules. ‘Now, these old rules, estab ] 1 at t 
rinn r of the century, have come down to us They h ot 
provit in just so many words in fee verba the point 1 I 
presented; but they have in substance and effect. They have 
been so framed that they do give, if the ar nents whi ave 
been ented here day after day are tru minority power to 

‘event najority from the passage of a , herefore, y 
they are just as nugatory upon this body as though they had ex- 
pressly determined the number of the majority whocould prevent 
the passage of a bill. 

I say that the power which made the rules can change them. 


The power to legislate is given by the Constitution. The Sen- 
ate can frame no set of rules, no matter how ingenious may be 
the devices, no matter whether there is a specific number speci- 
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fied which requires assent for their amendment—you can not} a chance? In the convention which sent delegates 


bind this body so that we can not carry out the other provi- | tional convention, which nominated the gentiem: 


sions of the Constitution which are that this body must legis- | 
late. 
[f the Senator will indulge me a moment more, because I do | for as best I may. 


| President of the United States for his office, that 
| tested and was decided in the same form that I am hx 


Yr) 
i 


uot propose to interrupt him again, no matter what he may say Mr. President, it is complete assumption wpon th: 


upon this subject, I will state that he did me some injustice | tlemen who have volunteered to lecture 
when he first began his remarks by saying that by my interject- 
ing in this discussion a proposition for a change of the rules | to the solution of the pending question, 


thereby I had in some manner delayed the final vote upon the | majority of their party, or a majority of t 


pending bill. Sir, that was not. my intention. He is right in from the foundation of this Government 


their fello 


have consumed time in debate which they might w: 


that the; 
his body. 
over one h 


saying that the people whom [| in part have the honor to repre- | ago, until to-day, the Senate has never refused to 


sent on this floor are vitally interested in the passage of this bill. 


ganized; the sentiment of my State in favor of the passage of | been through the process of debate that 


fairly expressed and deliberats public sentiment. 
The industries of my State are paralyzed: our finances are disor- | so in the period of the war, it has never d i 


h 
one so 


that public 


this billis wellnighunanimous. Thelast thing I would do would | has been collected, and defined, and instructed. 


be to interpose any obstacle that might prevent a final vote 


The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] w: 


upon the bill. champions of the so-called Federal elections bill. 
[ suggested an amendment which provided that after thirty Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will excuse me. [n 





days had been given to the pending bill, or any other bill, the | course of the debate upon that subject s 
Senate should have a rightto say in all its majesty and power, 


aid one wor 
question in the Senate. I was the champion, or t!] 


under the authority of the Constitution, that this debate should | rather, of a change in the Senate rules which would 


stop, and by my amendment of that rule I sought to bring this 
question to a final solution. I did not intend to delay a vote; 
and, sir, if the Presiding Officer of this body and forty-three | to-day. 

Senators agree with me, this bill can be passed in spite of the Mr. DANIEL. Why did the Senator 1 


majority of the Senate to transact the 


business wl 


necessary should be transacted, and I occupy the sam: 


‘ecommend th 


obstructions of any minority. [Applause in the galleries. ] to let the majority express itself when he said just n 


Y | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind the | jority was against him? There has been 
occupants of the galleries that applause will not be tolerated. | 
It is a violation of the rules of the Senate. Persons who are | 
guilty of such a violation of the rules of the Senate are liable to | 
be expelled from the galleries. The Senator from Virginia will | 
proceed. | of the minority, and not of the majority. 
Mr. DANIEL. Gentlemen who are very impatiént if anyone 
else ventures to discuss finance in this body can not even discuss | 
their own motions to amend the rules without giving us atsome | 
length their views upon the subject. The Senator has made a 
speech upon finance in which he has talked all around from my 
question and has retired from the body without answering it. | ambulatory and shifting, and the man w 
That was not the way in which I treated him, although I did 
not conceive that it bore upon this question. 
[ asked him the question whether or not the rules of the Senate 
were binding upon the Senate; and in reply he debatesall around 
the gooseberry bush without answering the question. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to 
ask him a question? 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Vir- 
ginia a question which, in my opinion, goes to the very essence 
of the matter now under consideration. Does the Senator be- 
lieve that, under our rules, there is any mothod by which a ma- 
jority of the Senate can reach a determination upon a question 
to amend its rules in the face of obstructive tactics on the part 
of a minority whether by speeches or otherwise? 
Mr. DANIEL. Ido not see that the rules have provided for | 
that contingency; but my reply to the Senator would be broader 
and more comprehensive than anything involved in his ques- | 
tion, for it has not been three days since I heard that Senator 
declare upon this floor that the Senate had never refused to | 
carry out the wishes of a majority; and it is, in my judgment, a 
full and complete answer that no such condition has arisen in | 


is free to combat it, that you finally get 
thing. 


ans, the ancient and hereditary foes of th 


fp 
contracted currency, and are infavor of dé 


I know of only one who has announced in 


ho st 
majority to-day ” may be in the minority 
the process of free debate, by that proce 
ideal my friend from Texas commends, by the process of 
idea of Jefferson, that error ceases to be dangerous when t 

at the right 


an illuminati 

Senator’s mind through the process of the debate on the F< 
elections bill. Why does he appeal to the Senate to let 
upon which he stood express itself, when he proclaims 


was in the minority? It seems to me that he was the c 


< 








vs °° 
to-morrow. 





[ am 


The so-called minority did not ask him to be their cha 
They found a method of expressing themselves until t! 
into a majority; and I beg leave to say to the Senator | 
our republican form of government majorities are 


t 


noi 


things of iron or stone which endure in all weathers. They 
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in 
is 


ess which the sa 


There have been great changes of sentiment in thi: 
since this debate opened. There are very few peopl 
country now who attribute our present trouble to the SI 
act, except in aminorand subsidiary degree. Itis a mos 
thing that a minority of Democrats upon this side of the ‘ 
ber, as I believe them to be, and perhaps a majority of R 
licans upon the other side of the Chamber are concurri 
upon two completely opposite theories ofaction. The R 


» money of th« 


are only pursuing the genius of their long-time adv 
stroying the 
law because it gives the”people some two or three mi 
new currency a month. Some of the Democrats are ir 
repeal because of peculiar conditions which surround tl 


the Senate t! 


| lieves the present panic was caused by the Sherman 


the Senate as that contemplated by those whe are making dila- | Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] ridicules the id 
I y g 


tory motions and great ado about the rules. Sherman law is the cause of this panic. 


The great R 


There are not, as I believe, in the party whichis charged with | party of New York metin that State a few days ago, ai 
the responsibility of legislation, a majority in favor of the un- | tinguished publicist of New York City addressed the « 


conditional repeal of this measure, and my judgment to this ef- 


be in the majority and undertake to lecture their fellows, avoid | its repeal. 


and ridiculed the idea that the Sherman law was the 
fect is intensified by the fact that some Senators who are said to | the panic, and yet he is one of the most 


powerful ad\ 


bringing the question to a test, though they have the pledge of If the Sherman law is not the cause of the panic, a1 


their fellows that they will abide the result, if such is obtained. | disturbing our finances, as is pretended in some quart 


Mr. President, an extraordinary view has been taken of this | is it that the Republican party have so 


quickly range: 
question by all who have endeavored to scare and guy the Sen- | selves to destroy their own legislation? Can it be for an 


ate into instantaction. They have assumed that Senators here | reason than that they were insincere in it when it wa 





who have announced themselves against unconditional repeal and that they acknowledge that it is ‘‘the makeshift’ 


do not represent their constituents. It has been charged with | is now generally conceded to have been. 


respect to myself, by those who do not live in my State, that I Mr. President, to recur to the rules of this body 
do not represent the people of Virginia. I was born and reared Mr. BUTLER. May Linterrupt the Senator for on 
mnongst that people, and I should not be willing te occupy my Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 


seat here if I did not believe that I fairly, honestly, and justly Mr. BUTLER. Rule XL reads as follows: 


represented them. I have lived amongst them all my life. In| No motion to suspend, modify, or amen’ any rul 
their sedate moments, when they have given their judgment | shall be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying } 


\ 


ule, or any part 


: . : : s e. 1 roposed » suspe 4. difled, or amended 
upon this financial question, they have given it in the form | erule or part proposed to be suspendel. moditied, or 


purpose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the 


which [ am here to interpret as best I may. We have a gov- | mous consentof the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause | 


errnor of Virginia to-day who was nominated and elected upon | XT. 


a platform which declared for the free coinageof silver. Donot| I should like to ascertain from the Senator from Virginia | 


Cc 


ana 


our public men who represent us vote for it every time they get | the Senator from New York and the Senator from Texas i! 
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ae e Senate has a right to disregard that rule in making ay be the depositary o tis tl 

ms iments to our rules? Is that what I understand to be the form that depositary of power Ly proceed to expres “= 
‘ al of the Senator from New York and the Senator from | sior So | eliminate from t 3 Sion <¢ ipletely the 

poe aT leading, thoughartful suggestion the Senator from New Y 


= DANIEL. I had the rules of the Senate before me and | asone which does not refer to the integrity of this: stion. ve 
. out to addre 8s myself to the ideas which have been ve ry | are not seeking to determil 1 1 nat 

















b ore riv called to my attention by the Senator from South constitutes quorum- that is, in my line « rgum in 
- wi manner that which does c¢ ite 1 nat i 
bs = von YHEES. Mr. President, I will venture to trespass | may proceed to leliver its Vv 
icindness of the Senator from Virginia to do whatI have Mr. President, this Senate h 
.siring an opportunity to do al ll day. [ rise to a question | rules. it can only be uponmotion, and what I wish to ask 
f onal privilege and ask the Secretary to read the article | Senator from New York, what | wo sk f 
pee send to the desk. It was published in this morning’s | Texas,whatl wouldask ofanybdody whoh ssumed th ict 
W ngton Post. Sets a ; of a revolutionistin this body, is this: De rul r iS 
‘ V if E-PRESIDEN 2. The Secret iry Willi read as re- they are amended, and are they! made in p nce ¢ 
‘ ; UO ution or notr LT Aa inte da nthe histo ( r r 4 ) 
BS : tary read as follows: } ¢ ( an rec ) t i ( 
MR. VOORHEES STILL HOPEFU! } 1 not « s We have ha 
meeting of the Senate Finance Committee yesterday morning Mr. | !2 this b ch} > Mos rn l min wh i ) 
\ (BBS took oct Renn NO put int so worss = Lat = as a Lone phone bapclnay the | ha n its hi \ ur da tl] hav S0 cK n end: ‘ 
of the fa t that he Seales ier enearter tl hat the re could be noc m eer - or & new idea under va 
' , in Which either himself or the Administration could be considered | NO 5UCh exigency. 
aa tor. The Administration, continued Mr. VOORHEES was urging a | Now, turnin to the fort 1rul Oo which my f: i I 
4 her - ee ee re not give one inch, even if the Sen |} South Carolina [Mr. BUTL ( ALU Lindt 
; od , i 7 : of } ocedure to change the Li€ l well provided, and 
VOORI EES, It issimply necessary = to say Only a | Senator from Texas wants to change them. 
that there is not one single word of truth in that state- | New York wants to change th "what m , 
There was no conversation of tha kind in the Commit- | has he as to what may be the icine’ 
’ Finance, no expression of that sort on my part, or on the | yn} e has invoked 1 i cmauah ten aamaeit 
p anybody else. The position of the Administration was ae 
not dis sed, nor didI attempt tooutlineit. The Senator f: Al 
Tr ssee [Mr. HARRIS] was present in the committe USPENSI! AND AMENDMENT OF TH 
E from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] was present, t pend, mo 
rf Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] was present, the Senator | sha except on one day 1 g. S| 
Jersey [Mr. - ‘\PHERSON]| was present, as was also th Yh iainaior tn eae erithaath mae 
r lowa{M ALLIS¢ IN. There was no su i cony | sent of the Senati ex pt as rw se DI ii 
|, and the pul blication is a pure figment of the imagination 
F ‘hat is all I desire to say. hese Senators want to ch i te rules the ¢ 
TELLER. If I may be allowed to say a word, my atte as etwas thas thn wath amie - 
tion was attracted to the article which the Senator from Indiana How would the majority proceed to change the | 


has caused to be read, but I took pains to find out that here was 
no truth in it, and so I did not use it. Iam satisfied the state- 
ment in the newspaper article is incorrect. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I look upon such suggestions 


other way? But one Senator can occupy the att 

Chair at one time. He is not a majority; and when he si 
any other Senator has equal privilege. What righ s he to 
assume that he is either in front of a majority « 








as have been made by the Senator from Texas and the Senator them until he has constitutional authority to do so bv the rd 
. RY , L Lith ul ait ( U t il aut ALY AU) Bt y © A 
from New York as most unfortunate. I am inclined to think | ¢¢ i4. decision? ' 
that the Senator from Texas has been rather hasty and incon- “Mr resident. this debate discal: to me this fact: Itr 
. ° s : . . 2 wif. J af ie e f 3 ve GisClos t me tol: ( re 
sideratein his utterances, for he is so distinguished a champion | ,),,, historic reminiscence. which is worthy of the traditi f 
: ° . ill SI Ili Li eC, ll LS ruoy i ue radi ons Oo 
of free debate and has made so great a history in defending the | this great body, that in all its historv it has ne iecli 
. + . 4 . . , . o.. > ‘ ‘ a4 > Lit y ‘ i ‘ ‘ A Ul 
prerogative of the people’s representatives in legislative cham- | ...5. 22a +o register the public wil If som ts ; 
y . s+ . + . » | iUBOU uf L 5 3 4 ; v Ai OV >s ‘ , ‘ ‘ i 
bers, that I am inclined to pass over his hasty expression of | tors here are not represen +} — , 
. * : . ' ( 3 it t n eseu t At OD 
( rday asa Homeric nod. A disciple of Jefferson, who sug nize that those Senato min he under e in 
’ * . * 1 ; Di t L 3 et t rs MUS VO Ina 1S 1 ( 
vests to the Senate thatit is not bound by its own solemnrules! a sah oan al eat os , . 
of i } tn hia 4 . very deep and grave convictions hey th in iL thei 
o! ‘tion does no honor to his te wher. eptability to their Wn peory sin ad ocatin an un} 
‘ “<rr ’ ; aes : ‘ a |} ceptadillity their o peopie ln advoci ig in 
true definition of the law is that it isa rule of action. | tering. I do not believe that bie the a eae 34 
* ‘4 + . | ine. i Uf 10G DELICE Ve TOA Sucnd } Loc 50, DULL 1 
thing which a student of law learns when he first turns] q. sators must realize some very great conscienti 
‘the pages of Blackstone and Kent is that law isa rule of | ; agmont. : + i. . . 
pUCE Oi b. 
action prescribed by the supreme eee " Even if it had never been tr = Ae ao 
_ 7 iven if it ud entrue in the past, i ! 
what is right and prohibiting what is wrong. To speak of rule | 4.06 which was b fore this bod fow 
: ° -* | stance whic Sf e this ( WwW year C 
nd to speak of law, so far as their binding ‘Maines Tedinoatie AR Btenere elena odnal aad es 1i. 
is to speak of synonyms. | tratedthat the Senate willalwaysr« pond to publi ' 
af peas 7 1 . . e i i iff se W > th ught other se then are now fore st te 
Mr. President, this is a land of order and a land of law. The | , it did respond to public it ns 
. + _ 11 + a > L Ulu : \ A { uadg@ment woy should 
Democratic party, as | am proud to believe, will ever be : ’ party Of | wn.ant and ; +h i ears mei 4 
; oT ae -¢ ¢ -, | ment and debate on this great question be interruy »V 
law and a party of order, which will face every contingency i proaches of their fellows, by crimination : ' 
; ~ : . | proaches ol 1elr fell s, Dy crimination and recrim 
has to confront, and will abide the result as the authority of law | 5 ....mntions of superiority in patriotism 
ass ion f superio yin j iotism and 


iall decree. I see in the Constitution, to begin with, that to teal hee he 4 : ‘ ‘ 


sh 
: : : . . | doctrines that all laws ought to zodown to let posit = 
the great bodies of legislation, the Senate and the House of | waiorits ve its wav? 
Representatives, there is given this great prerogative:  Faghould bs remembered that 1 dahat an: 
t should be 1em he il tha lebate has come 
ach House may determine the rules of its proceedings the most extraordinary circumstances, and isupon the mo 


Vhat do you mean by ‘‘determine?” You mean fix, declare, | portant subject, in one sense, which the Senate has d 
a iin, and settle. What do you mean by ‘“‘rule of procedure,” | perhaps for generations. No national convention of any polit 
except a law of conduct which binds every member of a body | cal organization in the United States, whether Democrati te 
with all the force which the Constitution of his country can place iblican, Prohibition, third party, Populist, or what not us 


upon it in sanction of his right to sitin it. Itisneedlessforany | ¢ * demanded of its representatives the unconditional repeal of 
astute dialectician to go oft with any nice, sharp quillets of the heSherman law. That measure and its: ite branc vhich 
law, as the Senator from New York has done, by asking me such | run in all directions of finance, is now ct which res 
& question as the supposition that a majority might have said | th ention of the whole civilized world, and all eyes are di 


that not less than two-thirds could change the rule S. | rected upon those who have to deal with it. The Senate can not 

A court might hold that unconstitutional in that the majority | deliberate in that just sense in which every man should keephis 
had thus deprived itself as a depositary of the right to act, not | 1 d cool and endeavor te fill himself with the high 
referring to the forms of its pi sone for that is not a form of | patriotism, with such angry speeches, reproaches, and 
procedure, that is a declaration of what may be a quorum to | inations on every hand, and with suggestions, such as t é 
proceed in any form; and the m: jority being made a quorum by | by the Senator from Oregon, the Senator from New York, and 
natural law and by necessary constitutional construction, it would | the Senator from Texas, which alarm the | idi 
have exceeded its power if it were to repose th: it power ee r | this people as much as the proposed measure alarm se who 
than a majority. So we are not discussing who in the Senate | look to their financial well-be ing 
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Mr. President, itis my judgment now, and has been from the 
moment this session commenced, that if thos: who are primarily 
charged with our legislation would go to work to frame a meas- 
ure which would carry out in its integrity the promises of the 
Democracy of this country to our people, they would find a much 
easier, quicker, and shorter road to a conclusion than by at- 
tempting to stand upon one splinter of the Democratic platform 
and ignore the residue of it. 

Sir, the fact remains that both parties in this country have a 
responsibility in this matter. I do not exonerate the Repub- 
licans from responsibility, as some of my colleagues do. The 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Republican party in this country has aresponsibility as well as | 
we have, and one of the responsibilities which they assumed 


was that they would restore silver as standard money. 

Mr.FRYE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yield to the Sen- 
atior from Maine? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. As I came into the Senate amoment ago I heard 
the Senator from Virginia alluding to the alarming and revolu- 
tionary statement of the Senatorfrom Oregon [Mr. DOLPH], the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HILu], and the Senator from Texas 
{Mr. MILLS]. Now, if the Senator will pirdon me, I desire to 
interpose at this moment touching those very revolutionary state- 
ments, the opinion of the ablest parliamentarian ever in the 
United States, when he deliberately gave his mind to it, and 
gave a written opinion. I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ator toadeliberate, written opinion of the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives in the Forty-third Congress—Mr. James G. 
Blaine. Iremember it well. He said: 


The Chair has repeatedly ruled that pending a proposition to change the 
rules dilatory motions could not be entertained, and for this reason he has 
several times ruled that the right of each House to determine what shall be 
its rules is an organic right expressly given by the Constitution of the United 
States. The rules are the creature of that power, and of course they can 
not be used to destroy that power. The House is incapable by any form of 
rules of divesting itself of its inherent constitutional power to exercise its 
function to determine its own rules. Therefore, the Chair has always an- 
nounced, upon a proposition to change the rules of the House, he would 
never entertain a dilatory motion. 


Beyond that ruling neither of the revolutionary Senators 
went, and I think neither went up to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. In reply to the Senator, I may say that I did 
not intend to apply to the Senator from Oregon the word ‘‘revo- 
lutionary.” He has done nothing of that kind, nor made any 
suggestion of that kind. I thought his motion was in effect, 
though not in parliamentary description, dilatory. What I re- 
fer to as “revolutionary” is the suggestion of the idea around 
this side of the Chamber that some one in this body—it is not 
defined exactly who it is—has the right to subjugate whenever 
he thinks he is with the majority and to summon the majority 
to help to do it. 

I reply to the Senator from Maine that the precedent which he 
has quoted has noapplication here. Itis coramnonjudice. This 
is not the House of Representatives. This is not a continuous 
body. It commences each session without any rules, and in the 
absence of rules it must be governed bv such general considera- 
tions as it may find best for itself. I have always understood, 
however—I may be misinformed—as part of the current history 
of the country, as I had believed it to be, that my distinguished 
friend from Texas had been one who even denied its application 
there and denounced the attempt to enforce it. 

Be that as it may—for I am making no personal address, and 
do not desire to be personal in my remarks, further than to illus- 
trate them with propriety—a precedent in the House of Rep- 
resentatives has no application here, for that is a body different 
in its character, different in its continuity, and totally different 
in its parliamentary constitution and methods. The Senate, on 
the other hand, is a continuous body. You have no election for 
all Senators atone time. The Senate goes on from year to year, 
and may sit at a time when the House is not in session, does not 
sit, for it is a court as well as a cordinate branch of the Legis- 
lature, and it is part of the executiveas well. All three powers 
of government are reposed in it in different degrees, shape, and 
forms. Perpetual, as it is, with a right to sit at any time, it is 
obliged to have rules, and when it has made those rules no man 
in a hundred years of our history has ever disputed or ignored 
their binding force in any operative way. 

Mr. FRYE. If Ido not interrupt, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes; I have but a few more remarks to make, 
but I shall be glad to answer the Senator if I can. 

Mr. FRYE. The power of the House of Representatives to 
make rulesis derived from the same Constitution and in the same 
way that the power of the Senate is derived. There isno differ- 
ence. The continuation of one body makes no difference what- 
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ever. It is a constitutional right given to the body 

have not a shadow of doubt but that it is the rieht of ih 

under the Constitution of the United States, at an 

pleases, at any hour it p'eases, to make a rule for any. 

pending before the Senate and it would become the dy 

| Presiding Officer, under his oath, to refuse to entertain 

| tory motion and to promptly stop any dilatory proce 
preserving to this body the right which the Constitutio 

(it. If the majority had adopted a proceeding of that 
month ago, we should before this time have had a vot . 
hill. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator and all the repealers hid 
here and shown their faith by their works, perhaps w: 
have had a vote on this bill. But I beg leave to eal! att 
to the fact that the minority of this body has furnished; 
here, and that the so-called majority is a majority whi 
not fight and will not fight. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the Senator's remark doe 
as he ought to know, apply to me, for I have answered ey 
sall, night and day, that has been had in the Senate, an 
not been absent for a single hour since I came here. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then the remark does not apply to the s 
tor and I do not include him. I mean the Senators on h 
with whom he trains, impersonal to himself. 

I beg leave to call further attention to the fact that whi 
of us who are not in favor of this bill have stayed here ) 
after night, and day after day, there have hardly been fi\ 
utes at any time when the Senators who profess to be so 
for the passage of the bill have not gone out of the Cham! d 
then clamored about being unable to do anything. The fact is 
that those who would under some circumstances vote fo: 
ditional repeal are not, in my judgment, heartily in favor « 
as the best measure that could be adopted; they do not f« 
the public sentiment of this country in its integrity, t it 
North, South, East, and West, is for repeal; but only th 
tain sections are. All over the breadth of the United St 
from Maine to Texas, and from California to Virginia, ther 
powerful party who want to see the Senator's party carry 
some of its pledges and the Democracy at the same time. 

I do not share with the Senator from Texas in his exoneratio: 
of the Republican party from its duty because that party is i 
the minority in the Senate. That party pledged itself to the 
country, and got all the votesit could by that pledge, that it 
would restore silver money. The Republican party went 
the people and boasted of their great achievement in passi: 
Sherman law. None of the Republican national platforms had 
ever clamored for its repeal. Instead of asking for its 
they said that they intended to restore silver as the standard 
money of this country. What has become of their p! 

Did they bring them to Washington with them when th 
sumed power, or did they discard them as impedimenta, not to! 
carried into real war? 

Both parties of this country, Mr. President, Republic 
Democratic alike, meet here in the face of the American } 
under the solemn pledges they gave totheir masters, the 
eign people of the United States, that they wou!d resto 
standard money of the people to this country. 

[ think { understand the design of those who coiperate 
the Senator from Maine. Mid-summer had come, and th 
grain crops of the country were about to move to Euro nd 
the cotton crop of the South wassoon about to move to | 
In the very nature of things, according to our econom 
tory and according to the easy foreshadowing of the near [ 
when ships had already been engaged for months ahead t 
them, it was known that the flow of gold from Europe to 
ica was about to occur, and it was clamored for, that the > 
man bill should be instantly repealed in order that wh old 
came it could be pointed at as an object lesson, so that the 
siy: ‘“‘Lo, and behold! The repeal of the Sherman 
brought the gold back.” But the gold came, and th: 
from which it came are well known, with the Sherman 
repealed. At best it was sought for at the beginning as 
expedient for the nonce, to give us temporary relief. T 
was said, ‘*‘ We will go to work just as soon as it passes, ar 
comply with the rest of our promises to restore silver as 
ard money.” Gold returned in large measure without 
peal of the Sherman law. 

The financial conditions of our country have been infi 
better recently without the repeal of the Sherman law. Out 0! 
$40,000,000 of bank issues, called clearing-house certificates, 50 
much better have the markets become now, that two-thirds 0 
that quantity in New York has been retired as no longer needed 
as a makeshift for money. Business has begun to pick up by rea 
son of the natural influences which are going on in purchuses 

and sales and in the quantity of transactions. 
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been better if these two months had been 
upied in fixing up the measure that you promised to fix up? 
Would it not be better to fix it up now, instead of speaking of 
s.stroying the Senate, breaking down the venerable and honor- 
“io traditions of this great fortress of free debate, spending 
ioht after night in getting your reluctant troops into the Sen- 
a Chamber, weary and heavy laden with the burdens of the 
aie and even then being left to call upon your opponents to pre- 
carve the continuity of the Senate by sitting up with you? 


Would it not have been better to have spent all this time in an 


Would it not have 
oce 


effort to discharge your promises? How long would it take the | 


jistinguished parliamentary lawyers and publicists here to frame 
« bill for that purpose? Two months? Y ou have had that. 
" Ah, you are content, not with the unconditional repeal of this 
measure, but to give us a conditional repeal, in which you prom- 
‘co faithfully that you will continue to coin gold and silver; and 
presently, “in the sweet by and by” you will have the measure 
all fixed up. But that is a condition-subseq uent, and there is no 
collateral security for its performance. Why not turnitintoa 
lition-precedent, instead of wearing your lives away sitting 
up of nights and bringing your reluctant fellows here at belated 
hours? Why not spend your time in fixing into practical shape 
what you mean by your promises? 
If there is distrust in some quarters as to the finances of this 


conc 


| other House fifteen or sixteen years ago, when I believe | 





country, there is also distrust in other quarters as to what will | 


be done with them. All that those with whom we train, and 
with whom we sympathize, ask of you is that you will keep your 
plighted faith to the people of this country, who gave you votes 
upon your promise that you would restore the standard money 
of this country. 
and easiest method of getting rid of the burden of the contract. 

But, Mr. President, I have been led by these questions and 
by the diversion of those who have interjected their remarks 
into mine intoa much more lengthy discourse than I had in- 
tended. 

In conclusion, I will briefly sum up my own position in this 
wise: Iam here to legislate, and want to proceed to legislate in 
an orderly and straightforward manner. 
tors to lecture me about breaking up the Democratic party as 
long as those Senators stand in the minority of that party and 
are unwilling to abide its judgment here. Furthermore, do not 
insist that your opponents shall have to come here at unusual 
hours and stay night and day, when those whom yof claim to be 
in the majority do not themselves stay. 
and regularly, considering one amendment, and then another, 
according to the rules and traditionsof this honorable body, and 
we shall be much nearer the end than if we proceed by revolu- 
tionary methods to change the rules, and have to listen to rev- 
olutionary utterances of the majority, in regard to usurping 
the Government of this country, which are interjected into the 
debate. . 

Mr. MILLS obtained the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, with the permission of the 
Senator from Texas, I demand a call of the Senate. It seems to 
me that there is not a quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Faulkner, Lodge, Sherman, 
Allen, eee McPherson, Smith, 
Bate, Gallinger, Manderson, Stewart, 
Berry, George, Martin, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Gorman, Mills, Turpie, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Harris, Palmer, Vilas, 

Call, awley, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Jamden, Higgins, Peffer, Walthall, 
Carey, Hill, Perkins, Washburn, 
Coke, Hoar, Platt, White, La. 
Cullom, Hunton, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Irby, Quay, 

Dixon, Kyle, Ransom, 

Dolph, Lindsay, Roach, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-eight Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The Chair recog- 
nizes the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Texas yields 
to me & moment in order that I may explain why the roll was 
called ss my demand. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HI] has been delivering 
quite numerous and extensive lectures to some of us on account 
of absenteeism. He fired off his gun awhile ago at the Senator 
from Virginia, and then ‘‘ took to the woods.” I wanted to see 


if I could not get him back, and I am very glad to say that I 
have succeeded in doing so. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, in the discussion of the question 
now before the Senate I shall endeavor to do as I always have 


The performance of a contract is the shortest | 


Ido not want Sena- | 


Let us proceed sedately | 












done—treat everyone with courtesy. dis 
tinction between a bad measure and a good man who advocates 
it. I may denounce the measure, whilst I may have the pro- 
foundest respect for the man who entertains and supports it 
The distinguished Senator from inia [Mr. DANTEL] has 
called me to account for a speech I made yesterday evening in 
this Chamber. I took the position then, which I have held for 


I always perceive a 


ipo 
it’ 


V 
+} 
ul 


years, that the power conferred by the Constitution of the | ted 
States upon these two bodies is a permanent and continuing 
power, as full to-day as it was in 1789, when the Constitution 


granted it. This is no new doctrine with me. 

The distinguished Senator apprehends that I spoke without 
deliberation. Mr. Presideut, I uttered these sentiments 
stood 
alone of my party, and Iam not in a majority with it to-day on 
this floor. 1 concurred in the opinion delivered by Mr. Spenk 
Blaine, to which [ referred yesterday evening, and which the 


Senator from Maine| Mr. FRYE] has read to-day, that there is a 
permanent power in both of these Houses to make the rules 
necessary to enable them to dispatch the public busines nd to 


execute the trust which the people of the United Stat os ve 
confided to the legislative department of this Government 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a bri 
question? 

Mr. MILLS. My friend wants to ask me a question when | 
did not ask him one. 

Mr. DANIEL. If it will interrupt the Senator I shall desist. 
I only desired to ask him if it was the decision of Speaker Blaine 
that he referred to? 

Mr. MILLS. It wasthe ruling of Mr. Speaker Blaine in the 
short session of the Forty-third Congress after the rules had 
been adopted and after the rules had prescribed the manner in 


which they should be amended, and the decision was made 
against his own party. Nearly two-thirds of that body were Re 
publicans at that time, and they were beseeching Mr. Blaine day 
after day and night after night to take a near cut, as parlinmen 
tarians do sometimes. 

He said he would stay there and enforce the rules, which he 
did, as they were made by his party. He said to them, “If you 


want to amend the rules, if you want to make or unmake them, 
[ will not entertain any dilatory motions, because a parliament 
ary body has the right at all times to make the necessary 
to carry into effect the will of the majority of the body.” 

It is gravely contended by great lawyers on this floor that t! 
sovereign body can abdicate the powers confided toit by the ‘ 
stitution in trust; that having executed the power at one time 
it is done, and the body is stricken with paralysis 

My friend charges me with being guilty of revolution. | 
him for ‘‘ teaching me that word.” Who is guilty of revolution 
in this body when it has been sitting here for more th 


rules 


HANK 


two 


months utterly imbecile; while indignation is sweeping over the 
whole land, and a great people, a people who have touched the 
highest point of civilization upon the face of the globe, sees this 
body, once the pride of the Republic, utterly imbecile, utterly 


unable to transact any business? As Mr. Jefferson once said 
about Congress—and I am reproved by my friend for quoting 
him—in his day, when the Congress was talking too much, they 
were ‘‘stricken with the rage of debate:” and we are now re 
proved, and rebuked, and denounced as revolutionists because, 
forsooth, we do not come here and make a brutal test of physi- 
cal strength by sitting up all night with some Senator standing 
on the floor and reading papers for fifteen hours, and one other 
Senator standing in his ‘place to demand a roll call every five 
minutes, when some of us who would like to sleep a little in 
order to recuperate our physical strength are tortured by being 
compelled to come here and stand up and take the punishment. 

Two persons in this body, one to speak and the other to de- 
mand a roll call every five minutes, can compel the whole body 
to stay here until human nature is exhausted, and when we ap- 
peal to the Constitution, the great sheet anchor of the lib 
of the people, that business may be done in an orderly manner, 
we are denounced as revolutionists. We are impotent, and yet 
a majority of the Senators of the United States are here 
to vote on any constitutional measure. I shall never join in 
censuring a minority for using the rules to obstruct a majority 
who, as Mr. Jefferson says, in the “ wantonness of power,” may 
have broken the barriers of the Constitution, and when they 
do so I shall, with all the parliamentary power that has been 
given me by the rules, resist. 

[ did it in the Forty-third Congress. I declared theact which 
they were attempting to pass and which they did pass an unc 
stitutional one, and so did the party to which I belong, and 
t of the United States affirmed the decision whi 


Supreme Court 
the Democrats made on that floor when th 


rtles 


ready 


» bill was passed a 


attempted to be executed, that it was unconstitutional and \ 
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Mr. President, I did not blame minorities, I do not blame 
minorities for exereising all the rights given to them by the 
rules. ‘They have the right to the rules as well as the majority, 
and if [ believed as my friends do sitting across that aisle, that 
the law which the majority is seeking to enact was one hurtful 
to my constituents and you gave me the rules to defeat its pas- 
sage by speeches and debate until lcould invoke the publie judg- 
ment of the country and the public verdict upon the question, I 
would avail myself of it. I am not blaming minorities; 1 am 
blaming majorities for sitting still upon this floor like children 
and permitting minorities to dictate and to paralyze the Gov- 
ernment. 

Our Government is to-day in paralysis. Wecan not pass an 
appropriatiou bill; we can not pass a bill to reduee taxation; 
we can not emancipate our commerce; we can not give the 
poor people employment who are wandering the streets out of 
work and without bread, because we are told that the Senate, 
onee having made rules, has abdicated its power; and this great 
branch of the Government, instituted and empowered to legislate 
for the people of the United States within the grants of the Con- 
stitution, is a dead body until the minority permit it to act; it is 
incapable of doing anything unless it does what the minority 
says shall be done. 

Yes, Mr. President, the issue has entirely changed. It is use- 
less to discuss before this body or the country the wisdom or un- 
wisdom of repealing the Sherman act. The great question in 
which the American people have the deepest interest to-day is, 
Shall the majority rule in the legislative braneh of the Govern- 
ment; shall the public will be enacted in the legislative branch 
of the Government, or are we to stand at the demand of a minor- 
ity on the floor and let them say, ‘‘ You must agree to the terms 
that we prescribe; you may register our decrees?” 

[am asked tauntingly, will | go imto a caucus and will I sign 
a paper that I will agree to abide by and carry into execution 
whatever the majority of that caucus shall write down. I say 
without any hesitation, no. I have not touched that point of 
self-abasement that I will come here and register the will of 
somebody from some other part of the land. Never, sir, as long 
as | have been connected with the other House or this body has 
it been demanded of any caucus of the party to which I have be- 
longed that they should carry out the wishes and the views and 
the will of the minority in reference to legislation. A caucus 
is held to nominate candidates and those composing it abide by 
the result. A conference means that you will go intoconference 
where you have differences, and if you can reconcile them well 
and good. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will you do that? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir; I said to my friend yesterday I would, 
and I will do it. 

Mr. President, returning to the argument that the Senate is 
without power, the question is asited whether the rules are bind- 
ing until they are amended. Certainly they are, just asa law is 
binding until it is repealed. Certainly it is binding; but have 
not the people who made a law the right to repeal the law in ac- 
eordance with the terms of the Constitution? Is the legislative 
department of the Government paralyzed after having once made 
a law, as if the law prescribes that it can only be repealed or 
amended by the unaffimous vote of the members of the Legisla- 
ture? . Is it like the lawsof the Medes and Persians to stand for- 
ever, notwithstanding the public will may havechanged and not- 
withstanding it may have been demonstrated that it was vicious 
and hurtful in the extreme? 

My friend from Virginia is a lawyer, and a great lawyer and 
an author, but lam afraid he has not studied this question. I 
ara afraid he has not studied it to the bottom. Where does ab- 
solute sovereignty reside in this country? Wewere told to-day 
in this body, and told truly, that it resides in England in the 
British Parliament; but in this country it resides in the people. 
The people make a Constitution and in that Constitution they 
say how it shall be amended. In the very Constitution that 
brings us together here as Senators the manner is prescribed in 
which it shall be amended. But suppose they who builded the 
Constitution and made that declaration should meet in their 
primary capacities all over the country and send delegates to a 
national convention and make a new one, and ratify it by the 
power of the whole people of the country, will anybody say that 
is an illegal instrument? It is not just the way they pointed 
out, but it is still their constitution: it proceeds from the para- 
mount power that creates a constitution, and therefore it is 
legal and binding. 

amen the rules made by this body or by the other had said 
they should be amended by only unanimous consent, that means 
that you never shall amend them, and one person standing alone 
throws himself across the whole pathway of legislation, stops it 
entirely, =ud paralyzes the Government, just as it is paralyzed 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 









OCTOBER |x 


to-day. Here it is confessed that under the existi: 
body it is impossible to legislate. It is confessed t 
can prevent legislation, and we all know that it « 
legislation, I do not care what it is. 

Here we are before the country a pitiable spectag! 
of the United States, the arena where Webster on 
Clay thundered with that eloquence which shook ; 
where stood Calhoun and Cass and Butler and Doug 
great men who have gone before us; and this bod, 
time in the century of its existence, a body that H: ( 
was the noblest gun that ever thundered in defens 
stitution, is paralyzed and dead. You can not even g 
into life with a galvanic battery unless you go back 
the paramount power confided to this body by the ‘ 
and make arule by which the majority can transact 
devolving upon it. 

[ am now in favor of making that rule. [tisno1 
with me. <AsI said a while ago, fifteen or eighteen 
when this question was up in the House of Represen 
colloquy between Gen. Garfield, then a member of the H 
myself, he took the position my friend is now taking 
the other position, and announced justexactly what I h 
here to-day. Afterwards, by party exigencies, he sv 
side and took my side. Mr. Carlisle read to the Hor 
terance of Gen. Garfield in reply to me when I conten 
as I am contending now (and | presume alone, for I do 
that any other Democrat did), that the power to make 
in the body every moment of its existence, and that 
may, at any moment, repeal and disregard all its cod: 
and make another code if it wants to do so. 

After Mr. Blaine’s decision had been made it was q 
Mr. Keifer in making a rule in the same way in defian 
rules of the House, by an appeal direct to the paramoun 
of the body, he quoted Mr. Blaine’s words that my frien: 
while ago, and he entertained the motion to make a rul 
business, and refused to entertain a dilatory motion, and 
the rule. The large body of the Denocratic members pr¢ 
against his ruling on that ground. They brought the pay; 
me to sign and I refused tosignit. You will find thirty, fo 
or fifty names on that paper, but you will notfind mine. It 
new idea with me 

The Constitution of the United States is supreme; and 
body under the Constitution is supreme over the question 
rules every moment ofits existence. It cau not escape tl 
sequences of failing to make rules, for the people of the | 
States will hold it to account. They have not lost thei 
ereignty,and they will fail to appreciate the argument wh 
made to them that because the Senate of the United S 
continuing body, having made a rule by which it has p 
of its power to do business, this Senate never can change 
may live fifty years, one hundred years, five hundred ; 
may live until it takes its place beside the grand Roman 
in history, and to the last moment of its recorded exis! 
can not make a rule for the reason that it can not make 
way which has been prescribed to amend its rules, bec 
nority will not let it do so. 

The argument is that the Governmentisdead. Thea 
is that this country ceases to have legislative power. 
cument is that there is no abuse that can any more b 
legislation in this country. The argument is that 
cease to rule and heneeforth in this country there 1 
oligarchy or a minority rule in the Government. 

No, 1 do not call the gentlemen of the minority to 
The rules permit you to do this. Youcan goon andd 
country is not going to call you to accountso much, but 
try will call to account the majority on this floor on 
if they do not come together and make arule by whic! 
crees of the American people shall be registered as th: 
sentatives here demand that it shall be done. 

{ am not going to be frightened by being called : 
tionist. Mr. President, suppose I was to agree to go into 
cus with my colleagues, and when I got in there | found 
jority of them declaring for a protective tariff. Do you sup) 
I am to abandon all the convictions of a lifetime and co 
here and help to carry out the doctrine of a protective t 
Suppose, contrary to the teachings of Jefferson and the 
fathers, a majority of the party should declare in favor « 
tional banks, am I to come into this body and lay down 4 
convictions of my lifetime and carry out the convictions of 6 
people, misrepresent my own people, abandon my own con\ 
tions and my own manhood, and get down on my stomach 
lick the boots of somebody who holds opposing views? 

I never abandoned my convictions to any party caucus; th 
have always been preserved. When we were on the tari! \ 
had a large element in our party differing from the majority ©! 
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; " ut y legislation whatever; that it was anti-Democrati 
mm ‘ct the creed and practices of our party; and that h 
das the rule with us atall times. No: I will note 
nw equcus and agree to submit my convictions toanyb r’s 
a it I will confer with anybody in this Chambe an 
2 vith our household of faith, if they do net get to be 
, A ith! ,and see if we can not agrr 6 On sOMmethin > by w 
eat 1 rhtmare may be dispelled from the country. 
g ked this morning by the Senator from Alabama 
; <AN] because | had the effrontery to stand in my plac 
ha l was the proprietor of my own vote and would no 
‘anv amendment to the pending’ bill Esunpose Fam not 
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Senator from Alabama. [I am th 
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i vatie Administration and the chief of that Administra- 
( is jarged with infidelity to his party, his Secretary of 
asury arraigned, his Comptroller of the Currency ar- 

d. and the beginning of an anti-Administration purt 
ath xd on this floor, § cut down my bri lees and burned m Oats 

nd me on the subject of a compromise. 
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ts. end the Deane ‘atie people all over the United States 
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he people of the country are going te do, and there have 
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( ration, nor do they intend to see the chief that Admin- 
ion shot down. They vill stand by him when the battle is 
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Kansas is contending for overturning the whole 3) 1 of 
ce, issuing paper money,.and lifting the business of th 
ountry in the air on paper money, bidding adieu to the basis 
gold and silver. Heis:for Gevernment ownership of railroads, 
jegraphs, and perhaps every other thing that it eam find 
loose around about in the country 
here is more affinity, if there is more of attachment and 
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friend, 


LER}, very 
generous, brave, and noble adversary, struck a little below the 


sit this morning when he refer: 
Ohio and in the town where th 
resides, the only speech that | 


d to my speechin the State of 
» distinguished Senator from Ohio 
made in that ite in which I dis- 
eussed the question of silver or currency \ll my other speeches 
there were upon the tariff. a tis my only pores in Ohio that 
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the law of demand and supply. Double the quantity of cotton, 
with the demand remiining the same, and the price will fall 
one-half. Double the quantity of silver and gold, and if the de- 
mand for it will remain the sime its price will fall to one-half, 
and everything else will go up double. That is an established 
fact. 

Now, the people of the United States have believed that there 
is some vast amount of silver in the world that is going tocome 
into our mints and raise prices; and they never think that it is 
going to raise the price of what they have got to buy as well as 
the price of what they have got to sell. They think of raising 
the price of what they have got tosell, and that is the only way 
they can be benefited. The debtors will be benefited, but the 
men who bought and sold to-day would buy by the higher prices 
and sell by the higher prices, and their property would be pre- 
cisely on the same basis. 

Then what benefit is all this? Unless itadds materially to the 
circulation of the world it means nothing, absolutely nothing. 
Why not then stand up before our people and look them in the 
face aud tell them just exactly what this means; tell them that 
the mine-owner who has the bullion to sell is benefited? Of 
course he is. We have %509,000,000 or $600,000,000 of silver. I 

vant to know how it has benefited things in Texas and around 
about generally. , 

In 1878, before there was a dollar of it coined except what was 
coined to redeem the fractional paper currency in circulation, we 
heard the rumblings of this complaint all over the country; and 
since that time we have got about $1,200,000,000 of gold and sil- 
ver in the country and we hear precisely the same complaint. 
The money is not in circulation; that is what is the matter. It 
is in the country, but itis notincirculation. Itmight have been 
put in circulation if the Democratic party had had control of this 
Government in both branches in 1890 and a Democratic Presi- 
dent, if our friends who are now clamoring for free coinage and 
stopping the wheels of legislation on this floor had aided us in 
the passage of a bill to emancipate our commerceand permit our 
products to go to foreign me to be sold, to increase the de- 
mand and thus increase the prices, on the same principle that 
free coinage will increase the demand for silver and increase its 
price. 

Free coinage will furnish another demand for silver, but it 
will take a free market to furnish another demand for cotton, 
corn, wheat, oats, and the things our farmersare selling. That 
is the only way we can make an addition to our circulation in 
its distribution, and that is the only way that we can relieve the 
distresses of the country so far as they are real. 

Mr. President, I return for a moment to the point where I be- 
gan. I say again that I do not reproach the minority, and I am 
not lecturing anybody because I speak freely. I speak my sen- 
timents, I speak them courteously, but I speak thein earnestly, 
because I feel earnestly. Ihave the highest respect for every 
member in this body and the strongest personal attachment for 
many from whom I differ. 

But, Mr. President, I do not blame the minority for what 
they have done. The rule permits it. Mr. Jefferson in, laying 
down the Manual made by him when he was Vice-President as 
you are, and when he had to preside over this body as you are 
residing over it, and when he had to have some rules, went 

ack, contrary to the ideas of the Senator from Alabama, who 
thought that nothing could be learned from the English Parlia- 
ment and that our rules of procedure had no analogy whatever 
to the rules of procedure of the English Parliament; and that 
great legislator and statesman and sage says that he obtained 
the body of his rules from the English Parliament. 


But to what system of rules is he to recur as suppiementary to those of 
the Senate? 


He, the Presiding Officer himself— 


To this there can be but one answer. To the system of regulat. ns adopted 
for the government of some one of the parliamentary bodies within these 
States, or of that which has served as a prototype to most of them. This 
last is the model which we have all studied, while we are little acquainted 
with the modifications of it in our several States. It is deposited, too, in 
publications possessed by many and open toall. Its rules are probably as 
wisely constructed for governing the debates of a deliberative body. and ob- 
taining its true sense, as any Which can become known to us; and the ac- 
quiescence of the Senate, hitherto, under the references to them has given 
them the sanction of their approbation. 


_ He starts out by quoting a declaration of one of the most dis- 
tinguished of the Speakers of the House of Commons: 


Mr. Onslow, the abiest among the Speakers of the House of Commons, used 
to say, “It was a maxim he had often heard when he was a young man, from 
old and experienced members, that nothing tended more to throw power 
into the hands of administration, and those who acted with the majority of 
the House of Commons, than a neglect of, or departure from, the rules of 
proceeding; that these forms, as instituted by our ancestors, operated as a 





check and control on the actions of the majority, and that th 
many instances, a shelter and protection to the minority, 
tempts of power.” 


What does Mr. Jefferson say? 


So far the maxim is certainly true, and is founded in good sey ‘ 
it is always in the power of the majority, by their numbers, to s: as 
pers measures proposed on the part of their opponents, the on! = 
9y which the minority can defend themselves against similar at 
those in power, are the forms and rules of proceeding whi 
adopted as they were found necessary, from time to tim: 
the law of the House. 


aga 
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He says that the rules are intended to protect minorities 
| have contended that over and over again. <A minorit ' 
right to take their position within the rules. I[ close wh, el 
started. Theresponsibility is placed on the majority of the yup. 
bers of this body to make rules and legislate, and if they do no 
do it an intelligent and an indignant public opinion wi 
that majority to account. 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, I do not desire to discuss ¢ 
question before the Senate nor to discuss the general ques! 
the necessity for an amendment of the rules. If I wer 
dertake it, [ could add nothing to the very able speech wh 
has just been delivered by the Senator from Texas | Mr. Mi. 
But I do not propose to remain silent when my conduct in + 
body is criticised or my motives are questioned. 

Yesterday when I made a motion to correct the minutes | sta 
in a very few sentences why I believed the motion was in order 
and my reasons for offering it. I believed and | still believe; 
was within the power and that it was the duty of the Senate to 
order the minutes corrected in accordance with my motion. A 
large majority in the Senate, either supposing that the mot 
was not in order, disagreeing with me in that respect, or d 
ing to cut off discussion, or acting upon the statement o 
Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLEN] that he was not here at 
time his name was called (which however did not alter the « 
as he was confessedly here before the roll call was ended), laid 
my motion on the table. 

I also subsequently in a very few words stated that I believe it 
to be the duty of the majority to have an amendment to the rules 
reported to the Senate, and after it hus been discussed for a rea- 
sonable time it is the duty of the Presiding Officer to refuse to 
recognize Senators and put it to a vote, and if it is adopted b 
m»jority to have it enforced. I shall not discuss those proposi- 
tions. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] said that I had 
delivered in the Senate three speeches upon the silver questio: 
That is true; but the time occupied in the delivery of al! three 
I do not think would equal the time occupied by the Senator from 
Virginia in delivering hissingle speech. Certainly if it had not 
been for continuous interruptions by Senators the time of th» de- 
livery of all three would not nearly have equaled the time con- 
sumed by him. 

But I wish now to say that however I may differ from my as- 
sociates in this Chamber who are in favor of the repeal o! the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman act, [ made up my mind lon 
since that [I would not,asI have done on some former occasions, 
sit silent in the Senate and allow those in the minority to dis- 
cuss a question from day to day and have their speeches go out 
to the country when I believe that something should be suid to 
go to the country also and to my constituents; and if some = 
tor with more ability and more experience than myself di not 
do it I would do it for myself. It is quite possible that b fore 
this discussion is ended [ shall feel it incumbent on me to call 
the attention of the Senate to some other propositions connected 
with this measure, and I shall not ask the consent of the Sen- 
ator from Virginia to do it, or the consent of a minority of the 
body. 

The motion I made yesterday was not made for delay. !t was 
in order; it was pertinent; it was legitimate; and certainly it was 
timely, considering the fact that the night before we hai sper 
hours here rotating between a call of the Senate and a vote which 
disclosed the want of a quorum on the motion of the ch 
of the Finance Committee to suspend the order to the Serges! 
at-Arms to bring Senators into the Chamber. Considering th 
fact that such scenes have been enacted time after time in thls 
body, I say my motion was timely, and it was pertinent 

Mr. President, it was not only that, but it has not been w! 
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fruitless. It has caused a discussion in the Senate during the 
last two days which for instruction and ability has so far sur 
passed anything that has transpired in the Senate in the last six 
weeks as to be beyond comparison. Nor has it delayed the vo 

upon the pending measure. Senators who have discus dt Lis 
question have gone into the merits of the silver question: ')°) 
have discussed the pending measure, and they have delivered 


speeches which it is evident they would have delivered sooner 
or later in the discussion. 
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So far from delaying the final vote upon the pending measure, 
in my judgment it has brought to the attention of the country 
the fact that the Senate is now drifting helplessly down the 
stream of talk without arudder and without ability to bring the 
raeasure to a vote, and it has called the attention of the coun- 
try and of the political majority in this body to the duty of 
the majority here to agree upon the measure or to formulate a 
measure and bring it before theSenate. In my judgment it has 
nastened the time when we may vote upon the pending ques- 
tion. 

Mr. President, I do not agree with some Senators who stand 


with me for the passage of the measure before the Senate that | 


every moment that is occupied with something else postpones 
the day when a vote can be had. I have not thought from the 


them it is possible to geta vote. The Senator, whose speech 
has been interrupted by these proceeding, has books upon his 
desk now, which, if heshould read to the Senate, would take un- 
| New Year’s Day; and if he should undertake to read 
hrough—as it has been announced by the Presiding Officer with- 
n two or three days past that there is no rule by which the read- 
ing of them coulda be declared not germane to the question at 
issue—after those volumes were exhausted he could send a page 
to the Congressional Library and bring books here the reading 
of which would occupy a period which would be greater than the 
aggregate life of every Senator in this body. 

Mr. President, it is utterly idle, itis farcical, in my judgment, 
to suppose that we can reach a vote on this question simply by 
long continuous sessions of the Senate, either during the night 
or during the hours of the day. 

I resent the imputation that I have offered a dilatory motion 
or that I have sought to postpone the day when we can vote upon 
the pending measure. I simply do not agree with the Senators 
who suppose that by holding night sessions and holding the Sen- 
ate in session at unusual hours we are going to bring abouta 
vote any earlier. 

As-I said, I do not desire to discuss the question before the 
Senate. 
made by the Senator from Virginia that I have offered a dilatory 
motion or that I had unnecessarily consumed the time of the 
Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me correct the Senator there. I did not 
say the Senator had offered a dilatory motion, but a motion 
which in itseffect was obliged to bedilatory. The motion is not 
one prescribed in parliamentary language, but the question 
which the Senator presented is one of the mostserious possible, 
relating to the dignity of the Senate and to the question of the 
amendment of the rules. 

I beg leave to say, while I am upon my feet, for I do not wish 
to protract the debate, that as high authority as Mr. Blaine is 
now before me, and which I could quote, to the effect that such 
a proposal to amend is entirely ineffective. 
to a debate as long as the silver question itself. 

What I wish to call attention to is the fact that the gentle- 
men who are repealers make frequent and long speeches with 


L 
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great pleasure, but only manifest their impatience when others | 


speak, and furthermore, while they insist that the Senate can 
do nothing, they themselves—not the Senator from Oregon 
bring about that condition by requiring their opponents to stay 
here to make a quorum and by imagining that they can better 
serve their country in bringing about a vote by staying in 
bed. 

Mr. DOLPH. 
been cut off at any moment by a motion to lay on the table. 
it was in the power of the Senate at any time to bring that be- 
fore the Senate. Besides that, four-fifths of the Senator's speech 
was upon the pending bill, the silver question, and that has been 
the case with the great majority of speeches that have been 
spoken here on the motion to amend the Journal. We have been 
discussing the pending bill more than the question upon the mo- 
tion before the Senate. 


On the motion made by me debate could have 


Mr. DANIEL. So with the speeches of the Senator from Ore- | 


gon and the Senator from New York and the Senator from Texas. 
All of the repealers seem to be fond of talking about that bill, 
no matter what may be the subject under discussion, and they 
are never impatient except when some one on the other side 
ventures to _s 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator is wrong as to the character of 
my speech. I simply presented my views upon the question in a 
few words. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate take a recess until 
10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p.m., Wednesday, October 18) the Senate took a recess until 
to-morrow, Thursday, October 19, 1893, at 10 o’clock a. m. 
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It would have led | 
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beginning that under our rules and the construction placed upon | 


them | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 18, 1892. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m 


W. CANTER. . 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read 


Prayer by the Rev. ISAAO 


and approved. 


CORRECTION OF BILL. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, in the bill (H. R. 2344) for the tter 
control and to protect the safety of the national banks, that was 
passed yesterday, there is a misprint, and the wrong word is 

|} used. In line 14, page 3, of the bill, this language is used 
‘Which are part due and remain unpaid. [t should b past 
due” and unpaid. Iask unanimous consent that this cor yn 
may be made. 

The SPEAKER.. Without objection, t on o 
made, so that the bill may be prope enr 

here was no objection and it Ss so ord 

R. P. CHAM 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a oO } util ym 
| the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of nd he 
case of R. P. Chambers, deceased, against e United States; 
| which was referred to the Committee on War ¢ ms, d or- 
dered to be printed. 
CASES DISMISSED FROM COURT O CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter f the 
assistant clerk of the Court of ¢ transmitting « listo! cases 
under act of March 3, 1883, dismissed for want of furth - 
diction on the preliminary inquiry of loyalty; which w - 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees re- 
ports. 

DIVISION OF EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 


I simply desired to refute the imputation which was | 


So | 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 


favorably the bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the 
eastern districtof Michigan into the northernand southern divi- 
sions, and for holding the circuit and district courts « the 
United States therein, and for other purp< which was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar, and, with accompanying ort, 
ordered to be printed. 
EXTENSION OF NORTH CAPITOL STREET. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, from the Committee on the 

District of Columbia, reported back favorably with an amend- 


ment the bill (H. R. 146) to extend North Capitol street to the 





| Soldiers’ Home: which was referred to the Committe he 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accompany- 
| ing report, ordered to be printed 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports. Themorning hour begins at ten minutes past 12 o'clock, 

| and the Committee on the Judiciary have abill before the House, 
the title of which the Clerk will report. 
CLERKS AND MARSHALS’ FEES, ETC. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3963) to amend sections 828, 833, 847. and 1014 of the |] l 
Statutes of the United States, relating to clerks’ fee er l ! of 
fees by district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, com Oo 
offenders against the United States 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentlemanfrom Pennsylvania is« led 
to the floor. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, this bi a conso ion 
of House bills 341, 342, 343, and 34 These bills are th ume as 
House bills 9610, 9611, 9612, and 9613, in th y d Con- 
gress. They were reported to the House i: Congress by 
the Judiciary Committee under « resolution | 1 Feb j 


1892, requiring the committee to investigate intocertain a ed 


abuses of judicial process and irr ities in the « of 
court officers. The resolution authorized ft committee to re- 


port by bill or otherwise. 


The four bills amending sections 828, 833, 847 1014 of the 
Revised Statutes. were reported by the co! itt and ssed 
the Fifty-second Congress without objection. but failed, for want 
of time, in the Senate. Section 828 of the Revised ¢ s of 


the United States relates to the fees of cler 
district courts. 


There is no provision in this section as it now stands nat- 


uralizatior fees. The result is, clerks of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts, in many places, notibly so Massa- 
chusetts, have refused to return as part of the emol nts of 
| their offices fees received for the naturalizaticn of aliens. 
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In Boston as many as 4,090 aliens have been naturalized in 
one year (the year 1588) and in succeeding years between Presi- 
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dential elections in no year was there less than 1,000. For the | 
year's 1888 to 1891, inclusive, there were 8,280 aliens naturalized 
in the circuitcourt of Massachusetts. None of the fees charged 


by the clerks were returned a8 emoluments. This refusal was 
put upon the ground that no fees for naturalization had been 
fixed by any act of Congress, 
to retain them. 

The first section of this bill amends section 828 by adding fixed 
fees for nuturalizing aliens, a fee for first and final papers. This 
amendment was recommended by the Attorney-General and the 
Officers of the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 


4 


and therefore clerks had the right | 
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fix, the fees for naturalizationof aliens. The second 
vides for the return of those fees as a part of the em 
the offices. The third section of the bill proposes to 
tion 847 of the Revised Statutes, which regulates the [ 
missioners of United States courts. Section 833 was 
1853, and as officers then performed their duties it op: 
well and seemed to be all that was required and unti 
was perhapssuflicient; but commissioners of United St 


| have learned a great deal in the way of fee-making « 


The second section of this bill proposes to amend section 833 | 


of the Revised Statutes, 


of the clerks of the 


United States courts. The onlyamendment 
proposed requires these officers to include specifically in their 
reti eceived for naturalization of aliens fixed by the first 
section of the bill. 

This section of the Revised Statutes, as it now stands, would 
appear to be sufficient to cover all fees of every kind received by 
the officer by virtue of his appointment. It requires the clerk 
to make semiannually ‘ta written return for the half year end- 
ing on said days, respectively, of all fees and emoluments of his 
office of every name and character.” Thislanguage would seem 
to be comprehensive enough to cover fees charged and received 
for the naturalization of aliens, yet they are not included or re- 
turned by many circuit or district court clerks, and the Govern- 


nS ie@es 


ment has lost a large amount of money by reason of this failure | 


or refusal to include them. 

The third section of this bill proposes to amend section 847 of 
the Revised Statutes. That section rebates to clerks’ fees. As 
it now Stands, it allows ‘‘for hearing and deciding on criminal 
charges $5 a day for the time necessarily employed.” The 
change proposed to be made in this section is to allow $5 per day 
for al! services in any criminal case, and where no arrest has 
been made to limit the fees to $2. Instead of the above provisions 
in the section as it now stands, allowing of numerous continu- 
ances and charges for each day’s hearing, the following changes 


which relates tothe emolument returns | 





last few years, and to-day there is no officer in the | 
who can abuse his office so much as the commi 
United States court. 

This is especially the case when he is at the same ti 
visor of elections. I would be one who would be ple 
for the abolition of those officers and for dispensing w 
States court commissioners entirely if it could possibly) 
Under the resolution requiring the Committee on the J 
to examine into and report upon certain alleged irregu 
in connection with the administration of the laws of th: 
States courts, we were required to direct our attention 
ally to such places in the United States as the Attorno: 
might require of us. He requested the committee espe: 


examine into the courtsand intothe practice of the Unite 
| commissioners of Boston. 


The Subcommittee on the J 
in the Fifty-second Congress devoted its attention prin 
Boston and to the commissioners for the State of Massac! 
I do not pretend to say that the evils we found prevailins 
did not prevail to as large extent at other places. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman pardon me? [4d 
inquire if any fees are increased by this bill? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. No fees are increased; but they 


| duced, I will say to the gentleman from Maine. 


are proposed to be made in relation to these hearings in crimi- | 


nal cases: 


For issuing a warrant, docketing the same, and all prox 
ina! irge Where no arrest is made, $2 

For hearing and deciding on criminal charges, including docketing of same, 
recognizances of defendant, sureties of witnesses, return to court. and all 
proceedings thereon, 8 and no more. 


eedings ona crim 





One of the abuses complained of by the First Comptroller and 
the Attorney-General was that in many parts of the country com- 
missioners, for the purpose of making fees against the Govern- 


ment, were in the habit of holding preliminary hearings and by | 


some arrangement, or for some reason, adjourning these hearings 
from day to day, requiring the attendance of the witnesses and 
parties, and charging up to the Government fees tinder the old fee 


bill $5 a day for the commissioner and milesge and witness 
fees for the witnesses, making large fees against the Government 


unnecessarily 


Che resolution calling upon the Judiciary Committee to make 
this examination and report required the committee to investi- 
} 





gate all complaints of the abuses cf judicial power or authority 
by any officers of the judicial department of the United States, 
to which attention might be specially called by the Attorney- | 
General of the United States or the accounting officers of the 
Tre 


ury Department, or which might come to their knowledge 


from other reliable sources. The Attorney-General especially | 
directed the committee's attention to the abuses complained of 
under this section in and connected with the circuit and district 


courts of Massachusetts at Boston. 

A great deal of testimony was taken and the committes found | 
that a great many cases werecontinually being instituted before | 
a United States commissioner at Boston where the party was 
simply arrested and discharged, and many cases where noarrest 
at all was made, and yet the commissioner’s fees under this sec- 
tion were figured up and returned against the Government and 
allowed in each case $4.15 for the commissioner. The difficulty 
between the accounting department of the Treasury and the 
commissioners is as to the construction of the act, the commis- 
sioner claiming that construction always which gives him the 
largest amount of fees. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, the object to be accom- 
plished by this bill, in four sections, is a reduction of the fees of 
olerks of cireuit and district courts of the United States andthe 
commissioners of those courts, and to secure a faithful return of | 
the emoluments of their offices, including fees which they now | 


receive and refuse to report as a part of the emoluments of their 
offices 





The first section of the bill fixes what the section, 833 did not 


It is very difficult to remedy the evil of fee-making agai 
Government by legislation. The remedy rests largely 
eourts who control the appointment of commissioners an 
power to control its appointees and officers by rules of court 
ulating the practice and proceedings before them. 

An earnest coiiperation of the judges and district att 
would in most cases be far more effectual than any legisla! 
the subject. 

The approval of bills made out by the officers of the « 
the United States circuit and district courts is now pro 
and under decisions of the courts this approval is pri 
evidence of the officer’s right to recover his claim by suit 
the Government. 

The Comptroller’s department and the Department of J 
cut down these bills which come to them with the pro j 
proval of the courts about one-half,as will be seen by tl 
denee. Suits are then brought to recover the disallowed i 
the courts that formerly approved the accounts. The 
judgments are recovered by the claimants against th 
ment for large amounts. 

The courts having approved the accounts as a matter of 
deciine to change theirformer action. In this way the : 
of the Comptroller and the Attorney-General has little ef 
ultimately prevent the fee-maker from recovering an) 
may choose torender. These suits are brought by the « 
and appointees of the court, which gives the plaintiff an 





| tage in his litigation. 


Legislation seems necessary to prevent this practice 
The testimony showed that for many years great abu 
prevailed in the administration of the office of United Stat 


| missioner in different parts of the country. 
y 


It shows that combinations can be made between prof 
informers and officers serving process, by which large { 
be worked up against the Government and citizens subjec' 


| great and unnecessary hardships, and in many cases made 
| victims of great abuses under the guise of so-called legal p1 


The testimony shows that there is no office that can be! 
abused than that of United States commissioner, and p 
larly when the commissioner is at the same time supervi f 
election. 

It could not happen that a warrant of process of a marsh 
deputy could be served by a postal card with the words‘ 
not,” and the marshal receive his fees without collusion bet w 
the commissioner and marshal. In docketing the papers it w 
seem impossible that the commissioner should fail to notic 
character of the service. 

Mr. Hallett held the position of United States commissio! 
that of supervisor of elections, and is also one of the maste 
chancery, appointed by the court in many cases. 

During the years 1884, 1846, 1888, and 1890 Mr. Hallett, 
supervisor of elections, instituted 256 svits before Mr. Hallett 
as United States commissioner, for violation of the registratio: 
laws. Of these, 79 were sent up, 74 discharged, and in 103 cases 
no arrests made. 
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In cages where no arrests were mi ude his fees as commissioner 
re $4.15 in each case, and in the others the costs were much 


WwW 


iarcror, ‘These cases, according to Mr. Nighti ngale’ 3 testimony, 
03 - those where he found in investigating the accounts of the 
marshal service of the process was made by postal car - and 
fon charged, as if an actual arrest had been made and the pris 
oner brought before the ms uwwistrate. 


The testimony of Mr. Hallett and his docket show that the 


of elections and of United States commis 


office of superv isor ‘ 
sioner are incompatible offices and should not be held by the 
game person. ; 

would not be deemed proper in any country or under any 
( of laws that the prosec ‘uting officer and the judge should be 
0 nd the same person. 

se combined offices were quite lucrative. In answer toa 
question, the commissioner stated to the com mittee: 


i 


[carry on my househoki expenses, and act and fee! as if Thad an in 

Ov or $5,000 per year. 
The rem dy suggested by every witness beeted with th 
Com ptroller’s office and the Department of Jus). _; for the cor 
rection of the difficulties att snding the adjustment of bills ren 
dered by United States commissioners is the thorough revision 
of the fee bill relating to this office 

These fees are now regulated by the act of the 2 
ruary, 1853, section 847 of the Revised Statutes. 
much left to construction in the existing fee ro 

The fact that there could occur the wide difference between 
the Comptroller’s Office and Mr. Hallett in relation to the bills 
rendered by him shows the necessity of thisaction by Congres: 

Some limit should be fixed for the amount of fees in any case 


co, 


ith of Feb- 


“here is too 


and for certain services in each case. For instance, for the 
drawing of the complaint, issuing of the warrant, and docketing 


the case, including all services, a certain amount. The hear- 
ing, taking bail for appearance at court, including swearing the 


witnesses, the necessary recognizances for parties, suitors, and 
witnesses, an d ent wing the same on the docket, a certain sum, 


to include the return and all services. 

Sueh a bill should be carefully 
Justice or the ee department. 
making adjustments of a 
the commissioners would enable them 
would be a definite and certain remedy 
of by them. 

The Comptroller’s department and Department of Justice were 
requested to prepare a bill covering all these abuses and placing 
such restrictions and limitations upon fee-making, so that the 
abuse would be less likely to oceur. 

We have especially tried to limit the fees of the United States 
commissioners in the amendment we propose to section 847 of 
the Revived Statutes. That section as it stands leaves a good 
deal open to the construction of the officers, and the United 
States commissioner invariably puts such a construction upon 
the fee bill as will give him the greatest amount of fees. The 
portion of the fee bill which has given rise to greatest contro- 
versy between these officers and the Comptroller’s Office and the 
asoens y-General’s Office than any other is that portion which 
provides for fees for preliminary hearings before United States 
commissioners. 

The language of the old act is: 

For hearing and dec 
sarily employed 


to draw a fee bill whic] 


iding on criminal charges, % a day for the time ne 


The committee propose to change that so as to read: 


For hearing and deciding on criminal charges, including docketin 
recognizances of defendants, sureties and witnesses, 
and all proceedings thereon, $5 and no more. 


gots LIN ¢ 
and return toc 


The object of putting in this limitation is to cure certain evils 
which we have found to exist. For instance, notably in Boston, 
in the case of one commissioner, we found that he was in the 
habit of fixing a day for a preliminary hearing and then, either 
because of some engagement of his own, some arrangement be- 
tween himand the deputy marshal, or some combination between 


him and other parties for fee-making, the case would be ad- 
ourned to another day, and, as he was entitled under section 


47 to $5 a ds Ly for each day necessarily employed in these pre- 
liminary heari ings, he wo id make a chs arge of $5 a day for 
continuance, and so he would continue the hearing from day to 
day until he ran up a large bill against the Government, and 
put it to the expense of witnesses at each one of these prelimi- 
nary hearings, and of the recognizances binding over the de- 
fendant and the w itnesses, making separate recognizances for 
each. The result was that the fees of the commissioner in each 
of 356 cases averaged over $16, when the (¢ vomptroller of the 
Treasury and the A ttorney- General thought that $5 in each case 
would have been pay enough for the services rendered. 





Cac 


prepared by the Department of | 


for the evils complain d 


Their experience in | 
ecounts between these Departments and | 


} 
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Mr. TURNER. What is the language recom 


committee? 





Mr. WOLVERTON. Th ommittee rec met 
hearing and deciding on crimir res, includi 
the same, recognizances of d 
ind return tocourt, andall 

Mr. TURNER. I understood it to 

pprove of the proposed chang 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Anotl 
n this section is to cover cises where Vv 

nd no arrests made, as in cases I have 
is limited to $2 

Mr. O’NEIL of Mas 

me to interrupt him, I am en 
lL recollect that the commissioner in Bo n, t 
s, claimed, although it was notallowed b 
Ome t he h righ col > 
nd while that was not allowed, yet I know that h 
heirs, or whoever should come : r him 

rainst the Government based ‘ hat thod of 
if ho had a dozen cas befor | i t 1% 
in « ache = 


WOLVERTON. 





do that under the fee bill, and it is to prevent tl 
him but $5 for all services @ pl l 
that this change is propos¢ s 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. B 
efor shim? Yo oO ( j V 
case, but your intention ought to J 
not more than $5 a day 
Mr. WOLVERTON. For any one cast 
Mr. TURNER. Suppose he should 
day, would you allow him th iy 
Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, si 
Mr. TURNER. Wi l not th ) ‘ 
\ VOLVERTON. Th would b ‘ 
ich soas if he had five times $5 in the 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusett I think it 
16 amendment to cover both 
Mr. WOLVERTON. I think thatifthe am 
by the comn 1ittee becom t! v.i llred sf 
| missioners 50 per cent thr hout the United Stat 
Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts. Iamy much 
| fee system, and would like to see sala pr Lae 


| 





ind commission 
in tell how muebh it 


to provide 


attorn e) s, marshals, 
Now, can the 


cost to the Gov 
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Oars That question was g nto be 
Attorney-General, who was represented at some of the! 
and whose assists ance we had and also that of clerks 
Comptroller’s Office. But the « stion was a very la 
this committee to take up and dispose of, and shoul 
carefully considered. I think it would be well for Col 
have the Attorney-General or the accounting departms 
Treasury draw a bill which would cover this question 
vide for paying these officers by salaries rather than 
the question is too large a one to be dealt with by tl 
tee in the time devoted to the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In connection with what the gen 
Massachusetts [Mr. O’NEIL] has said, it ns to met 
the most desirable pieces of legislation that Congre 
hold of to provide distinct and certain salaries for these o 
stead of fees. There area g eat man; buses der t 
system. While I think the bill reported by the comr 
v. vab > one, yet we shall not cu s the « vil the 
fix distinct salaries for these off ’ 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Iagreewith the gentleman f 
[1 NGLEY]| fully, and there is now a bill pending b 
Ce ttee on the Judieiary with that end in view; b 
subject that will have to be go ito very carefully, : 
de consultation will |] be had with off 
Government to see that these es ar | 
some cases and too high in others. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Will the g 
a suggestion right there? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Certainly 

ir. LOCKWOOD. I agree with t gentleman, but 
ases that come before Uni st com! oO wl 
ab tely no compensation at all, if you limit it to tha 
in one case. know of cases v ‘e the commissio 
engaged in the taking of evidence in a preliminary « 
for t purpose of determining whether th Lat 
brought to the attention of the grand jury, whers 
tion vas continues 1 daily for more than two wee 


Mr. EVERETT. d faith? 
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Mr. LOCKWOOD. In good faith. Now, the committee must 
see, and everyone must see, that to a commissioner who was 
competent to investigate a case of that kind $5 would be abso- 
lutely no compensation at all. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man, if itis possible, to put in a clause by which the Depart- 
ment of Justice might have a discretion, in cases of importance 
that were brought before commissioners, where the examination 
was necessarily continued, as appeared by the evidence which 
was taken before the commissioner, so thatadditional allowances 
might be made to the commissioners in such a case. 

Mr. OATES. Ifthe gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. WOL- 
VERTON] will allow me, I will sayin reply to that that the com- 
missioner will have a great many cases which he can dispose of 
in thirty minutes or an hour, and he would get his allowance of 
$5; and the general average would come up all right. If you 
allowed him further compensation on the order of the district 
attorney. that also might become a subject of abuse. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I am well aware of that fact; but I am 
well aware also of another fact, that, as an ordinary rule, the 
commissioners do not receive a compensation from the Govern- 
ment, under the law as it is now, of more than two or three hun- 
dred dollars per year, and the compensation has been so ridicu- 
lously small that it has been very difficult to get a lawyer who 
was really competent to perform the duties to accept the position 
of commissioner. 

[agree with the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] that 
there should bea salary attached to these positions, and that the 
number of commissioners should be very largely reduced; butit 
seems to me it would be very unjust'in these causes where there 
is necessarily required on the part of the Government an exam- 
ination extending over a number of days, without which exami- 
nation it would be impossible to present the case toa grand jury 
in order to perfect an indictment—in such cases it would be 
very unjust to limit the commissioner to so small a compensa- 
tion. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. There is no doubt that there may be ex- 
ceptional cases, but our examination shows that in the 2,600 
cases that were before one commissioner in Massachusetts—who 
seemed to do all the commissioners’ business for some reason, 
by some arrangement between the marshals and deputy-mar- 
shals and himself, although there were eighteen commissioners 
in that State—there were only two or three cases of the kind 
mentioned by the gentleman from New York [Mr. LocKwoop] 
which would require more than a day’s services on the part of 
the commissioner. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. ‘Take the case therein Boston, of the Mav- 
erick Bank. If that case was properly investigated before a 
United States commissioner, he certainly could not do it in one 
day; and no United States attorney would attempt to present that 
case toa grand jury for indictment without a preliminary ex- 
amination of some character. In theordinary cases of bank fail- 
ures he would not attempt to present the matter to a grand jury 
without such an examination before the commissioner, so as to 
avoid any technicalerrors that might be developed in the prose- 
cution of the case. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. With regard to the commissioner in 
Boston, of whom I am speaking, he had from January, 1884, to 
January, 1892, a total of 2,532 cases, or an average of 316} per 
year. The average fee charged for each case was $16.51 and the 
average amount allowed by the Comptroller was $8.63. He had 
charged twice as much, under his construction of the fee bill, as 
the Attorney-General and the Comptroller's department of the 
Treasury were willing to allow him, and they claim they allowed 
everything he was entitled to under a proper construction of the 
fee bill. And it is due to the Attorney-Generals of the United 
States, for the last eight or ten yearsat least, and toevery officer 
of the Comptroller’s department of the Treasury, to say that 
they have done all in their power to correct the abuses that ex- 
ist all over the United States under this section. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Do younot think they have succeeded 
pretty well? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. They have not succeeded to their satis- 
faction by any means, because it was at their instance that this 
resolution was offered, and this hill received the approval of the 
Comptroller of the Treasury and the Attorney-General, as going 
far to correct the abuses that exist under the present act. 

Mr. EVERETT. The gentleman’s statement relative to the 
Attorney-General's Office refers to previous cases. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes; the Attorney-Generals have been 
trying for several years to correct this abuse. It is due to the 
House to say that some of the United States courts have made 
rules to some extent looking to the correction of this abuse. 

But how did this commissioner in Massachusetts transact his 
business under this section? Letmeshow you. Alluding tothe 
number of these arrests, we find that of these cases 207 were for 
violations of the internal-revenue laws. One hundred and eighty- 
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six of these were compromised before him. Two hundred a, a 
fifty-six cases were for illegal registration. " 
Of these 256, 79 were sent tocourt, 74 were discharged hy }j», 
and in 103 no arrests were mide at all. They were sim)ly ;,! 


political purposes preceding elections. This commission, 
the incompatible offices of chief supervisor of elections | 
State of Massachusetts, with several assistants, and also th 
of United States commissioner. 

Mr. MERCER. What was his name? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. His name was Hallett; but p 
should not mention his name, because [ am informed th 
dead. I only use it here to show the manner in which | 
hapsnot more than others, was led to construe this proy 
the bill differently from what the United States attorne) 
strued it, and to show how it can be abused by an impro 
struction of it, and what opportunities are allowed t 
maker if a commissioner chooses to embrace the oppor 
offered him. 

Now, Hallet, the chief supervisor of elections, would vo 
the room to Hallett, the United States commissioner, and 
Hallett, the United States commissioner, that John Jones 
where in Massachusetts, had illegally registered. He m 
been a banker having asummer residence there, or in oth 
of the State, as in one instance a professor of a college w! 
pened to live somewhere else during the summer month: 
lett, the commissioner, would take into consideration th 
mation brought before him by Hallett, the chief supervi 
elections, anda determine whether Hallett, the commissione”, | 
made out a prima facie case for the court, and to determ 
whether Hallett, the supervisor of elections, had presente | 
information as would justify Hallett, the commissioner, to i 
the warrant. Hallett, the supervisor of elections, satis‘ied 1 
lett, the commissioner, that warrants ought to be issued in 7) 
these cases, but when the hearing came before Hallett 
United States commissioner, Hallett, the supervisor of election 
failed to convince Hallett, the commissioner, that the men oug 
to be arrested, and therefore he did not issue his warrants 
this number of cases. But in every case Mr. Hallett, the Unit 
States commissioner, sent up to the Comptroller's Dep irimen 
at Washington a bill of $4.15 for fees against the Government of 
the United States. 

Never issued a warrant at all, as I said, in these cases; simp! 
walked from one side of the room, we are to presume, as super 
visor of elections to consult himself as commissioner, a veritub: 
Pooh-Bah, and in each case presented his bill for $4.15 agains 
the Government. 

Mr. EVERETT. A consultation fee. 

Mr. MERCER. And all of this under the good old Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes; inthe good old Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts, where it is to be presumed that the laws are hon- 
estly enforced, if they are enforced anywhere in the Unite 
States. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Where it is alleged that they were hon- 
estly enforced? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes. 

Now, in one hundred and three of these cases, as I have said, 
no arrest was made at all. Informations were made by Mr. Hil 
lett, the supervisor of elections, before Mr. Hallett, the United 
States commissioner, but on further consideration of the infor 
mation so produced the warrants of arrest were not issued 
Nevertheless the $4.15 in each case was charged up against the 
Government. Alarge part of the claim was disallowed and suit 
was brought before the courts in Boston, which decided tht he 
was entitled to recover from the Government this amount. 

In seventy-four cases Mr. Hallett, the commissioner, did not 


believe Mr. Hallett, the supervisor of elections, had suflicie 
evidence, and so he discharged the parties. This illustrates the 


abuses which prevailed in Massachusetts, and is likely one of 
many under existing laws. The fees claimed by Mr. Hallett for 
services in these cases amounts to $41,801.38. The Gover! it 
allowed him $21,864.73 and disallowed $19,936.65, for which he 
has sued the Government and recovered judgment for a part 0! 
the disallowed claim at least; because, under the ruling of the 
courts the mere pro forma approval of a bill by United States 
commissioners or of the clerks of the court gives them a } ! 
facie claim against the Government, and suits were brought and 
judgments obtained in several instances, and there is iitigation 
in reference to the balance now going on. 

It is said by the accounting department that there was some 
defect in the cases stated for the consideration of the court, and 
you know how that affects a final determination of the court 
where the action is founded on a case stated. The above sum of 
$41,801.38 did not include $2,678.10 which he received on account 
of settlements in internal-revenue cases. So that the entire 
amount received by this commissioner in Boston from the United 
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States was $24,542.83 for eight years or $3,067.85 a year. This 
was not all the fees, however, this commissioner received. As 
supervisor of elections he sent in a bill for one year alone of about 
211.000, and the Government allowed him some $3,500, I believe. 
I think a suit has also been brought for the balance of that. So 
vou can see the amounts which have accrued in the way of fees 
by this construction of the law in this case, which may be only 
one of many similar cases. 

[t is a curiosity, Mr. Speaker, to see just how he makes up the 
statements of $4.15, thus returned to the Government forservives 
rendered ineach of these cases where he made no arrest and had 


no hearing, but only considered the case presented before him- | 


self by himself. Itisacuriosity. It is made up as follows: 
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Complaint, 4 fols . .....----------+ ++ +--+ +200 ee ee eree een e ee eee e eee ene eee $0. 60 
Oat ccccese we ee Re ee eee ae RR me mene eee ate ema en eam nn nnn ene mann - -10 
Warrant to SPTOR coo coc nccecvconccecncess coc vecene cecceeccceseseccee ia a v ) 
Entering return, 1 £0) ...... 2.2... noe eene nnn enn e eeee ne cen nneee ene ees nnee “1d 
Summous : «ae eee ee nee wane ene et ene en anne eee nen nn aeenanensnaae » 
Entering return, 1 fol .... .... 2222-2 eee cn ewee concen co cecwce cess sees bale 15 
Discontinued, NO ATTESE. - .... 2. 2 2ne coon ce ceen cn ceee cone coos cons sees — . 
Filing 3 papers, Comp. War. SUM -..........22------------------------ ecco ou 
Return of proceedings, 4 fol ......-........---.-..-.--------------- iii mice 60 
Making docket, etc., no issue joined, etc .............-..-.--------------- 1.00 | 
4.15 


Another example, No. 265 of his docket, the costs amounted to 
$15, 85, and are as follows: 


Comms 4 DOM vena dene nceseceses ccccace coon cove eves cece concesce cececce ---- 80. 60 
CN ne encgmatebaseeeoens cad Gsnennneseceebceseucceenéwons . 10 
WE BEE GIONS o weer cece cecwccecnens coecsccncecsesacns Leiiide wibd ieee 1, 00 
BiGOPU TOC oc0c osct cocccc ccceccsscccncecces cose seccecesencece l 

SUMMONS «occas encece ccccescsce cceccoccces . - ieetek aepiene weaned baad ) 
Personal recognizance, A. N. Sansom, 4 fols., and ack doen x 

Hearing and casesent up potas ssinaiel : Se 
Personal recognizance of deft. with surety, 7 fols., acks-.....- 7 na ae 
Acknowledgments, 25 conts each ..............-.. ....-------.-- ; PES 50 
pO ee sieiaieaiittiat oa fades aieali 10 
es WE ce ad a, ener bnoneteuts beakeees a 20 
Order to pay two witnesses and copy........... nab acee ee 10 west 25 
Swearing two witnesses to travel, etc................ indian hedeawaeas 20 
Filing five papers i incdhaat atin dee tone eamlont tt acted es Siete : 50 
Returning proceedings, 6 fols ..... chk eae : 90 
Copies of process comp.,4 fols.; arrest, 3 fols.; summons, 2 fols.—9 fols 440 
RET SENN) 2 DE cata wdc dtnyawewap awade nein cen tan hcighinanneend ee l 

Making docket issued, joined, and testimony given.--............-...-.. 3. Of 





United States, by Thomas J. Boynton, post-office inspector, vs. Jar 
Kane, for unlawfully using the United States mail to carry out a scheme t 
defraud at Boston: 














Mar. 8 Comp., 4 fols.,60; oath, 10.......-- gic er $0 
Varrant to arrest, $1; ent. ret., 1 fol., 15_-. . diconunwas 1.15 
Summons 25, entering return, | f., 15....- mtiadtinhenkebhs 40 
Fersonal recog. of Boynton (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25) : 85 
9, Dft. arrested; hearing and cont. to 10th; entering continuance, 
5 Pie Bkwccace bt hk a 4 15 
Recog. of dft. with Theodore Lutz of Boston as surety (4 fols 
60; acknl. ofeach, 25; just. of surety, 10) ___. 1. 20 
Recog. of Carlotta Williamson with Leonard Wise, of Boston, 
18 surety (4 fols.. 60 icknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 10 1. 20 
Recog. of Blanch A. Smith with Annie D. Smith, of Boston, as 
suret t fols., 60; acknl. of each, 25: just. of surety, | sat tale 
Personal recog. of Agnes Anderson (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25)_.... 85 
Personal rex Lillie V. Edgins (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25) eae “Oe 
Personal recog. Effie L. Treworgy (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25 4 5 
Personal recog. Mary L. Burns (4 fols., 60; ackmnl., 25)._...___- 85 
9. Personal recog. of Hattie N. Little (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25)____ &5 
Personal recog. of Luella L. Bostwick (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25). 85 
Pers cog. of James Hall ............ eth dciktienidéa mapas R5 
10. Hearir wits. examined and case cont. to.............. Sivew: Cae 
14th, entering continuance (1 fol., 15) _._- 15 


Recog. of Lillie V. Eagins with Annie E. Thompson, of Bos- 

ton, a8 surety (4 fols,, 60; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 

10) , Crate ce a : ; ‘5 1, 20 
Recog. of Effie L. Treworgy with Warren E. Belcher, of Bos 

ton, as surety (4 fols., 60; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 





et aiesas 2 owybenean leben ehitehwanhdeluwee aie wede een ee. 1. 20 
Recog. of Agnes Anderson with HoratioC. Barrett, of Boston, 

as surety (4 fols., 60; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety. 10).. 1.20 
Recog. of Mary L. Burns with Mary A Burns, of Boston, 

as surety (4 fols,, 60; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 10) 1, 20 
Personal recog. of W. S. Emery (4fols., 60; ackn)., 25) : i 85 


Personal recog. of George B. Thomas (4 fols., 60; acknl., 25) . 85 
Recog. of Luella L. Bostwick with Nelson Bostwick, of Bos- 
ton, as surety (4 fols.,60; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 
td titnrahintiihechdinkWestind danke onnaibiedsinin hone ce Siang. ee 
Mch. 14. Hearing and dfs.; sent up; final recog, of dft., with Theo- 
dore Lutz, of Boston, as surety (7 fols., $1.05; acknowl. of 
each, 25; just. of surety, 10). nannatiad Pe od a | 
Final recog. of Agnes Anderson, with Horatio C. Barrett, of 
Boston, as surety (7 fols., $1.05; acknl. of each, 25; just. of 


EE) octane Wika os Rutertiiennn oom ennui frcheeimbaiee. oO 
Final recog. of Mary L. Burns, with Mary A. E. Burns, of Bos 
oom as surety (7 fois., $1.05; acknl. of each, 25; just. of surety, 
Ee eee etch Silene onl dina wie alla tills eae ; . 1.& 
Final recog. of Luella L. Bostwick, with Nelson Bostwick, of 
Boston, as surety (7 fols., $1.05; acknl. of each, 25; just. of 
sel ted sd bnumigeon Roaeaien bhi agtitanth name 1. 65 
Final recog. of Carlotta Williamson, with Leonard Wise, of 
Boston, as surety (7 fols.. $1.05; acknl. of each 25; just. of 
surety, 10) .... ere BES SSS a at. RE 
Final recog. of Effie Treworgy, with Warren E. Belcher, of 
Boston, as surety (7 fols., $1.05; acknl. of each, 25; just. of 
aad owes gupeigaticdeawense a Shedinaucnineie 1, 65 








Mech. 14. Final recog. of Lillie V. Edgins, with Annie E. Thompso 


Boston, as surety (7 fols., 1.05; acknl. of each, 2% l 
surety, 10) : $1. 65 








Final recog. of Blanch A. S1 , With Annie D. Smith, of 

ton, as surety (7 fols., 1.05; acknl. ofeach, ust. oO 

10) : 1. 65 
Final personal recog. of Hattie N. Little (7 fols HS; a . 1. 30 
Final personal recog. of T. J. Boynton (7 ‘ 1. 30 
Final personal recog. W. S. Emery (7 fols., 1.0 1.30 
Final personal recog. D. L. Nulton (7 fols., 1 : 1.30 
Final personal recog. Geo. B. Thomas (7 fols., 1.05; ack 1. 30 
Warrant to commit James E. Hall, 31 a 1 
Entering return, | fol., 15 
Administering oath to Lillie Edgins Agr \ ‘Tso! I 

Treworgy, Mary L. Burns, Hattie N. Little, Lue iL 

wick, Carlotta Williamson, Blanch A. Smi ies EH 

W.S. Emery, George B. Thomas, D. L. Nulton, and 1 

Boynton, witnesses for United States 
Order to pay Lillie, Agnes, Mary, Hattie, Luella, Carlotta, at 

copy 
Ord r to pay EeMe, and copy 
Order to pay Hall, and cop) 
Order to pay Emery, and copy 
Swearing above ¥9 wilts., to trave et 
Filing 24 papers comp. war. ; sum 8; re 
Copies of pro« scomp., 4 War., 3 sum., 2 court, § ha 
Certificate to same, 1 fol., 15 { 
Return of proceedings, 6 fols ‘ wn 
Making docket, etc., issue joined, and t give 3. 00 

Now, it would take a great deal of ingenuity, it seems to 
on the part of the most astute lawyer to fi e out o ec 
bill $4.15, for no services whatever rendered, and ma >the 
taxation of fees in the two other cases none cise $ 
taxed upand the docket showed only three hearings. Th were 
103 eases of that same kind, as covered by the f Sst docket ent 
where there was no arrest and no service rendered, except the 
mere information which Mr. Hallett made before Mr. | 

Mr. RAY. You made up your minds that this was 
where the law wus abused, did you not? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Now, is not the just conclusion this, that you are 
seeking, by changing the law to prevent the possibility of abuse 
of this kind by working great hardship on the 
Government oftici.ls The cases where the w has been isé 
are very few indeed. 

Mr. O'NEIL of Massachusetts. Not at al 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I would say to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RAy] that this instanceof abuse in Massachusetts, to 
which our attention was directed particularly, is not t n 
one: but the abuse of this fee bill by commissioners o a 
United States and the practice of fee-making by them ise 
plained of as existing toa greater or less extent all ov he 


United States: and there are cases in Georgvia and in A } 
where the marshals and commissioners have combined together 
nd abused legal process perbiaps toa greater extent t npr 
vails in Massachusetts. 
Mr. RAY. Coneeding that to be the fact, could not there be 
some provision put in this bill by which an honest official, who 


spends several days in investigating a case, could be paid for his 
services and receive proper compensation upon the certificate of 
a judge? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. In reply to the gentleman, I woul 
that I can see no objection to such a provision, or what is b +tt 
the suggestion of the chairman of the Committee on the J 


rs 


diciary [Mr. CULBERSON]. There is a bill now pending befo 
the Committee on the Judiciary looking to the making it asa 
aried office. The cases areso numerous where the hearing occu 


pies only a few minutes, or at most an hour, that the 
in the cases that require but little attention o 
compensate the commissioner for a now and then 
requires a greater length of time. 

Mr. RAY. So you think in the end he 


ees re 


ent to 
vhich 


ceived 


Case 


would get his just 
dues: 
Mr. WOLVERTON. 
will get their full dues. 
I would say that this same abuse prevails in my 
Complaint has 
Illinois and other Stateso 


[ think in the end the commissioners 
own State 
in some cases. been made of commissioners in 


the continuances of hearings by com- 


missioners in order to enable the commission to get his $5 
aday,and to pay witness fees to his friends and the friends of 
the marshal, to testify to something thev know nothing bout 
for the sake of receiving witness febs and mileage, 5 cents a 
milecoming and going. The abuse prevails all over the cou 


Mr. O’NEILL of Massachusetts. That is the natural tendency 
of the fee system? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EVERETT. Have the committee made 
tion in the same direction as this in other States? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. A committee appointed for the same 
purpose by the Fifty-first Congress, of which committee I be- 
lieve the gentleman from Alabama| Mr. OaTes]is the only mem- 


any investiga- 
















































































































































































































































































ber now serving in this Congress, made an extended examina- 
tion into this question, not only in the Boston case, but in cases 
in Alabama, Georgia, and different States of the South, where 
they found instances where they would arrest men at the seat of 
government, as they did in Boston, and yes by twenty or more 
commissioners, and go to a far corner of the State, 250 miles, 
the officer getting 5 cents per mile up and 5 cents a mile back, 
or 10 back if he brought the prisoner, bringing him across the 
whole length of the State for the sake of making fees against 
the Government; and notonly that, butcompelling the witnesses 
to come, and his bail to come, subjecting the defendants to great 
hardships; and in one instance,I believe, they developed the 
fact that a combination existed between the defendant, the wit- 
nesses, the marshal, and the commissioner, by which even the 
bail were arrested, when they got half-way home, and brought 
back to justify, because of some misstatements as to their quali- 
fications. 

Mr. EVERETT. And the distances are greaterin the South- 
ern States than they are in Massachusetts, so the abuse .would 
be greater. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes. 

Mr.OATES. With the gentleman’s permission, I bear wil- 
ling testimony to the facts as he has stated them, and I will state 
that there have been even greater abuses, and the measure the 
gentleman is advocating is as milda way of treating these abuses 
as is at all effectual. In fact this measure might be made more 
extreme, 

Mr. WOLVERTON. We meant to remedy this as far as we 
could at this time, and to call the attention of Congress to the 
fact that some further remedy and restriction should be passed 
in order to correct these abuses. If anyone will look at the tes- 
timony, which will be found in connection with the report, No. 
1966 of the Fifty-second Congress, and then will look at the tes- 
timony, which is much more voluminous, accompanying the re- 
port made by the gent!eman from Alabama [Mr. OATEs}, I think 
anyone will be satisfied that this bill is very mild, as the 
gentieman from Alabama [Mr. OaTsEs] states, and that there 
should be even more restraint than this bill as amended will im- 
pose. 

Now, the next section, the fourth section of this bill, which 
proposes to amend section 1014 of the Revised Statutes, relates to 
an abuse that has existed and now exists in all the States, of 
arresting a person charged with an offense against the United 
States in one part of the State, generally at the seat of govern- 
ment, and sending a marshal past other commissioners, who have 
jurisdiction of the case also, and bringing the defendant through 
the whole State to this one commissioner for a hearing, to give 
bail, te be bound over to court or committed, instead of taking 
him, as the laws generally require, to the nearest competent 
officer to give him a proper hearing. 

There is, perhaps, as much or more abuse by the marshalsand 
deputy marshals under this section than by commissioners un- 
der section 847. A provision was inserted in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill in the last Congress providing that if a mar- 
shal or officer having charge of a warrant violated the provision 
in the appropriation bil. :7nich required him totake theoffender 
to the nearest officer having jurisdiction, that he should forfeit 
all mileage. The section,as we have amended it here, provides 
that he shall take the offender, or the alleged offender, who may 
in any instance be innocent, to the nearest oificer having juris- 
diction of such offenses, to give him a hearing and have him 
committed to prison if he can not give bail, admitted to bail, or 
discharged, as the facts may justify. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow me just there, I 
have very recently, within the last ten days, had information 
from my State of several cases where officers have arrested 
alleged offenders against the liquor laws, 130 miles from Mont- 
gomery, arrested them upon warrants obtained from a commis- 
sioner at Montgomery, and although there are judges and offi- 
cers of ability willing to hear these cases, they have carried them 
all the way to Montgomery to be investigated, and about one out 
of every ten has been bound over and the othersfound tobe guilt- 
less and discharged. 

Mr.CULBERSON. They are not entitled to get any pay for 
that service. 

Mr. OATES. They have been rendering accounts for it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The law passed at the last Congress pro- 
vides expressly that they shall not be paid for any services of 
that sort. 

Mr. OATES. Is my friend aware of the fact that this law, 
which is intended to make them take the arrested party before 
the nearest officer to save expense, has received a construction, 
first, in the Treasury Department by one of the accounting of- 
ficers, which has been subsequently approved by the Attorney- 
pe who holds that it is in the discretion of the arresting 

cer? 
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Mr. CULBERSON. The law expressly declares that 
ficer who arrests an alleged offender shall carry him be 
officer who has jurisdiction of the offense, that no pay 
allowed, and how the Attorney-General can construe « st 
plain as that as to vest discretion in the officer I can not 

Mr. OATES. Iam so much in accord with the opini 
by my friend from Texas that I gave an opinion befor 
sion began last spring to some people interested in this 
I stated that that was the law, yet this construction | 
along since, and runs contrary to that opinion, 

Mr. WOLVERTON. These four amendments sug 
the Committee on the Judiciary were embodied in four 
stated, at the last session of Congress, and were passed 
mously by this House, but it was so late in the session t! 
feared they would not be reached in the Senate and th 
not. This fourth section, to amend section 1014, was i 
in the appropriation bill on the suggestion of the ch 
the Committee on the Judiciary, because it was needed | 
just this kind of abuse. We have inserted the amendm 
to section 1014, because I do not think legislation in appr 
tion bills is advisable at any time. I do not think it is: 
practice. 

Mr. LYNCH. It seems to me that section 1014, as fo 
this bill, will not cure the defect, or prevent the abuse of 
you complain, because it does not provide where the p 
shall issue, whether in the county where the offense was 
mitted or where the defendant resides. It says that the 
shall be made where he may be found. That is very indefi: 

Mr. CULBERSON. You could hardly arrest him anyy 
else. 

Mr. LYNCH. The process should be issued in the co 
where the offense is committed. 


Mr. CULBERSON. That is where the warrant issues. 

Mr. LYNCH. It does not provide that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is the law now. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That is the law now. 

Mr. LYNCH. Under the amendments of last Congress? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. Let me ask the gentleman in charge o 


this bill whether it is a fact, as [ have understood, that th 
Committee on the Judiciary have under consideration a bill 
abolish the present United States commissioners, all of the 
and appoint new commissioners upon salaries? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Ido not know that there is any su 
bill before the committee. I understand, however, that suc} 
bill has been introduced. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There is no bill before the committ: 
abolish the United States commissioners; none whatever 
there isa bill before the committee to change the system of | 
ing commissioners, marshals, and district attorneys. That 
has been referred to a subcommittee, and we hope to make 
port upon it to this Congress. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. As I understand, United States c 
sioners can now be appointed without limit by the judges, an 
the result following upon that is that in the larger cities th: 

a great many United States commissioners. Now, I agree 
with the purposes of this bill except as to cases in which | 
ship may be worked. You say here, ‘‘ Taken before the ne 
United States commissioner.” Now, in important cases 
might not be the proper course to follow, in my judgment 
cause the nearest commissioner might be a perfectly worth 
fellow, entirely unfit to go on with an important examin: 

There is where the trouble has grown up from the appo 
ment of commissioners who were not fit to be commissio! 
and who were in league with the marshals to work up 
against the Government, wheréas men who were fit and co 
tent to be commissioners would not issue warrants exc 
proper cases. Yet their fees are to be fixed by the rule w! 
applies to those who are guilty of these abuses. The m 
will always go to the commissioner who is in sympath 
him, instead of toa man who may perhaps be more compe 

Mr. WOLVERTON. What aould the gentleman suggest: 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. I would wipe out all the commissio! 
and have a new deal. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That we can not do in this bill. 

Mr. LOCKWOOD. No; but it seems to me that this bi 
only a mere skirmish on the outside of the main subject. _ 

Mr. RAY. Let me suggest to my colleague from New \ 
[Mr. Lockwoop] whether the best way to get ridof the evi 
which he complains, the existence of a great many unfit and 
worthless commissioners, would not be to compel the tiking 
criminals before those fellows, thus bringing out the fact that 
they are unfit? In that way measures could be set on foot toge! 
rid of them. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD. Well, that would be a pretty hard way 0! 
doing it. [Laughter.] 
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Ww OL VERTON. The presumption is that the judges will 
int only proper men as commissioners 
LOCKWOOD. That is the supposition, 
t always agree with it. 
MAL LORY. There is a bill now pe nding for the Ma 
ment of United States comn 1issioners, instead of 


a yi 


( 


by 
poit 
m I think that either the President or the 


L OCK WOOD. 
and then 


eae of Justice should have the appointment, 


Det ild give those commissioners power sufficient so t hat they 
could discharge these people, and not drag innocent witnesses 
from one end of a State to another 
~ Mr. WOLVERTON. I think that every member of this 
H », especially if he is a lawyer, will recognize the fact that 
alices oxist in his own district under every section of the stat- | 
utes that this bill proposes to correct; and while the bill may 


not be all that is desirable, I feel satisfied it will provea great 
yr to the Government I will state that we asked the Comp 
the Attorney en to revise these fee bills, and 
din to doit, but they found it wasa larger job than they 
ated; and, after waiting a time, we 
bill as a means of temporarily restrainil 
the Government. 
true that this bill was reported to the 
mittee una \imously? ? 


gaving 
trol 
thi 

had 


“Y ane 


long finally re- 
; 





1g these im 
proper charges against 

Mr. RAY. Is it not 
Youse from the Judiciary Com 


Mr. WOLVERTON. tis. There was not a dissenting voice 
in the committee. The bill has the approval of the Attorney- 
General and also of the First Comptroller and of the exper 
clerks in his department. 

The SPEAKER. Isthere any amendment to the | 

Mr. WOLVERTON. No, sir. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
anu being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third tim l 


passed. 
Mr. WOLVER 


the bill was passed, 


to reeonsider the vote 


that the motion 


LON movea 
and also 


by which 


moved to recon- 


sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE BILL. 

Mr. GEARY (when the Committee on Interstate Commerce | 
was called Mr. spe ker, I call up the bill (1. R. 3289) to autho- | 
rize the New Yorkand New Jersey Bridge Company to construct 
and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between Nev 


York City and the State of New Jerssy. 


» bill wasread. An amendmentrecommended by the com- 








mittee was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ provided,” in line 83, down to and includin 
the word ‘‘ void,” inline 84, and insert: “and within twoyears after the pas 
gage of this ac and said company or companies shall expend within th 
first year after construction has c mme need herein required, not le 





than #250.000, and in each year thereafter not less than $1,000,000 inthe actual 


construction work of said bridge; which shall be reported to the Secretary 
of War; an said bridge shall be completed within ten years from t 
commencement of the construction of the same, as herein required; oth 


inll be null and void.”’ 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. banter, there was an 
that bill arreed upon and settled between myself 
rom Cali 


Wise this a 


amendment to 
and the gentle 


man ifornia[Mr. GEARY] who has called up the bill thi 
morning, but [ find that that amendment, in my own handwrit- 
ing, has been torn off from the bottom. 


Mr. DUNPHY. If the 

ment we will put it in. 
Mr. WARNER. I will explain what 

kept no copy, leaving th: 


cen 
ge! 


1tleman will indieate the amend- 


it was, al 


although, as ] 
original in possession of th: 


; 
u 
the commit- 


tee, IL shall not be able to give the precise words. 
The amendment as it now reads provides for an expendit 
of $250,000 curing the first year after the construction is com- 


then follo 
As it now 


menced and $1,000,000 thereafter. The clause 
** Otherwise — act shall be null and vo id. 
there might be a question whether the ‘‘ otherwise” referred 
simply to the bridge not be ing completed within ten year 
whether it referred to all of the conditions not ha 
plied with. 

Inasmuch as the arrangement under which the amendm< 
was originally proposed by me referred to the bill as it stood 
and as it stood the word ‘‘otherwise” would apply to all of the 
conditions. The gentleman from California [Mr. GEARY], in 
charge of the matter, agreed with myself that it was notimproper 
that all doubt should be removed by inserting afte . the word 
“otherwise” a dash and explanatory words about like these: “th 
is, unless the construction of said bridge shall be commenced 
proceeded with, and completed within the time and at the rate 
provided for, this act shall be null and void.” It is that clause 
sir, which has been torn off and which this paper shows was 
Originally there, by the caret with the lines running down to 


reads 


ving been com- 


the place where the tear has removed the rest of the amend- | 
ment. 





but the fact does 
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Mr. ¢ RY. Now, Mr.S nd 
is the amendment sent by oO N ) 
WARNER] and adopted by au he then 
amendment he was satisfic \ this [wo or 
| afterward he asked for the and wan dd 
He came over and talked about ‘ is | 
he and I agreed that the ch 
wl tte *to the amen N 
Wit inv intention to } 
the =e urity ie may i i > ne 1 
that it,was not agreea I 
I ) it so I withdrew ,ou ne tL g 
dressing WV RN ) the m \ 
ments now,|s we will ae the 
standing was you did! t thir ’ 
Mr. WARNER. Then! ask st tha 
men And I state that the ¢ eman i e \ 
f the g 1 ASK a 
3 tO & CE Lain propo mm l i 
dow I told him that int ro t was 
but that I would call his att on the n nt t 
that struck me as being necessary ‘to be nserted. I di lle 
1 brought me, for the first time, after t >m t 
committee, the clause which has just been read [ ti 
geta copy of that. I was unable todo so. I do not lay 
gentleman: but [ am explaining the circu ne it 
until several days afterward that finally he brou 
[ pointed out to him just what [ have pointed out tot ouse 
this morning, that there might be a misunderstand h, 
instead of making that amendment a good thing ft | 
would really make it a better thil for the p I ‘ is 
idge. He agreed with me that there could be noo t oO 
rting the words which would make plain the obje 
amendment. I then and there wrot pon the an ) 
words which, since they have passed into his pos ) 
been torn olf. I acct pt the prope sition to inc t 3 
amendment the words which | will dictat 
The SPEAKER. The gentle un will d ( 
ment. 
WAR i (d » the Cle1 
insert after t Ww i 
construction o uid bridge s ) 1 ) 
pleted within the ti ind at the rate above provided f 
and I le e the Ho ( \ ‘ 
bill. 
Mr. GEARY. Mr. Speaker, I have ported this 
House from the Commit ( Commerce td n 
my a" and | have no interest in 3} ' 
After Mr. WARNI made his ob yn the other y,] 
late in the aftet eoat ani tal to hi "7 1 t 
|} agreeable to everybody in New Yo t was so l to 
the committee by different i teres 3.” This amend t 
| then suggested by the gentleman WARNER] and t 
| ment was approved of b: and the bill s nt : acl 
from that committee. Afterward, the bill havin é t 
or three days—no attempt m die to pase it he suggest 
| tional matter— wrote it on t] 1e bill, which he had 
not in mine, I having sent it over the day b 
Mr. WARNER rose. 
fr.GEARY. Did you not have it at ? 
| Mr. WARNER. I nevi dit h ) 
me W th that amen nt vritten upo t: ih 
ession; I never had | om t oment | 
mf r was sub ted tor \! i t l 
it 1a 31 or f in st l ae | ta 
to by me and submitted to the cor tee. f if 
| which was drawn by the commit « nd whi | 
| after the com ttee had ( f that 1 
was because, not of any question as to what 
as to the phraseology by which that ment s 
out, that I tried to tind the go nt man fi 5 
ward. When hedid appear I asked him f é 
in my desk; he had had it hate hti ) n 
| tion to the matter; he agreed with m« | ( id in 
uny case he handed me the bill for the p lw r 
bil] the words I have dictated to the Clerk, as well as I could 
| member them, indicating their place, and it turns up 
|W s torn off this mornin: 
Mr . GEARY. Now, Mr. Speaker, the rentieman from 
| York is mistaken. That bill was in his own possession, b e 
L went to that desk and took it out and left the bill h the gen- 
| tleman, and did not see it at all myself afterw is until this 
| morning. 
| Mr. WARNER. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. Isent 


| a page to ask the gentleman for the bill, and the page came back 
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to me with the word that the gentleman would bring it to me 
himself. But he did not. 

Mr. GEARY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will state the facts to be 
that I took the bill and gave it to the gentleman; went to that 
desk over there; got it out and left it on his desk. You (refer- 
ring to Mr. WARNER) had the bill in your possession nearly all 
the day, and I think all of it, because I said I was going out of 
the Capitol and would not probably return here. 
you called attention to the advisability of making the change 
which you had written on the bill, and I, sitting at that desk, 
or at your desk, discussed with you the necessity for«it, and 
came to the conclusion that you yourself did not deem it neces- 
sary to insert it in the bill. 

Now, my statement is just as good as yours, I submit to the 
House, and they can decide it. After we had agreed that it was 
not necessary, because I believe you did not regard it as neces- 
sary, | myself took it off, and that bill has been in the possession 
of the House ever since. 

Now, I do not care about your amendment. I have been wil- 
ling, as far as I had authority to do so, toaccept any amendment 
offered by anybody that would protect the parties, the Govern- 
ment,and the State. The gentleman will not deny that. 

Mr. WARNER. You have always professed it, sir. 

Mr. GEARY. I have so stated; and I understood that the gen- 
tluman did not regard this matter as necessary. 

Now, I do not care about the bill; it is not one of mine. It is 
a matter in which I have nopersonal interest. [I am notwilling 
that the gentleman from New York shall endeavor to impress 
upon this House the idea that I have been guilty of any inten- 
tion of misleading him or anybody else, or that [ have purposely 
done something that did mislead him. I do not wantany reflec- 
tions of that character to be made upon me by the gentleman 
from New York or by anybody else. 

Mr. WARNER. The “gentleman from New York ” will not 
make any reflections whatever. But the facts are as I have 
stated them, as shown by the gentleman's own statement. These 
words were put in the bill by an understanding with the gentle- 
man himself. The bill has not been in my possession. have 
not seen it until this morning, when it turns up with these words 
torn off. 

That is all I desire to say. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, let us have the 
amendment read as it will stand if the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York is adopted. 

, The amendment as proposed to be amended was read, as fol- 
OWS: 


Strike out, in line 83, all after the word “ Provided,’ and insert: 

“And within two years after the passage of this act; andsaid company or 
companies shall expend within the first year after construction has com- 
menced, as herein required, not less than $250,000, and in each year thereafter 
not less than $1.000,000 in the actual construction of the work of said bridge, 
which shall be reported to the Secretary of War, and the said bridge shall 
be completed within ten years from the commencement of the construction 
of the same as herein required; otherwise, that is. unless the actual con- 
struction of said bridge shall be commenced, ——— with, and completed 
within the time and rate aboye provided for, this act shall be null and void. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GEARY a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. UPDBGRAFF, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia, for two weeksafter Monday next, 
on account of important business, 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr, Speaker, I submit a privileged report from 
the Committee on Accounts. This committee recommends the 
adoption of a substitute for a resolution referred to them. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Accounts, to Whom was referred the resolution of Mr. 


STALLINGS, respectfully report that they have examined into and consid- 
ered the same, and offer the following substitute and recommend its pas- 
sage: 
* Resolved, That one of the thirty-six clerks to the comittees of the House 
during the sessions provided for by the legislative, executive, and judicial a 
oropration bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, be, and is hereby, al- 
meee and assigned forthe present Congress to the Committee on Education; 
anc 
*\ Resolved, That the pay of said clerk shall begin from the time such clerk 
entered upon the discharge of his duties, which shall be ascertained and evi- 
denced by the certificate of the chairman of the committee.” 








Afterwards | 
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The original resolution is as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Education be, and is hereby, aut 


toemploy a clerk for the sessions of the Fifty-third Congress, such «..°* 
ment to date from August 21, 1893, to be paid $6 per day, as other secs, 
clerks are paid. - 


Mr. RUSK. Mr. Speaker, I will state that there are six toon of 
the clerks, provided for in the appropriation bill of last ye. 
are unassigned. This report assigns one of those clerk 
Committee on Education. I move the previous question on | 


adoption of the report. 7 

Mr. SIMPSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question fo, 
information. 

Mr. RUSK. I will withdraw thedemand for the previous q yes. 
tion, in order to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Do these clerks draw pay before they jive as- 
signed to duty? 

Mr. RUSK. They draw pay from the time they enter upon 
their duties. 

Mr.SIMPSON. They draw pay when they are assigned to duty 


on a committee? 

Mr. RUSK. Yes. 

Mr. SIMPSON. I understand this resolution says they shall 
draw pay from the Ist of August? 

Mr. RUSK. No, that was the original proposition, in place of 
which a substitute is offered by which we designate one of the 
clerks already appropriated for, instead of a clerk to be puid out 
of the contingent fund. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RUSK, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the House do 
now resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, for the further consideration of bills on 
the Union Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public print- 
ing and binding and the distribution of public documents, with 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I moved tostrike 
out sections 62 to 73, inclusive. I have conferred with the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] in regard to those 
sections, and I find that only sections 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, and 69 re- 
late to the new offices proposed to be created by this bill. 
therefore withdraw the motion which I made yesterdvy, to s rike 
out all the sections mentioned, and move to strike out only sec- 
tion 62; but I ask unanimous consent that that motion shall ap 
a to sections 63, 66, 67, 68, and 69. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s motion, to strike out 
section 62, is pending. The Chair understands the gentleman 
now toask unanimous consent that the motion to strike out ap- 
ply also to the other sections mentioned. 

Mr. FITHIAN. To sections 63, 66, 67, 68; and 69 also. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that request? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chiirman, | do not 
object to it. On the other hand, I state that those sections are 
the sections which create and deal with the contemp!uted now 
officers, and inasmuch as there seems to be opposition to the 
provision in that respect, I consent that those sections may be 
stricken out, on the motion of the gentleman from [Illinois | Mr. 
FITHIAN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the motion to strike 
out apply to those sections. 

Mr. RIC"TARDSON of Tennessee. I understand that, and I 
notonly-agree that it may apply to those sections, but th it they 
may go out of the bill, in order that every part of the bill which 
relates to this new officer may go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to that request? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now suggest tothe gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] that the other s.ctions 
be read by the Clerk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I see no use in reading 
them again, because there is no controversy over them now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Very well. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They were read last night 
and printed in the REcoRD this morning. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Sections 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, and 69 are the sec- 
tions covered by my motion to strike out. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion submitted 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FrrH1an] to strike out the 
sections which he has indicated. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. N w, Mr. Chairman, be- 
fore proceeding further, I move to strike out section 64, which 
ts not included in the sections which the gentleman from illinois 
bas included in his motion, and insert the substitute which I 
had printed in the RECORD this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 64 has not been read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I know it has not been 


read; and I want it read now, so as to muke my motion to strike 


it out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

crc. 64. The superintendent of documents is also charged with the sale of 

ublic documents, except as herein otherwise provided; and all documents 
Pi herto published for sale by other o*tices of the Government shall be turned 
over tohim. He is hereby authorized to sell any publication of the Govern- 
ment at cost, as estimated by the Public Printer, and based upon printing 
from stereotyped plates, excepting old and rare volumes, which shall be 
sold at an appraised value, to be determined by the superintendent of docu- 
ments, the Public Printer, and the Librarian of Congress, acting as a com- 
mission for this purpose; but only one copy of any document shall be sold 
to the same individual, excepting in the case of libraries or schools, by 
which additional copies are desired fur separate departments thereof. All 
moneys received from the sale of documents shall be covered into the Treas- 
ury monthly and placed to the credit of the general fund for public printing. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
section I offer asa substitute for the section just read, changes 
that section so as to make it apply to the superintendent of docu- 
ments now in the Interior Department instead of the officer con- 
templated in the new section of the bill. I ask to have read the 
substitute which I offer, and which appears on page 2741 of the 
RecoRD this morning. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sro. 64. The superintendent of documents is hereby authorized to sell 
at cost any public document in his charge, the distribution of which is not 
herein specifically directed, said cost to be estimated by the Public Printer 
and based upon printing from stereotyped plates; but only one copy of any 
document shall be sold to the same person, excepting tibraries or schools by 
which additional copies are desired for separate departments thereof; and 
whenever any officer of the Government having in his charge documents pub- 
lished for sale shall desire to be relieved of the same, he is hereb 
to turn them over to the superintendent of documents, who shall recsive 
and sell them under the provisions of this section. All moneys received from 
thesale of documents shall be covered into the Treasury quarterly and placed 
to the credit of the general fund for public printing, and the superintendent 
of documents shall report annually the number of copies of each and every 
document sold by him, and the price of the same. He shall also report an- 
nually the number of documents received by him and the disposition made 
of the same. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the super- 
intendent of documents named in this section, of course, — 
to that officer now in the Interior Department, and who has been 
there for many years; but, in order to obviate any question that 
may arise, inasmuch as in one section stricken out another super- 
intendent of documents is mentioned, I move to amend the sub- 
stitute by adding in the first line, after the words ‘ superin- 
tendentof documents,” the words ‘‘in the Interior Department.” 
Then it will show very clearly that it means the present officer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that amendment will 
be considered and agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The object of this section 
as [ offered it issimply to give an opportunity to persons to se- 
cure documents that they desire to pay for. Ifthey want them, 
they can go to the officer and buy such as he has on hand. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why make arestriction that no one shall be 
able to obtain more than one copy? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is to prevent specula- 
tion. We did not want to leave an opportunity for a second- 
hand bookseller to go there and buy a whole stock and open 
store, but we desire to make them go as far as they possibly can. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman think that this is 
too restrictive. Suppose a member of Congress wants to buy a 
dozen volumes, why shall he not have the privilege of distribut- 
ing them among his constituents. I suppose you wanted to pre- 
vent speculation in large lots being purchased? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
say not to exceed a dozen. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am perfectly willing to 








authorized | 





Tam perfectly willing if the gentleman will | dered to be retained by the chairmen of committees by which they have been 


| stored, shall betransferred to the superintendent of do 


insert after the designation that they shall not be sold to the | 


same persons, except libraries or schools for which additional 
copies are desired now, the words ‘or members of Congress.” 
I will agree to that. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will accept that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that would cover 
what the gentleman desires. After the word ‘“‘ thereof” add the 
words ‘‘or members of Congress” on line 6. 

Mr. PICKLER. Would it not be better to make it to ‘‘ Gov- 
ernment officials?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think so. They 
can get them printed on their requisition if they need them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the substitute 
as modified. 
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The substitute as modified was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. One more q' I see in the third line 
of the section, ‘‘All documents hitherto published for sale by 
other officers of the Government shall be turned over to him.” 
Does that include any of those volumes in the basement about 
which we have heard so much here? 


est ion. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You are now reading the 
text of the bill for which I have offered this substitute. The 
words you read do not appear in the substitute. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not know that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will say to the gentle 


man, however, that it does not include those books. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the substitute. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is an amendment admissible now? 

The CHAIRMAN. One amendment to the substitute is in 
order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
then. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 64 by adding the words 

*Itshal. be the duty of thesuperintendent of documents, within thirty days 
after the approval of this act, to prepare a catalogue of the hundreds of 
thousands of volumes now held in reserve and unavailable for distribution 
and which catalogue shall be made accessible to all Senators, Representa- 
tives and Delegates; and he shall apportioneach and every sortof book and 
document equally among Senators, Representatives, and Delegates 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask my friend to with- 
hold his amendment, because I have a section which covers that 
-very point, and much more fully, I think. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. All right, then. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman withholds hisamendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the modified substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I desire to offer an amendment, 


Sec. #. Thesuperintendent of documents shall, at the close of each regulur 
session of Congress, prepare and publish a comprehensive index of iblic 
documents, beginning with the Fifty-second Congress, upon such plan as 
shall beapproved by the Joint Committee on Printing; andthe Public Printer 
shail. immediately upon its publication, deliver to him a copy of each and 
every document printed by the Government Printing Office; and the 1d of 
each of the Executive Departments, Bureaus, and offices of theGovernment 
shall deliver to him a copy of each and every document issued or p ished 
by such Department, Bureau, or office not confidential in its characte He 
shall also prepare and print in one volume a consolidated index of Congres- 

| sional documents, and shall index such single volumes of documents as the 


Joint Committee on Printing shall direct 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to strike out 
section 65 all after the word ‘“‘ character,” in line 12. | do that 
because it relates to the preparation of a consolidated index by 
the new officer that was contemplated, under the direction of the 
joint committee, and that will not be needed as the bill stands. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, [desire tocsll the attent 
the gentleman in charge of this bill to one more point in« 


of 


ion of 
nnec- 


tion with this section. It mentions the Fifty-second Congress, 
but I think it should mention also the Fifty third Congress, and 
that (a point which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 


was intending to reach) these things should be attended to 
within 30 days from the approval of this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It begins with the Fifty- 
second Congress, but it goes on through the Vifty-third and 
thereafter. It begins with the Fifty-second Congress because 
there is a catalogue for the Congresses prior to that. 

Mr. COFFEEN, I suppose that will reach tie point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 70. All documents at present remaining in charge of the several Ex- 
ecutive Departments, Bureaus, and offices of the Governm@t not required 

| for official use shall be delivered to the superintendent of docume! and 
| hereafter ail public documents accumulating in said Departments, Bureaus, 


and offices not needed for official use shall be annually turned over tothe 


superintendent of documents for distribution or sale. The Secretary and 
Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Clerk and Doorkeeper of the 
House shall cause an invoice to be made of all books stored in and about the 
Capitol other than those belonging to the quota of members of Congress 
and Delegates and to the Senatelibrary; andall such documents, unless or- 


distri 
transfer 


uments If 
bution and sale, as provided in this act, and such invoicing and 
shall be made annually hereafter. 


W here, in the division among Senators, Representatives, and Delegates of 


extra copies of documents printed for the use of Congress, theres Lbea 
remainder beyond the number of 25 to each House of Congress,the sur- 
plus beyond 2% shall be turned over by the superintendents of the fold- 


ing rooms to the superintendent of documents for distribution and sale 
by him under the provisions of this iaw. All documents delivered to the 
superintendent of documents from accumulations thereof in the Executive 
Departments, or received from officers of the two Houses, shall be distrib- 
uted by bim, first to public and school libraries for the purpose of complet- 


ing broken sets; second, to public and school libraries that have not been 
supplied with any portion of such sets; and, third, to other parties, which 
persons and libraries shall be named to him by Senators, Representatives, 


and Delegates in Congress; and in this distribution the superintendent of 
documents shall see that as far as possible an equal allowance is made to 
each member of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out that section, because it also relates to work by the 
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new officer that was contemplated, end in lieu of it I offer the 
amendment which will be found printed on page 2625 of this 
morning's RECORD, and which I ask to have read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out section 70 and substitute in its place three sections, as follows 
(sections 68, 69, 70): 

“Sec, 68 The Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and the Clerk 
and Doorkesper of the House of Representatives shall cause an invoice to be 
made of all public doctiments stored in and about the Capitol, other than 
those belonging to the quota of members of the present Congress, to the Li- 
brary of Con.ress and the Senate and House libraries, sat all such docu- 
ments shall »y the superinvendents, respectively of the Senate and House 
folding rooms be put to the credit of Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 
gates of the present Congress, in quantities equal in the number of volumes 
and as nearly as possible in value, to each member of Congress, and said 
documents shall be distributed upon the orders of Senators, Representa- 
tives, and Delegates, each of Whom shall be supplied by the superintendents 
of the folding rooms with a list of the number and character of the publica- 
tions thus put to hiscredit: Provided, That before said apportionment is 
made copies of any of these documents desired for the use of committees of 
the Senate or House shal) be delivered tothe chairmen of such committees: 
And provided further, That 4 copies of each and all leather-bound docu- 
ments shall be reserved and carefully stored, to be used hereafter in supply- 
ing deficiencies in the Senate and House libraries caused by wear or loss. 

“Seo. 69. All documents at present remaining in charge of the several Ex 
ecutive Departments, bureaus, and offices of the Government not required 
for official use shall be delivered to the superintendent of documents, and 
hereafter all public documents accumulating in said Departments, bureaus, 
and offices not needed for official use shall be annually turned over to the 
superintendent of documents for distribution or sale. 

“Sno. 70. Where, in the division among Senators, Representatives, and 
Delegates of extracopies of documents printed for the use of Congress, there 
shall be a remainder beyond the number of 25 to each House of Congress, 
the surplus beyond 25 shall be turned over by the superintendents of the 
folding-rooms to the superintendent of documents for distribution and sale 
by nim under the provisions of this law. All documents delivered to the 
superintendent of documents from accumulations thereof in the Executive 
Departments, or received from officers of the two Houses. shall bedistributed 
by him, first, to public and school libraries for the purpose of completing 
broken sets; second, to public and school libraries that have not been sup- 
plied with any portion of such sets: and third, to other parties, which per- 
sons and libraries shall be named to him by Senators, Representatives, and 
Delegates in Congress; and in this distribution the superintendent of docu- 
menis shall see that as far as possible an equal allowance is made to each 
mem ber of Congress. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Thisamendment provides 
for the distribution of the vast surplus of books and documents 
in the vauits which do not belong tothe quotas of members. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who makes this distribution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It is to be made by the 
Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate and by the Clerk 
and Doorkeeper of the House, they first to cause a catalogue 
to be made o{ these documents in order that members may see 
what we have, and then they are directed to make the distribu- 
tion among Senators and Members, giving each one an equal 
number of documents and as near as may be of equal value. This 
distribution is provided for in the manner that gentlemen have 
claimed it ought to be made, that is, by our own officers, rather 
than by the new clerk contemplated in the bill. What I have 
just said applies to section 68. 

The next section provides that documents remaining in charge’ 
of the several Executive Departments and bureaus of the Govern- 
ment, not required for their official use, shall be delivered to 
the superintendent of documents (in the Interior Department of 
course), and shall be disposed of by him; the object being to get 
rid of the surplus of documents in the Deperiments which has 
accumulated from time to time, and which are not needed 
there. The next section provides for the distribution of the re- 
mainder after the division has been made among members. 

Mr. PICKLER. The language of section 69 offered by the 
gentleman provides, asI gather from the reading, that these 
documents shall be turned over to the superintendent “ for dis- 
tribution or sale.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That section provides a 
manner of disposing of the surplus which will remain after the 
distribution pro rata among Members and Senators. 

For instance, letus assume that 2.000 copies of a document are 
rinted for the use of the House. That number is to be divided 
y 310, because we have that many Membersand Delegates. Now, 

if the remainder is 350 copies, those are not appropriated or as- 
signed to members, but they remain in the hands of the Door- 
keeper, or they get lost in some way. Thereis no account taken 
ofthem. The distributing officer does not commence at the top 
of the alphabet and run down until all the documents are dis- 
tributed, leaving somebody at the bottom with less than those 
above him. That would be unfair. Therefore he makes the 
division by giving all the members the same number, and the re- 
mainder is not accounted for. 

In one session of Congress that remainder. undivided and un- 
assigned, has amounted to over 50,000 copies. Now, this sec- 
tion deals with that surplus, and it does it in this manner: It pro- 
vides that wherever, aiter the division is made, this remainder 
exceeds twenty-five, the surplus over and above twenty-five shall 


be turned over to the superintendent of documents in the Inte- 
rior Department. 


OoToBER 18 





Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
ment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not 
there is no other superintendentof documents. It pr 
the surplus exceeding twenty-five shall be turned oy 
for distribution or sale. 

Mr. PICKLER. How does he distribute them und 
vision? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. He distributes | 
to libraries, giving preference to those designated 
of Congress, and then, if there are any left over, the 
from South Dakota, or anybody else, or any librari 
along and wants to buy extra copies he is authorized to 

Mr. PICKLER. Will not that cause a large acc 
documents with him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It will cause an 
tion of all over twenty-five of each document under ({) 
sion, but as the thing stands now that surplus goe 
We want these surplus documents to go to him so th: 
have them to supply vacancies in libraries or to sell 1 
than to have them lost and no account taken of then 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I ask that the gentlem 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] may have five minutes mo: 
bill he has to do more talking talking than all the 1 
together. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I wish to ask the gent 
Tennessee whether there is now such an office known t 
as the superintendent of documents? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
existence for a great many years. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Is it known by that title? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir; the of! 
known as superintendent of documents in the Interior De) 
ment. He is appointed by the Secretary of the Interior an: 
his office in that Department. He distributes the census rep 
and a great many other documents. Heis the distributing ag 
for these designated depositories that we have been tal! 
about so much in connection with this bill. 

Oneword more. Of these documents remaining, 25 are assi 
to each member and held to fill any immediate demand 
the copies assigned to any member have been lost or possib 
stroyed in the document room, or if there isa miscount, | 
will be 25 copies from which he can supply the demand 
him. We turn over to this superintendent of document: 
the excess after this allowance of 25. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I wish to inquire whether this is th: 
time for me to offer an amendment to section 70. Ar 
sidering that section now? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
that section is pending. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Then I desire to offer an amendmen 
as I understood, the chairman of the committee was wi 
accept, but which, in framing this substitute, he appexrs t 
overlooked. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming 
FEEN] offers the amendment which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the substitute as printed in the RECORD, strike out all aft 
‘law’ to the end of the section and insert the following: 

“ All documents delivered to the superintendent of fccument 31 

ovisions of this section shall be divided and placed, subject to the « 
Senators and Members of the House of Representatives, as follow 
third of each kind of document shall beset apart for the use of Senat 
two-thirds for the use of Members of the House. Each kind of docu 
set apart shall be divided as nearly as may be equally among the r« 
members of each House; and the remainders, if any there be, sha!) 
bined with other similar remainders, and from time to time the com! 


of remainders shall be again divided equitably as nearly as may be 
the members of the Senate and the House, respectively.”’ 


Mr.COFFEEN. Thisamendment covers the point which 
up in discussion here some days ago. The object of the an 
ment is that these surplus books and documents which a 
cumulated shall, when the distribution is made by the sup 
tendent of documents, be divided into quotas subject to the o: 
of Congressmen, so that whoever has charge of the distri! 
of documents shall not first make up complete sets for | 
school libraries and other libraries, but that all of thes: 
ments designed for general distribution shall be subject to th: 
orders of the various members of Congress, that they may }\\\ 
of the proper distribution of them. It was generally unde s'\: 
I think, the other day, that this amendment would be accep! 


Does it say in the Interj 


Yes, sir: it has 


substit 


Yes, sir; a 


Let us hear th 


ble. I believe the gentleman in charge of the bill [Mr. Ric! 
aneon| wee willing that it should prevail. ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The objectof the amend 
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ee 


+. ag I understand, is to dispose of this surplus, which in 


e 9 the section we provided sl hould be turned over to the 
a inte dent of documents for distril bation to libraries, « c. 
rT surplus books under the amendment will be assigned, as 
a = ft nNoreea 
I  vatend, to members of Congress. 


COFFEEN. Yes s, sir. | 
° RIC Hz ARDSON of Tennessee [ do not object to the 
sition; | = willing that such disposition shall be made of 








; ok I want is to make som iisposition of this 
co ae Then, as the amendment appears to bi n- 
.cceptable, I ask a vote upon it. 
\ nian oe ing taken, the amendment of Mr. Cor! N 
‘ rree 1 to. 
CLARK of Missouri. I move to amend section 69 ol 
ute as printed by adding what I send to the desk. 
» Clerk read as follows: 
be the duty of the superintendent of documents within tl 
‘ approval of this act to prepare a@ catalogue of the hur 
t! of volumes now held in reserve and unavailable for disti 
ch catalogue shall be acceptable to all Senators, Repress« 
: : and he shall apportion each and every sort of bool 
7 qu y among Senators, Re itatives, and Delegate 
ARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, this amendn 
nrovides that all books and documents shall be divided equa 
as ¢ Senators, Representatives, and Delegates; because 
n ieve that Senators are any better than Representat 
Delegates. [Applause.] They do not know the people ! 
g ; we do; and only those whose terms expire on the dt 
of 1895, have as much use for these documents as we 





iwhter.] The remainder of them can afford to wait 


i the next distribution of the reserve books. [Laughter.] 
The whole theory of distribution hitherto has been absolutely 


rid us. It makes one Senator of the State of New York equal 
to enteen Representatives; one Representative in Nevada 
eq to two Senators; and one Representative in Colorado equal 
to one Senator. [1 aughter. | This amendment establishes an 
a ty of ra tios among tl the Senators, Representatives, and Dele- 


gates. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BRYAN. Restores the parity, so tospeak. [Laughter.] 
ir, CLARK of Missouri. Yes; thatisit. WhatI wantisa 


‘} 


Bq aon and a fair ‘‘divy” all around. [Laughter.] This sug- 
gestion of taine is in the n iture of what the oe gicians would call 
an gqumentum ad hominem, and it ought to pass nem. con, 
[Laughter.] This is but the beginning of a salutary reform. 
[Laughter. | ' 

If,as the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] claims, 
this bill will enable the Government to save $200,000 annually on 
its printing alone, it is amost meritorious measure and certainly 


ought to be enacted into law. If it will rescue from their mold- 


ering grave a million books and documents, or even half of that 
1umber, and to that extent furnish winter reading and ent 
tainment for the people, it will a ‘complish great good, altho on 


the text thereof may not a quite so thrilling as that of Tom 

Jones, The Mayor of Castorbridge, Ben Hurr, or King Solomon 

Wi l] * or ] 

Mins. | aughter +] 

Ww e were told the other day that these volumes range in value 
1 $25 down to 10 cents. 1 was very much impressed w ith the 


‘s 











gre at wistfulne ss[laughter] and deep soulfulness [laughter] with 
which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] propounded his 
= inent and far-reaching interrogatory to the chairman of the 
committee, ‘‘ How many of these volumes are worth $25 each? 
- ghter.] There was no cynicism, mystery, or metaphysicsin 
that query. It went straight to the core of the question and to 
the hearts of the members, and was very suggestive o of Col. Sel- 
lers’s famous declaration that ‘‘there’s millions in it.” [La 

ter. | 


In my district—as no doubt in others—there are colleges, 
academies, high schools, and individuals whose libraries would 
be both ornamented and improved by the addition of some of 
these more valuable books. I want myshare. [Laughter.] 

Lintroduced this amendment because human nature in Con- 
gress, like human nature outside these Hails, is possessed of a 
very strong bias towards the great American game of grab. 
[Laughter.} If the superintende ont of documents is not restrained 
by this amendment or som ething like unto it, he will have fre: 
rein to play the favorites of this House and of the other. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. ARNOLD in the chair). The time of 
the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent that th: 
gentleman may be permitted to proceed for five or ten minutes 
longe r. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inthe absence of objection the gentleman 
Will proceed for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Sad and strange as it may seem, 





' ‘ 


kissing goes by favors he well as elsewhere; an 
passes without this kind of restriction, the statesmen 
p in t] House will s \ be I 
believe that in the dis 
al very ¢ ol uss ‘ 
fi OC ks Ss W ( > 
‘ er) yi d W 
| ht uspect that, as a ‘ \ 
sure that some of t iq 
ori vo ifrom the ie i } ( 
G woulda 
{ n vho 1 
Cc n h I I iF i) 
i oO te t [ ) : 
( S og } ] ‘ 
QD fl ( ( 
bi { oO l t 
L en } p f 
lumes over this n i] i 
ton the } 
f education ( ) 
m 1 er 1s for le ! 
v WV ) ) \ wi y 
it rite ¢ be Ne} l t I 
te! way somewhat. [Rene i 
\ eat many pe yple h on is idea t ( 
n t LOLI tlo I" a mrwae L 7 posi- 
tir ( [ *s Db iJ l gift 
of t m I t 8 f t] \ 1] ec t | mn ut 
ones S Gor Mn os of i 
fore Li ig ter L once ( t senat Q 
quest him to send me Ly lite ive he might ! » in : 
and he sent me two large and ha ome vol on what the 
sci ts call e ntor nolog’ but what we plain 
ology [laughter], each warranted to contai 
trations. ae -) 
0 ail bag. (Laught 
his was not all, however, that [ owed to the discrim 
taste of the Senator and to the boundless generosity of | i 
Sam, for at thesame time I the happy recipient of two 
nd gorgeous tomes containing asplendid steel engraving « 
r es of snake that went with Noah intothe Ark Lil I 
ttle three-year old boy m constant playin | thes 
books. has come to kk yw more bo it Shakes and Dug 
ian who has not toyed too long with that seduct 
bewildering beverage known as Mexi e Laug 
I illiant and exceedingly in or é 
g 
t nne cA » i@ cs ol *Qul I Lid ‘ A Ru con 
hawks and owls, has had such an unprecedent w! n 
not be predicted even for Gen. Lew. Wallace's Prince of 
| ehter|], that there will have to bea new and enlarged edition 
of it publisl ed to satisfy the cravi . f tl pe y] for t rood 
th wutiful, and the true. [Laughter.] I really think 
Ch nan, that Longfellow must ive had in his mind th I I 
literar treasure-trove ti is cones ed do 1 herein 3 
of the Car l when he vy te those lin 
Nothing useless is or low 
Each thing in its pla is be 
And what seems but idle sho 
Strengthens z 
I hter.] 
l ediate actir yn this b | can not 0 
t ple n incre ©] i the { r at ry] Lor wi t 
n sore ed flaughte for which t 
] Can f£ ( ] i mi i DOK i h 
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t obstructing thi ensure Laughter.| Uf it i 
S] , for it ems to t here In m 
{ butio Mr. Chair1 f lant 
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\ Wi ADC -j 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tenness & id- 
the gentleman reported D 
imendment of Mr. CLARK of Missouri was again read 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand this r tes 
he books mentioned in section 59, and there is no obj oO 
LO it us it relat Ss to that secti n. 
d to the books in the vaults, I have never | 
and I do not know anything about their value. But inas- 
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mented upon several times, I desire to st 


vpiece. The joint committee called before them, when we were 
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bers, The chairman of the committee asked him this question: 


There is an enormous accumulation of what are known as the reserve doc- 
uments; they have been emptied out of the committee rooms of both Houses, 
and that has been a necessity. You take our own committee room, where 
perhaps we have more books than in any of the other committee rooms 
of the senate, yr yA because We have not the space to put them. Only the 
last session we had to clean out all the reserve documents that antedated 
the Forty-seventh Congress, so that we have here only the modern publica- 
tions, and the difficulty is to find a place of storage or a receptacle for this 


vast accumulation, for it is enormous, even a single set of reserve docu- 
ments-— 


And Mr. Lowdermilk replied: 


But I think you ought to have a building devoted to that purpose alone. 
Books that are now rotting away will be worth their weight in silver after 
awhile. Some of those books to-day are worth $25 or 830 a volume. 


That is on page 251 of the report, and is a quotation from Mr. 
Lowdermilk’s testimony. Now, I ask that the amendment be 
voted upon and let us proceed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitute 
offered by the gentlemen from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] as 
amended. 

The substitute as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 71. A catalogue of Government publications shall be prepared by the 
superintendent of documents on the first day of each month, which shall be 
printed in the Oficial Gazette of the Patent Office, and during sessions of Con- 
gress also in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and shall show the documents 
printed during the month, where obtainable, and the iy thereof. On the 
first day of July of each year he shall prepare and print in pamphlet form 
for distribution and sale 2,000 copies of a catalogue of Government publi- 
cations issued during the year, giving the price of each and where purchas- 


able. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, do these 2,000 catalogues 
give the people of the country any knowledge of what they can 
get in the way of Government publications? 
is an extraordinarily small number. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is simply to give the 
members of this House and of the Senate, and those interested 
and the libraries, some notice of what has been published. The 
superintendent of documents fixed that number, and said it 
would be as many as we would need. 

Mr. PICKLER. It does not give the people any knowledge, 
unless a larger number is printed. 

The Clerk read sections 72, 73, and 74. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, the reading clerk had gone 
over sections 72 and 73 before I noticed it, and there is one point 
to which I wish to refer. In section 72 it is provided that— 


Said copies shall be distributed by the superintendent of documents to 
free public libraries having more than 1,000 volumes, etc. 


It seems to me this 


Does that interfere in any manner with the Congressmen 
drawing their quota of these documents for general distribu- 
tion? We have been aiming to make members of Congress in 
both Houses responsible for the proper distribution of these 
publications, and my amendment has already been carried, which 
will do that. 

Itis correct, as we have already decided in the amendment 
that I have offered and which has been carried, that the sur- 
plus books for distribution shall all be subject to the orders of 
Congressmen. I want that plan of distribution still to prevail; 
and if the chairman of the committee will give me a moment of 
his attention I think it would be best to strike out this provi- 
sion to distribute by the superintendent of documents to public 
libraries having more than a thousand volumes other than Gov- 
ernment publications in their libraries, and let these documents 
all go through the members of Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That amendment ought 
not apply here, because these are designated depositories, which 
are named by members, and if we are not going to supply them 
with these publications we ought to provide that they sha‘ not 
be supplied. The amendmentoffered by the gentleman applied 
to the surplus, and this applies to the permanent publication and 
the distribution to all libraries that are depositories. 

Mr. COFFEEN. If this section was so worded as to apply 
only to the public depositories, with the understanding that was 
given us the other day on this point, that these depositories are 
—) to constant revision by members of Congress 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. They are. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Then I have no objection to the distribution 
to such depositories. Butit names more than the public de- 
positories. It speaks of certain public libraries having a cer- 
tain number of volumes, and when you travel through the West, 





wreparing this bill, a gentleman of this city who deals very 
argely in Government publications, Mr. Lowdermilk, who is 
prob:ibly known to many of you gentlemen—a man of superior 
intelligence and a first-class business man. While he wis before 
the committee he testified as to these books that are stored in 
the vaults of the Capitol that donot belong to the quota of mem- 


in that partially developed country, where our instit 
learning and libraries are not yet fully developed, a gy, 
of them may not have 1,000 volumes other than Gover 
lications, and so we would not get our share with the. 
more developed libraries. 

Mr, COOPER of Indiana. 
man speak? 

Mr. COFFEEN. Of section 72. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
time ago. 

Mr. COFFEEN. But I object to passing it until it is; 
It is section 72, which provides that extra numbers of 
documents shall be distributed by the superintendent o 
ments to free schools and public libraries having more 
thousand volumes other than Government public:itions 
have not been designated as public depositories, and whi 
and public libraries I wish stricken out unless they are des 
by the Congressman. I was just saying, also, if the ge: 
will permit me until I finish my statement, that in the \\ 
impossible at this time to have our public libraries brought 
the condition where they would have the number of | 
umes required by this provision, and they can not reach 
this requirement. I therefore think we ought to ad 
amendment giving to those people and the people of oth: t 
a just and equitable quota in every Congressional district, wit 
out regard to the condition of their libraries; and I want, t! 
fore, this section to be so amended. 


Of which section does ¢ 


iit 


We have passed t 





I hope the gentleman will 
amend this section in that respect himself, so as to limit distri 
bution to the designated depositories and without regard to the 
number of volumes in them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. While I am in sympathy 
with the gentleman, I think his amendment is wholly unneces. 
sary. This section provides that whenever there is an o der of 

ublication of a document in excess of 5,000 that 10 per cent, or 
000 copies, shall go to the superintendent of documents for « 
tribution to libraries designated. The 5,000 is intended for Me 
bers and Senators. You get your pro rata of them, and it simply 
provides that 10 per cent, or 500 copies, in excess of the number 
that would be published otherwise shall go to the superintendent 
to be distributed to the libraries. It issimply making him the 
agent to supply the libraries, and does not take the distribution 
away from members, or if it does, itonly takes one copy and guar- 
antees that the libraries shall receive that copy from the super 
intendent of documents. You get the whole number tht 
published for distribution in your own way, for the use of mem- 
bers, and this officer simply gets 10 per cent of the number where 
it is in excess of 5,000 for distribution to these public libra 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to submit an amendment to sect 
9 


“Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have passed that s 
tion, and I do not want to return to it. 
Mr. PICKLER. But we have returned to it. 


is 


n 
0 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But that was only for de- 
bate. 

Mr. PICKLER. Weare now considering it for all purposes 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not like to go back. 


Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment on 
point, which I do not think the gentleman will object t 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words “‘one thousand,”’ in line 8, of section 
the words “five hundred.”’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
not object to that. 
500 volumes other than Government publications is not m 
a library. iC 
Mr. PICKLER. It may be true that it is not much of ali 
brary, but as my friend from the West [Mr. COFFEEN] has suid, 
in our new States it takes some little time even to get a ary 
of 500 volumes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, I desire to offer an amendment to sec- 
tion 73, to make it conform to the provision just adopted. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out “one thousand,’ in line 5 of section 73, and insert ‘five |! 
dred.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. VAN VOORGIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
ask the gentleman how these libraries are to be designated — by 
the superintendent of documents or by the members of Congress. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. By members of Congress. 
Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment 
to section 74. The chairman of the Committee on Printing hav- 
ing this bill in charge admitted the injustice of this section 
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1893. 


gome time ago in the discussion here, and I desire to offer the 
prtit . . 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment w.s read, as follows: 

Add after the word “ordered,”’ at the end of line 8, section 74, the follow- 
or ‘And each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shail be notified in 
C nee every sixty days of the number and character of the publica- 
id assigned to him for use and distribution.” 


ing 
writing 
tions on hand ar 

Mr. RICHARDSON of T nnessee. 
that. 

rhe amendment was adopted. 

\ir. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
mend to section 72. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


I have no objection to 


Strike out,in lines 7 and 8 of section 72, all after the word ‘‘documents”’ 
down to and including the word ‘‘been,”’ in line 10; so that the provision 
‘Said copies shall be distributed by the superintendent of docu- 


shall read: a 
sitories, ete 


ts to designated depo 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


NLT. 
that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read a portion of section 76, as follows: 


: 76. Extra copies of documents and reports shall be printed promptly | 1 
Sze, * noe ie cee : I i PY. | each paragraph as read. 





when the same shall be ready for publication, and shall be bound in paper 
loth as directed by the Joint Committee on Printing, and shall be of the 

wing in addition to the usual num! 3 
ural Keport, 500,000 copies, of which 110.000 shall be for the 


: 
or the House, and 30,000 for distribution by the Agricultural 


ol 7 
number fo 
if the j 


( 






rtment 


Mr. RICHARDSCN of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, there isa 
mistake in the printing of the paragraph just read. The num- 
ber of the Agricultural Report should be 400,000. That is the 
number that has been printed for many years with a single ex- 
ception, and it should have been so in the bill, but by accident 
the number was made 500,000. [ask unanimous consent to change 
the number to 400,000, the distribution to be made as before. 

Mr. BRETZ. The gentleman must remember that there isan 
increased membership here to be provided for. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This will give us about 
800 copies apiece. 

Mr. BRELZ. That is not enough for my district. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, that will be sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Section 76, line 6, strike out ‘five’? and insert ‘“‘four;’’ line 7, strike out 
110" and insert ‘‘70;" line 8, strike out “and sixty thousand.” 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The gentleman says that he intended 
to have the number of the Agricultural Report 400,000 in the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [I do. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yetin the report to the House upon 
this bill the gentleman says: 

Agricultural Report. Thissection authorizes the printing of 500.000, which 
is 100,000 more than has been printed for many years by joint resolution. 
oe of the 500,000 is proportionately the same as heretofore 

That last remark relates to the increase of members. Now, 
why does the gentleman move to reduce the number to 400,000 
when he reported in favor of 500,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Four hundred thousand is 
the number that has usually been printed, the number printed 
regularly except one year, and I think it is enough. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But why did the gentleman report in 
favor of 500,000, and add that in view of the increased number 
of members, that would make a proportionate distribution such 
as we have had heretofore? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That was not the object 
in view in making that statement. I may not have changed the 
language of the report made some two years ago when we printed 
500,000 copies, but the intention was to have the number 400,000. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. But,if the gentleman will pardon me, 
this reportrecognizes the increase of membership and gives that 
as the reason for the increase to 500,000; the reason being that 


I have no objection to | 
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we would require that number to make the same proportionate | 


distribution that we had formerly with a smaller membership. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not dothat exactly. 
The words which the gentleman reads were written by me in a 
report made more than two yeursago. 
simply copied that language of a report made when it was con- 
templated that we would have a change of the members of Con- 
gress. The Senate made the increase, not the House. But Ido 
not think the increased number is necessary. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. May I ask another question? Was 
this report of the Committee on Printing, which I hold in my 
hand, adopted on the 12th of September, and ordered to be 
printed? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Isubmitted itat that time. 


This report, I suppose, | 


2669 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Without reading it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; I wrote it. But 
I used a portion of printed matter from aformer report. It is 
very easy for the language of a former report to get in in that 
way. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Was the attention of your colle:gues 
called to the fact that it favored an increase to 5v0,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I[ can not say about that; 
that is immaterial. The question is whether 400,000 co ll 
be enough. That is all we have been printing; and it seems to 
me all that we ought to print of this report 

TheCHAIRMAN,. The Chair will state that the section 
gentlemen are discussing has not yet been re 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. | t 
this isa very long section. Would it not be better th: as) 
considered and amended by paragraphs? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. By all means. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that it be do 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that section 
76 ba read by paragraphs and that amend: be o to 


In the absence of o 
will be made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One word further and | 
will yield the floor. The publicationof the Agricultural “t 





| costs this Government 60 cents per volume for the print Lf 
we print 400,000 the cost is $240,000; if we print 500,000 1 st 
will be $300,000. Now, as some of my friends here want 1,000 
| printed instead of 400,000, IT ask them whether they think ita 
proper and wise expenditure of the public money for us 1 16 


that enlarged number of this publication, at a cost of 60 
a volume, when within twenty-four hours after these report 
come from the Printing Office they can be bought by th 
sand at stores in this city for 4, 5, and 6 cents per volum 

Mr. BRETZ. Why is that so? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I say it costs the ¢ 
ment 60 cents a volume to print this document: and thin 
twenty-four hours after it is printed it is worth in the stores 
only 4 to 6 cents a copy. 


Mr. BROWN. Where does the supply come from th el 
ables the dealers to sell these books at that rate? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. I think my friend from Ten 
nessee is mistaken as to the price at which these books cin be 
bought. I would like to know where they can be purchased at 


5 cents a copy. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly my friend 
not think I am mistaken as to what it costs the Government to 
print them? 

Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky. No, sir; but I would 
know where they can be purchased at 5 cents a copy. | 
like to buy some at that figure. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, let the gentleman 
go to W. H. Lowdermilk’s, on F street, and he will furnish the 
books—I will not undertake to fix the price which he will ask; 
but it will not exceed 10 cents a volume. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. That may be the fact; but that 
is double the amount of the figure the gentleman named. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have myself purchased a number of copies 
of these documents at 10 cents a volume. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You can buy them the 


like to 


vould 


wagonload at that price; and I know that in some ca they 
have been bought at 4 cents a volume. 
Mr. PICKLER. Were those late issues, or volumes veral 


years old? 
Mr. WEADOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see whether his committee has ever considered any plan for as- 
signing the Agricultural Reports to members representit gri- 
cultural districts? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
Mr. WEADOCK, 
these documents. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have not considered 
that matter: we could not do so. because nosuch proposition has 
been referred to our committee, therefore we would not have 
jurisdiction of it. 
Mr. TURPIN. 


We have not. 
Of course city members have no need for 


In view of what the gentieman from TT: 


nnes- 
see has stated in regard to the price at which these books can be 
| bought at the stores, perhaps it would be a good idea to strike 
out ‘* 400,000” and insert *‘ 200,000,” and then authorize the com- 
ee at any time within two days after the publicati o buy 

from the dealers the other 200,000. It does not require ve ry 


much calculation to make it clear that we would make ‘ood 

deal of money in that way in a very short time Laughter. ] 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The amendment pr the 

chairman of the committee was not anticipated in view of the 
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gentleman's own report—by which 500,000 copies are authorized. Mr. BRETZ. That is another proposition aft 


This the committees unanimously recommend in the Senate and 
the House in a report which I hold in my hand. 


The argument which he alleges against this is an appeal to | 


the committee for a correction of certain abuses of the law, 
which can not possibly avail with those gentlemen who have 
not abused it. I have no doubt that a large number of the vol- 
umes of which the gentleman has information being sold ata 


who represent city districts, or those districts where there are 
no agriculturists, and which are given by such members to 
friends for disposition, to the pages perhaps around the House. 

I was told of an instance where a retiring member, represent- 
ing a city constituency, gave his whole quota of Agricultural Re- 

orts to one of the pages. Of course the page sells them, as he 
a a periectright todo. City members have little use for these 
books, and very often give them away to their fellow-members 
or dispose of them in other ways. But the exceptions where 
they are offered forsale, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
states, are necessarily very few. There is not a book published 
in the listof books authorized by Congress that is more accepta- 
ble to the people among whom they are distributed than the 
present Agricultural Report, and thereis no publication which 
the House would be less justified in dispensing with or curtail- 
ing. We published 15,000 copies of the ethnological report, 
costing $15 or $20 a volume, and it is without practical interest 
or benefit to the farmers of the country. It is of no possible 
benefit to the majority of them. Why then strike from the num- 
ber of books that cost 60 cents per volume those to which the 
farmers of the country are entitled? 

I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself to the 
amendment which has been offered by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, the chairman of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is but one amendment pending. 

Mr. BRETZ. I represent largely an agricultural district, and 
the pending amendment is one that very materially affects the 
people of my district. Lrepresent a district containing a voting 
population of at least 20,000 farmers, or men engaged in agri- 
culture. My friend from Tennessee complains about the cost of 
these Agricultural Reports, stating that they costabout 60 cents 
a volume. 

1 wish tosay to him that these reports are about. all the farmers 
of this country, or of my district at least, get from the Govern- 
ment. They are interested in thisreport. It contains a valuable 
collection of facts that will enable them to conduct their farming 
operations vn more scientific principles and thereby make more 
out of their farms than they do now. I have a constant demand 
for them, and instead of reducing the number as suggested here 
I would be willing to vote to still further increase the number 
over and above the 500,000 originally fixed in the bill, because it 
is the most important document I can send into my district to 
the farmers. 

The farmers in my district, Mr. Chairman, care nothing for 
books giving the er of the skeleton of bugs that lived 
thousands of years ago and publications of that character. All 
they care for is that which concerns theirown business and pres- 
ent living currentinformation, and, as I said before, this is about 
all they get out of the Government—that is, these Agricultural 
Reports—which represent about all they get from the appro- 
priution of the public money. And while it may occur occasion- 
ally, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] has 
observed, that some member of Congress representing a city con- 
stituency would have no use for his Agricultural Reports, and 
gives them to a page, or disposes of his quotain someother way, 
that isno reason why we who representagricultural districts, and 
have constant demand for the books, should be cut down in our 
quota and prevented from supplying them where they are needed. 

1 think, sir, that if anything is done in that direction this 
Joint Committee on Printing should arrange for a differentdis- 
tribution of the documents. Instead of giving toa member rep- 
resenting city constituencies these agricultural works, turn them 
over to the members who represent agricultural districts, and 
turn over those that do not concern the farmers to the members 
representing city constituencies. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Indiana will permit me 
to interrupi, I entirely agree with his statementas to how thése 
documents ought to be distributed. There is no sense in giving 
an Agricultural Report toa gentleman representing a city con- 
stiiuency, where thereis nobody engaged in farming, and where 
the book would be of no value, The gentleman’s object, how- 
ever, can be reached by a simple amendment to the bill, direct- 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture, or someone else who has 
charge of it—I believe the bill provides for a public distributor 
of documents—requiring him to distribute the Agricultural Re- 
ports amongst the members representing agricultural districts. 





the amendment of our friend from Tennessec. 

Mr. OATES. I donot know what amendment ! 

Mr. BRETZ. It is to strike out 500,000 Agricul 
and make it 400,000. 

Mr. OATES. If it is fixed at 400,000, and none o 
go to city districts, it will leave a larger proportion 


| cultural districts than they now receive, or nearly a 
less price than 10 cents per volume, are the quotas of members | 


events. 
Mr. BRETZ. I hope the amendment will not prey; 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire . 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Printing a 





reference to these Agricultural Reports. Of course 
represent agricultural districts are interested in tl 
They are a great source of interest toour people, an 
ought to have fully as many volumes as we now hav 
number ought to be increased. 

But what I more especially desire to know is thi 
committee madeany arrangement, orcan it make an 
these Agricultural Reports can be prepared for distribu 
time than it now takes? For instance, the Agricuit 
of 1892 is barely ready for distribution at this time. 
way by which we can have them printed earlier, so 
may be ready for distribution inlessthan a year’s tin 
facts are collated by the Department and sent to t 
Printer? 

Mr. RICILARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
answer that question. That depends upon the state o 
in the Government Printing Office, and also upon the | 
tion of the number of lithographic plates that have ' 
nished to the Public Printer, the work wpon which is 
here, but by lithographic establishments in other cit 

Mr. SMITH of fllinois. Thegentleman from Tennes 
RICHARDSON] knows as well as I do that we are called o 
and nine months in advance of the publication of these vo 
to furnish them to our constituents. Is there anything 
bill by which any arrangement is made for the earlier p 
tion of these volumes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is not. Th 







now is that the manuscript goes to the Public Printer at 


close of the calendar year. When it gets to him, say i 
month of December, or the Ist of January, there is a vol 
a thousand or twelve hundred pages to be printed, wit 
dreds and hundreds of plates that have to be prepared, a: 
have to go to the lithographing establishmentsin New \ 
elsewhere, where they are lithographed. It takes the 
Printer a long time to get them back. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Would it be possible for the 
tee on Printing to request that these be made speci 
that were done,could the printing be done earlier than it 
done? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If they were m 
they could be printed earlier. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Will the chairmun try to ; 
thing of that kind done? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. One word, and | 
be through. I was going to say that I do not want to n 
sent anybody in this statement as to the price of th: 
but the joint committee took proof upon this subject, a: 
tlemen will turn tothe report, on page 255, they will find 
called a witness before us who had these Agricultur 
for sale. He sent out this advertisement: 

Kight hundred copies Acricultural Reports of 189i; also 216 co 
valuable work, Diseases ofthe Horse. Will sell at low figures 

He sent that advertisement out on a posta! card, and 
him befere the committee and interrogated him. \ 

‘* Where did you get them?” and he told us. 

Weasked him at what price he sold them, and he said 
the report on Diseases of the Horse at from 40 to 50 cents 
and the Agricultural Report at an average of 5 cents a 
That isthe ground on which I made the statemeiit that t 
be bought for that. But there seems to be such a dem 
these publications that I withdraw the amendment and 
low the number to remain at 500,000. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to offer an amendment. 
Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the 
mentoffered by the gentleman from South Dakota[Mr. Pick 

The Clerk read as foilows: 

At the end of line 10, on page 32, insert the following: 
“Provided further, That there shall be published at each session 


gress 40,000 co of the publication of the Agricultural Departmet 
as the specia t on the Diseases of the Horse, 10,000 for the s« 





of Agriculture, 10,000 for the Senate, and 20,000 for the House of Represe: 


tives.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to make the 
of order against that amendment. 






“ 

















To. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. prt 

} RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The point of order is that 
shia bill provides only for permanent publications of the Govern- 
This special report is not a permanent publication, but 
it is an effort to put in the bill a publication which is simply a 

; This bill, as I have stated, de..ls with the annual 


report. 


sp 5 re . ’ Sdldinti on : 
nermanent publications of the Gov ernment, and not with special 
77 and it is not intended to provide for them. 


Pit ‘KLER. Thatis just whatlam endeavoring to do. 

ill is certainly idable. The gentleman does not pre- 
i that the bill which he has reported can not be amended. 
Now. | simply undertake in this amendment to make this publi- 
vation, known as the special report on Diseases of the Horse, : 


ame 


‘ : ; : : ; 
nent annual publication, that a certain number shall be 

p 1anen T 

printed at every session of Congress. I think the point of ord 

is not woll taken. 


The CH AIRMAN. 
the House. if it so desires, 
make it annual. 


Mr. PICKLER. 


The Chair thinks it is in the power of 
to continue this publication 


ind to 


L trust that this amendment will be adopted, 


and if ought to be twice the number, rather than the 40,000 
copies that | suggest. 


me 


* McMILLIN. 
r. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Whatis the necessity of making an addi- 
tional print of this work on the Diseases of the Horse for distri 
bution by the Agricultural Department? That Department has 
already print d, without any direction by Congress, avery large 
number of these books, and distributed them long ago. Then 
Congress added still further to this number, and now you pro- 
pose to make a third reprint for the Agricultural Department 

Mr. PICKLER. I will be glad to answer the gentieman. | 
think we have had three different publications of that book; and 
yet if the gentleman’s constituents are at all like mine, he is re- 
ceiving letters by almost every mail asking for copies of this 
work; and I want to say to the new members here upon this 


Will the gentieman alle 


1 question 


floor that you are getting these requests, and you have none of | 


that publication to your credit, 
amendment is adopted. 

Now, as to the merits of the work. I want to say this, that 
we have just had a new edition of this book. The plates and 
stereotypes are prepared and are new. There has simply been 
one edition stricken from these plates, so that it will be very littl 
cost to the Government outside of the cost of the paper and the 
binding. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Does not the gentleman know that to-day, 
in the junk shops of this city, these books can be bought for less 
than they are worth? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not 
get 500 copies to save your soul. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘Then the situation has changed very ma- 
terially lately. 

Mr. PICKLER. Farmers are paying $2 or 83 each for them. 
You may occasionally pick up a copy in a bookstore where they 
will sell them for what they can get; but that is not an answer 
to the question. 
tural Department reports, and nobody wanting them; here isa 
report that they do want. 
men, by farmers, by merchants, and all who are owners of horses: 
and certainly in all ovr districts there are a large number of 
people whe do own horses. It isrecognized as the most valua 
ble publication that has ever been issued under the direction of 
the Government. 

[t does not seem to me that we should not begin to use economy 
as against agriculturists. If a man has a horse that is sick he 
desires to know what should be done for it and to do it immedi 
ately; and this book saves multiplied thousands of dollars to our 
people. It is a book that all men who own horses need, and that 
they shall be able to consult. Letus economize somewhere else 
Let us cut cown some of the other reports. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question right there? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman bases his argument on the 
fact that it is beneficial to the people, would the gentleman in- 
sist upon the publication of a medical book and sending it out 
for free distribution among the people—— 

Mr. PICKLER. That is not a supposable case. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. For men, women, and children. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman, | suppose, wants to advocate 
the abolishment of the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I advocate the running of the Government 
on Government lines. I do not question the merits of this book; 
and this is not the question here. We have already printed a 
large number of them; and if a new edition is to be printed, let 
it be done in a separate bill, and in this bill, which provides 


and will not have any unless this 


in anv number. You ean not 


No, sir 
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Now, gentlemen, talking about the Agricul- | 


They are wanted by all classes of | 
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not for the printing of special documents, bu 
law to govern all printing. 


provides a ge 














Mr. PICKLER. Let us abolish the Agricultural Department 
on your theory. If this matter will help the agriculturists and 
stock-raisers, what is the good of objecting to We should be 

to go to this expense in their interest. re is no pu l 
cation, and I say it without any fear of contradiction, so vy : 
to the farmers and so valuable to every men * ur 
as has been this publication. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen a 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. ¢ 
ing to concede much that the gentleman from South Dako 
said in regard to the value of this publication. It is 

but, Mr. Chairman, I s that [ am ut Op} 
( ‘ss printin yr al I , th wo 
Mr. PICKLER. Why: 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Tl 
O l you. 

Mr. PICKLER. I kn ) i ( 

. ‘ral MEMBERS. He will g ul 

N RICHARDSON of Ten 40 ( 
alre: ly printec ] UD « les Of this wo } 

int and send out this work 3, YOu Vv iD 
the demand for it in each ece e edi i i ou W 
sfy the demand You can no bisly at 
hing when you give it away 

Mr. PICK LER. Because it is good. you do 1 
Y ‘to have t+ 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Wep pon a wro 

ple when we undertake to yply th lemand fot 
pot ind | Lt Ly i how ito rht to b ypller This bi 
} ovides for the sale of the plate fr m which this OK 
| I it l Now, let some de xt Ving Doo! prin er } Ci e | 
plates from the Governmentand print that book in num! 
ficient to meet the demand. It will cost 60 cents a ec toy t 
the book Now any man who has a horse, much less | 
is a good one, and who will not =) | id ¢ its ut 
vhieh he may learn to doctor that horse ought not to ha 
horse; but when you come to print 180,04 opies, you | 

and then add 60.000 more by this a ren 

Mr. PICKLER. Only 40,000 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Making 220,000 

Mr. PICKLER. There ought to be 2,000,000 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Fo 
you have paid 60 cents each, you still see that you hav 
the Government $150,000. and we do that to put th book out; to 
distribute it among the people gratis, we only « @ a < I 
for that many more copie 

Now, it is unjust to give this book to one cit un if you do n 
give it to another, and as longas you distribute it by this method 
you can only half meet the demand. ‘The plan I prep ; 

h lates be sold and let Some poor printer ea a living by 
printing this work and selling it at eu © price I ut 
, 1 I demand can be met at a cost of out bt 3 
copy 

ir. BAILEY. Let me ask the gentleman what bett I 
has this Government to publish a book to teach me how to 
tor my horse than it has to publish a geography to teach childré 

| the map of the world? It oceurs to me st in rd of 71 

x for printing more of the doc 

ight to be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Under the Departm f Agri 

ve have a large bureau, with seven or eight of t 
ent divisions and a chief, costing the Govern it altogs I 

van $50,000 a year the Burea n lust 
its to anything, why not publish il t 
st ries which it makes for the benefit of the 
RI i LRDSON of Tenns ssee. | I i fav roi p | 
n, and is bill puts at the disposal of the See ry ¢ \ 
a ‘ge sum of money for the purpose of comnili j 

nformation, and authorizes him to publish a certain Li 

ut when the Government, with its special facilities, ha 

wether these statistics and other information, and when t 

eaus have discovered something valuab! it the 
1ave done in this special report in relation to diseases 
horse, then I think the Government has do1 it ought to do 
[f it has special facilities for procuring this information, 6 it 

those facilities; but it does not follow that it ought to under 
take to supply gratis the demand for these publications a 
th nited States. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer ana nd- 
| ment as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the g 
man from South Dakota. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to line 10, page 32, the words ‘Provided. That in the Agricultural Re 


port for 1883 the special report on Diseases of t 


hea FH ; 
i i ’ 3 
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Mr. PATTERSON, Mr. Chairman. that will enable the far- 
mers of this country to have a very large distribution of this 
very valuable work, and I do not see that it interferes with the 
scope and purpose of this bill atall. It simply provides that 
in the Report of the Agricultural Department for 1893 the spe- 
cial report on Diseases of the Horse shall be embodied. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Infurthersupport of my colleague’s amend- 
ment, I want to call attention to the fact that the proposition of 
the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER], which I have 
exumined, provides for the printing of 40,000 copies of this doc- 
ument at every session of Congress until Gabriel blows his 
trumpet. If this Government lasts so long, we shall be printing 
annually 40,000 copies of this book on the Diseases of the Horse. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I simply desire to say that I have con- 
sulted with a great many members, and I have not seen one who 
represents an agricultural district who did not say that he had 
a very large demand for this book. It seems to me that the print- 


ing of it in the Agricultural Report would be a very proper and 


a very economical way of meeting that demand. 

Mr. PICKLER. I withdraw my amendment and accept the 
substitute of the gentleman from Tennessee. Iam really pleased 
that somewhere in Tennessee there are friends to horsemen. 
The interior of Tennessee does not seem to have any horses. 
|Laughter.| I suppose they have mules, and I want to say to my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that he can find some- 
thing in this book that will help him to doctor mules as well as 
horses. 

Mr. McMILLIN, 
own constituency. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, my constituents have intelligence 
enough to want this horse book, while the gentleman’s do not 
seem to have so much intelligence. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Theintelligence of a constituency is always 
judged by its action in electing a Representative. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PICKLER. Thegentleman from Tennessee says that this 
amendment of mine provides for a continual annual publication 
of this document. So it does, and this document ought to be 
published regularly. These agricultural reports are continuous; 
the Bureau of Animal Industry is continuous; this book on the 
horse is superior to any of the other p iblications, and why should 
it not be printed and distributed continuously among the people 
of thiscountry who want it? I want tosay further that the argu- 
ment that because the people want these books in such large 
quantities they should not be supplied with them isfutile. The 
demand shows the appreciation by the people of this work, yet 
now, when we have gone to the expense of printing the book, 
when we have the stereotype plates on hand, it is proposed to 
cut off the publication and not let the people have the advantage 
of it, but to sell the plates to somebody to go into a private spec- 
ulation. That isthe argument. Now that we have the plates 
of this work on hand, why should we not let the people have the 
benefit of it by free distribution? 

Mr. BRETZ. I desire to observe to my friend from South 


Then I recommend it to the gentleman’s 


Dakota that the amendment now pending does not provide for | 


the publication of this document beyond the year 1893. It sim- 
ply provides that it shall be incorporated in the Agricultural 
Report for that year, but says nothing about any future publica- 
tion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I appreciate what the gentleman says, but I 
think that if we get this number this time there will be no con- 
troversy over printing this document hereafter; even Tennessee 
will fall into ranks the next time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON] will prevail. 


[If { am not mistaken the proposition of the chairman of thecom- | 


mittee having this bill in charge would result in preventing the 
free transmissionof these books through the mails. While they 
are a Government publication they can be franked, but otherwise 
we should not have the right to frank them to our constituents. 


I think [am correct. If theamendment offered by the gentle- | 


man from Tennessee be adopted, this book will be sent out un- 


der the frank of members of Congress without increasing the | 


expense to the Government. 

All that the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] 
says with reference to the demand for this book is true. There 
is no other Government publication issued during the three 
terms that [have been in Congress for which I have had so much 
call as for this. The statement of one gentleman here that this 
book can be bought at the book stores for 20 cents a volume is 
a mistake. 
Washington for less than a dollar, nearly twice the cost of pub- 
lication by the Government. It seems to me it would be states- 
manship and economy to stop the publication of books for which 
we have no demand, and to supply to the people what they are 
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| mand for the book; and I believe it ought to be printed 
| at the expense of the Government and sent out. 





| corporations, so that the agriculturists can not get a hearing. 


You can not buy a copy of this book in the city of | 


OcTopEr 18, 
es; 

asking for—such books as this, which treats of the diseases of, 

horse. It is certainly a valuable book. ee 

Mr. EVERETT. I think it very likely that my colleac 
MORSE] is correct in what he says as to being unable to }, 
volumes at bookstores, except ata large price. But I h 
them offered to me by private parties—as many copies as | 
wish—for 50 cents a volume. 

Mr. MORSE. Thatis 10 cents less than they cost 
ernment. There is no question that the Government d 
lish thousands of volumes of books which are comparati\ 
less; but this is a book pertaining to diseases of that 
animal, the best servant that God Almighty ever gave m 
horse. Let us disseminate this information, let us ad 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, I beg to differ with gen 
who have spoken in regard to the value of this public 
my view there never was a greater humbug in the sh 
book issued by the Government than this very publicatio 
may read the book from beginning to end and you will 
it does not prescribe a single remedy for any disease of t} 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. LANE. Oh, no,I am not. The gentleman has | 
talk; and I hope he will not interrupt me. I say tl) 
bookstore in this city or elsewhere you can buy for 4 
better book on the horse and his diseases than this pub! 
which costs the Government more thana dollar a volume to prj 
and send out. By propositions of this kind you swell the 1 
upon the people, while you deceive them with the idea t 
are sending them a free book, when in point of fact, in \ 
the way our taxes are levied, the book costs the peop 
volume. 

This book on the Diseases of the Horse ought not to be 
porated with our Agricultural Report. If included with t! 
port it must exclude something more valuable, or must 
the volume unnecessarily bulky. 

It may be wise for the Government to publish occasionally in- 
formation which the people cannot obtain from ordinary so 
but when such information is published it is the property « 
people; and if the information is really valuable to the people 
and desired by them, there is enterprise and pluck and ec: 
enough in the country to publish in book form such inform 
If it will not pay private enterprise to circulate these vo 
the Governmeut ought not to do it. 

In matters of this kind the citizen can always do better 
the Government; and the Government ought not to be ad: 
tered in a paternal spirit by furnishing to the gee a vi 
of this kind, when the citizen can for a reasonable price | 
any bookstore a reliable publication on the subject by s 
the most scientific horsemen in ths country. I say that tie idea 
of circulating books of this kind through the agency of t] 
ernment is a humbug anda fraud. Tne amendment ought not 
to be adopted. 

Mr.SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, it is surprising to me that 
many gentlemen should rise here in opposition to the 
of this book. Beyond question there is a general demand 
the book among our agricultural community, numbering throug 
out the United States 30,000,000 people. Yet I notice that when- 
ever any proposition comes up in this House for the int 
the agricultural community there is general opposition to it. 
Gentlemen here are eloquent in advocay of a bill to appropriate 
$6,000,000 for building a battle ship, while as a matter of fact we 


» Gov- 


| appropriated last year but a little over $3,C00,000 for agricult 


purposes—for the purpose of carrying on the Agricultural De- 
partment of this country. . 
My objection to the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee is that if this volume be incorporated in the next annual 
Agricultural Report, the people will not getit until 1x!4. Th 
is too long for them to wait. There is now a very urgent de- 


once 


8 


lr 


Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman will allow me to say that: 
ing this Congress several propositions for printing this volume 


| have been introduced and referred to the Committee on rint 


ing; but they slumber and die there. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Certainly, simply because the old mossback 
farmers of the country have been sending here as Representa 
tives men who are intent only on looking after the interests of 
Such things as this ought to bealesson tothem. Of course this 
is comparatively a small matter, but it illustrates how inade- 


| quately the agricultural community are represented in this 


House. When a little matter of this kind meets with such op- 
sition, it is only another straw showing which way the wind 
is blowing here. s 
I will guarantee that if any bill came up here appropriat 
ing anything in the way of a benefit to a corporation, these 








1893. 


ae 
ot ito 

Now, . : 
» into this particular fraternal business, and the 


» so vigorous in their opposition. 
Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will pass; and as we have 
gou . . ike 
luws have got their hands into the public 
t] r i 
as long aS We are committed to the policy and propose to con- 
tinue it. ; 
{Here the hammer fell. | ' 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr.Chairman, the purpose of this pub- 
tion is not so much to provide a remedy for the diseases of 


lic ’ , ; : 

the horse as to diagnose the diseases to which the animal is sub- 
ject. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE]—and I presume 
he has not read the book—— 


Mr. PICKLER. Of course he has not. 

Mr. LANE. The gentleman is vastly mistaken. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON (continuing). 
linois will say that it does not point out distinctly and definitely 
every single disease to which the horse is subjected— 

Mr. LANE. I say that the book is of no practical use or as- 
sistance to any man in taking care of his horse. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It not only points out the diseases and 
the mode of detecting them when the horse is affected by dis- 
ease, but also suggests the remedy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the fact and the truth of the matter is, 
that the farmers of this country and the laborers, tenants, and 


ntlemen would not be quite so eloquent in their denunciation | 
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other fel- | 
Treasury, I propose | 
at there shall be a fair divide in the interest of the farmers, | 


If the gentleman from II- | 


croppers of the country handle millions and millions of dollars | 


worth of horseflesh and muleflesh annually, and many of them, 
the great bulk in fact, are absolutely ignorant of the diseases of 
the horse, and are ignorant of the remedy to apply when the dis- 
ease is ascertained. There is an almost universal demand for 
this book. I want to suggest_that the agricultural people of the 
country are not the only people who demand this book. Stable 
men, merchants, fancy stock-raisers, retired citizens, gold bugs, 
and silver men, everybody is demanding the book. 
want to charge in this House that this is an appropriation espe- 
cially and simply for the farmers ofthe country. But suppose it 
was? Taxation in its last analysis means the sweat of the face; 


I do not | 


and when the members of the House wish to publish the reportof | 
the Committee on Ways and Means, where but a single argu- | 
ment was made directly opposed to the interests of the farmers | 


of the country, there was but little objection to publishing thou- 
sands and thousands of them at a vast expense to the people. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Oh, yes: there was objection. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the Revised Statutes, or the Supple- 


| 


| form you print it, whether you put it in the Agricult 


ment to the Revised Statutes, was before the House to-day for | 


publicatfon, and the chairman of the committee having the 
matter in charge should ask us to provide 100;000 additional 
Supplements for the benefit of the lawyers of the country, there 
would be no objection. Why, then, the objection whenever the 
farmers or laborers are interested? Why, I ask? 

Mr. Chairman, it makes me tired when men stand here con- 
lending for appropriations by the millions to foster and support 
monopolies, and yet when the farmer asks for a little amount 
here, why he is ridiculed on the floor of the House by some such 


understand what he wants, and that he is simply deceived and 
humbugged by somebody else. 

Mr. LANE. I represent more farmers than you do or ever 
will. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, I will make this suggestion to the 
gentleman, that if one-fourth of his farmers indorse the state- 
ment he made here to-day, I will resign my seat in this House. 

Now the only objection I have heard to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee is this, that we are too long getting 
the edition published of the Agricultural Report. I am willing, 
however, to accept it, and since the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PICKLER] has accepted the amendment I will give it 
my support. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Georgia pardon 
me for a suggestion? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me thatif weare to publish more 
copies of this book on the Diseases of the Horse, it should be in 


Mr. PATTERSON. Will 
amendment? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to add these werds to the amend 
ment: ‘‘ as a separate volume.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iwould notdothat. That 
is more than even the gentleman from South Dakota asked for. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. 


the vyentieman y ield to me 


The gentleman from New York has the 


floor and yielded, as the Chair understands, to the gentleman 
from Tennessee only for a suggestion 
Mr. PATTERSON. I hopethe gentleman will yield me afew 


moments further. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
committee I will do so. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I desire to say this, Mr. Chairman, that 
on reflection it might make the Agricultural Report too volu- 
minous to combine the two; therefore I think it would be better 
to print the book in two volumes, and thus let this special re- 
port on the Diseases of the Horse appear in a separate volume. 
- [desire to say that while I am not very conversant with these 
matters, [ represent a district that has four agricultural counties 
init. I have distributed every copy of this book that 1 could get, 
and I have now over a hundred letters lying on my table from 
farmers requesting this book, and I am unable to supply the de- 
mand. J think, in all seriousness, that the test of the merit ofa 
book is the demand which comes from the people who use it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, when the first edition of this book 
was published it went out to thousands, and increasing demands 
have come up from the farmers throughout the country for this 
work. I think the cheapest and most expeditious manner in 
which to publish this book is todosoin connection with the next 
Agricultural Report as a separate volume. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ifthe gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pat- 


With the consent of the 


TERSON] will allow me—— 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I can not yield further. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. VAN 
VOORHIS| is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I want to say a word in 
favor of this book. It is unquestionably a very valuable publi- 
eation. It oughtto bein the hands of every farmerand of every 
man who handles horses; in any shape. I do not what 
Re 
port or print itin anindependent volume, or make an additional 
volume to the Agricultural Report. It ought to be d in 
some way. 

I want to say with reference to this book that a inent 
citizen of my district, who owned a very valuable horse that was 
diseased, and in the handsof veterinary surgeons,whocould not do 
him any good, wrote me for the book. I managed to get one, 
and I have a letter from him stating that he is doctoring the 
horse himself under the directions of the book, and that the 


care in 


Drinte 


pron 


| horse is getting well. 
speech as that of the gentleman from Illinois, who says he does not | 


Now, this book makes every horse-owner his own horse-doctor. 


| If we are going to print books at all, when there is a book that 


a separate volume, and not be put in the Agricultural Report, | 


which is already quite bulky. It will make the book so much 
larger than now, that it will be quite inconvenient to those peo 
ple who have occasion to use it. I suggest, therefore, that if we 
are to publish more volumes they should be separate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I quite agree with my friend from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And since little or nothing will be saved by 
publishing the two together, there seems every reason why these 
publications should be separate. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. 

Mr. VAN VooRHIs of New York was recognized. 


XXV—168 


| commence along the line of the agricultural 


| pr 


is really valuable let us give it to the people. 

Now, I want to ask the chairman of the committee [Mr. RIcH- 
ARDSON of Tennessee] where he is going to find the poor printer 
to sell these plates to who can pay a price anywhere nearly ade- 
quate to what these plates ought to bring? If the printer is a 
poor printer, you have got to give him the plates,and give away 
the property of the Government that has costso much, to some 
private concern, when the people ought to have the books printed 
from those plates. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
may get a vote on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair agreed to recognize the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY]. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe the Democratic party 
had “reform” emblazoned on its banners in the last campaign, 
as usual 

Mr. DINGLEY. Onits banners, but nowhere else. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Iam heartily in favor of reform and in sym- 
pathy with it, but lam not one of these reformers who want to 
interests and have 
[think there are grand oppor- 


Mr. 


Chairman, I hope we 


reform end at its initial point. 
tunities for reform. 
The time of this body has been wasted for several days in a 
position to remit the penalty of $40,000 incurred by some ship- 
builders. Now, would it not be apretty good plan of reform to 
demand that these penalties to which these people have sub- 
jected themselves under failure of plain terms of a contract 
be enforced. Let us take that $40,000 and devote it to some use- 
ful purpose. We have paid these firms hundreds of thousands of 
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dollars as bounties and rewards for doing better than contract, Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Andof Edueat; 

when they earned premiums, Now, letus put the shoe on Uncle Mr. LIVINGSTON. And of Education: as beine | 

Sam’s foot for a litthe while, Let Uncle Sam have a little tur- | efit of the farmer. 

key talked to him when his turn comes, as it so seldom does. Mr. HALLof Missouri. [I am not speaking at t) 
But every time a proposition comes in relating to agriculture, | the question of the abolition of the Agricultural Dep 

somebody suggests cutting down and paring down, and yet the | am protesting in the name of a farming class 

agricultural interests represent 44 per cent of the entire popu- | termed in the beginning ‘‘ rot,” gotten off by politi: 

lation of this nation, and are the source of our wealth. The agri- | [Laughter]. 

cultural interests of the country are bringing back the gold from Mr.SIMPSON. Will the gentleman now define what | 

Europe to-day and destroying a manufactured panic. While | by class legislation, and what part of this legislation 

this horse book may be imperfect, as my friend says, yet as a | call class legislation? 

horseman and a person somewhat familiar with anatomy and Mr. HALL of Missouri. I think that legislation o 

materia medica, 1 believe it isa valuable work, and I believe it | that gives to any particular class their seeds or thei 

has saved hundreds of thousands of dollars to the stock-growers | any kind or character which they could go into th: 

of this country. The wider dissemination of information that | buy is class legislation as far as this bill is concerned: 

we can get to the agricultural class who create our wealth the | not propose to go any further just now. 


better. I am in favor of reform, but not of cheese-paring re- Mr. SIMPSON. On that line of argument would the 
forms. I do not want a reform that stops the spigot, but turns | man abolish the printing of the Nautical Almanac, y 
the barrel bung side down and bunghole wide open! publication of the same kind, so far as the Governmen 


I belong to a committee which I am not going to belong to any | cerned, so useful to another class of citizens engaged in 
longer, and I will now resign my position on the Committee on | branch of industry? Would he call that class legislatio 
Expenditures in the Treasury Department. [Laughter.] That Mr. HALLof Siescuri. I will say this to my friend fro 
is a committee that ought to be one of the most important com- | sas, that Iam not now discussing the Nautical Almanac 
miitees in this House. It is charged with investigating the ex- | simply replying to this stuff that has been gotten off her 

nditures of hundreds of millions of dollars. That committee | ing the farmer in the attitude of asking this Government 
is denied a clerk, and [{ will never stultify myself by signing a | legislation in his behalf. 
report certifying to the correctness of those expenditures when Mr. SIMPSON. I hope the gentleman will define 
I can not tell any more about them than I can tell the contents | calls ‘‘ stuff.” 
of this book by looking through the cover. If that committee is Mr. HALL of Missouri. And I will say further that it i 
afforded nals opportunity to discharge its duty, I will go | such teaching as that 
through those expenditures and devote my time and what little Mr. SIMPSON. As what? 
business talent [ have to find where that money has gone and Mr. HALLof Missouri (continuing). Thatit is just such te 
see whether it has been properly expended. ing as that which makes the agriculturists of Kansas and o 

I would commence reforms along those lines where there are | States socialists, or tending in that direction; the teaching 
$50,000,000 or $100,000,000 involved, but would not adopt that | which directs them to look to the National Government for s1 
character of reform which denies clerk hire amounting to $2,500 | cess instead of to their own well-directed efforts. I do not be 
a year and call that reform. It is not reform that is known as | lieve in any such education as that. I believe that, as old San 
Democratic reform among my people. I propose to help stop | Tilden said, the National Government should do nothing for the 
what has been charged here regarding the influence given for a | State that the State eando for itself; and that neither the Na- 
public building in a certain town if influence will be given for | tional Government nor the State government should do any- 
another measure in some other place, a trading of jobs as it were. | thing for the individual that he cando for himself; and I want to 
[am not for the kind of reform that would deny to the producers put myself onrecord as against all species of class legislation 
of wealth of this country the information that is given to them for the farmer, the manufacturer, or any other class of citizens. 
by the various reports that are printed. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 





Give them all the reports they desire. Give them reports on Mr. SIMPSON. I hope the gentleman, before he takes his 
science and chemistry, on plant growth and on anatomy, or ma- | seat, will define what ho meant by “ stuff.” [Laughter.] 
leria medica in its relation to domesticated animals, and prac- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was recognized. 


tically everything that is of interest to them. I tell you, Mr.| Mr. HALLof Missouri. I do not know any—— 

Chairman, they are the foundation upon which this Republic The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has th 
pests, and the history of the globe shows that whenever agri- | floor. 

culture has declined, as it is declining in this country, all Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleimin 
material prosperity has declined with it and human liberties | from Indiana{Mr. Brown]. 

have been overthrown. The prosp>»rity of the farmer means at Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I listened with a great doal « 
all times the prosperity of the nation, and my voice and my vote | pleasure to the remarks which the gentleman from Missour! 
will be found favoring any and all legislation having that end | [Mr. HALL] has just submitted tothe House; but I desire at th 


in view. outset of the few words I shall say to dispute his statement that 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | this is class legislation. It is not class legislation. It is levis 
Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘ Vote!” lation clearly within the power of Congress, for the benetit of 


fr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I have been in this | the whole country, and not for the benefit of any set or class. 
bedy but a short while, but 1 wish to say that I am very sick and | This book is not to be provided for the agricultural people of 
tired of what—not having a better term of expression, and with- |,the country any more than for the professional orany other 
out any disrespect—I desire to term by the name of “ rot” that | of ple; and, in proportion to their numbers, it is used q 
has been indulged in on this occasion and on great many other | as largely by professional and other people as it is by the 
occasions. cultural population. 

I maintain that the farming class, above all people on earth,| But, Mr. Chairman,I rose more particularly to oppose 
are interested in the entire destruction of class legislation. I | substitute offered by the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. IP \ 
maintain, further, that they can not consistently come to this | TERSON]. If I understand his proposition, it provides for | 
body and ask for the abolition of class legislation if they seek it | publication of 500,000 copies of this work, either to be bound with 
for themselves. I say that the farming class, and those that are | the Agricultural Report or separately. 
their friends, should stand up in this House and say the back of | Mr. PATTERSON. In aseparate volume. 
our hands is turned against all class legislation of any kind or Mr. BROWN. [do not believe there is anyone upon th« 
character. of this House who sincerely desires that we shall provide for 

That is the only ground we can work on, because it is the | the publication of 500,000 copies of this work, unless it be m. 
broad ground of justice end right; and no man in this body can | friend from Tennessee himself. My earnest and enthusiast! 
utter a truth of greater importance to the class of people with | friend from South Dakota [Mr. PickLeR]—he is an Indian p' 
which [ have cast my lot. Tom not a town farmer. I have the | duction, and for that reason I like him, if for no other—asks for 
credit, or diseredit, as you may eall it, of living 18 miles from | only 40,000 copies. I think myself that there ought to be from 
the nearest town and railroad. I say that the agriculturists | fifty to seventy-five thousand copies of that work provided | 
have no respect for a reform of this kind. We do not ask for | in this bill. 
class legislation of this character, but all we do ask isafree| Ithink so, for the reason that, so far asmy experience soc 





field and fair fight in the battle of life. the demand for agricultural literature is continually on the in- 
Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima | crease. We have already distributed all of these books that 
question? were assigned to us, and we can all speak truthfully wher we 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him | say that we are constantly receiving inquiries about this work 
a question? Will you inform me if you are in favor of abolish- | I speak now for no particular class. Men who have livery sta 
ing the Department of Agriculture? bles, physicians, and others write for the book; merchants and 


« 
; 
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H 







1893. 


sntlemen of leisure write for it. yer 0 
ss to legislate upon this subject, to make this publication for 
eeneral welfare of the people, and I trust the House will 
“de from 50,000 to 75,000 copies of this work. 

i Mr. Chairman, I hope 
I want to 


ge 
gre 
the 
prov id £ 
* Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
y much that we shall now get along with the bill. 


ver f : . 
a ‘a word or two on this point, butif any other gentleman de- 
sires to speak I will not take the floor from him. 


Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. When this bill was under debate a few 
Aeuws 
oaaae and electrotype plates of all documents published by the 
Government. I understand the gentleman to say that if this 
document on Diseases of the Horse is desired by the people of 
this country, the plates can be sold and the publication be made by 
some private publishing house. L understand that this volume 
now costs the Government about50 cents percopy. Now,canthe 
chairman of the committee give us any assurance as to what price 
per volume the people of this country will have to pay if itceases 
to be a Government publication and passes into the hands of pri- 
vate publishers? 

! showed to the committee and the House a few weeks ago 
that the publication entitled Military Tactics, which was copy- 
righted by Hugh T. Reed, of Chicago, and which could be pur- 
chased at first for 40 cents a volume, costs at this time $1.50, as 
sold by Mr. Reed on the market. If this be true, I take it that 
if the volume now under consideration should be published by 
private publishing houses the people will pay twice or three 
times what it now costs the Government to publish it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There need be no diffi- 
culty about this matter. If one person undertakes to issue the 
publication at too high a figure somebody else will get duplicate 


lates from the Printing Office, and if two publishers combine | 
in a trust, so that the book is sold too high, then a third, a | 


fourth, and a fifth will be induced to publish the work, so that 
there is no danger of the price going beyond what the book is 
worth. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. Have we any assurance as to the num 
ber of publishing houses that will go into the enterprise of fur- 
nishing this publication? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; butif there is any 
jemand for it some printer can earn a living by printing the 
book. But that is not the question now before us. The section 
with which that question connects itself has been passed. I wish 
to address myself to the amendment of my colleague [Mr. Pat- 
YERSON], and then I hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. PATTERSON rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
|/Mr. PATTERSON]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire for a moment to 
reply to my friend from_,Missouri [Mr. HALL). 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I thought you wanted to 
ask me a question. /Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not think my friend from Missouri 
could go further than I would go in opposition to class legisla- 
tion; but the House will remember that not ten minutes before 
I offered this amendment this Committee of the Whole had 
agreed to print 500,000 copies of the Agricultural Report. Now, 
that is to all intents and purposes as much class legislation as 
the publication of the special report on the Diseases of the Horse. 

Mr. PICKLER. Far more. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I feel that the 
argument of my friend from Missouri falls entirely to the 
ground. 

I wish now to repeat that—— 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. On that point will the gentleman 
allow me a moment? 

Mr. PATTERSON. I yield for a question. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. ‘There is a distinction which ] 
wish gentlemen of the House to observe, because I donot desire 
to be put, and I do not think other members of the House ought 
to be put, in the position of voting for class legislation when 
they provide for the publication of these Agricultural Reports. 
These reports are annual publications, and they are supposed to 
embody each year the results of the experiments conducted in 
the Agricultural Department; they are the annual reports of the 
proceedings of that Department. 


I yield to my colleague 
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It is within the power of Con- 


ago section 53 was adopted, providing for the sale of stere- | 
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have been published in recent years by the Agricultural D 


ment, this book, so far as my observation extends, is in greatest 
demand among‘the agriculturists of this country. I know that 


lt am constantly in receipt of letters req 


iesting copies of this 





book. If itshould be published as a separate volume of the next 
Agricultural Report I would get only ab 800 or 900 copies for 
my entire district, which, I submit, would be a very limited sup- 
ply, in view of the fact that the book is so valuable. I submit 
that this book can be more economically published in co tion 
with the annual Agricultural Report of 1893 than in any « 
way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it be published asa 
arate volume, how can it be sent out any more cheaply w! 
couple it with the Agricultural Report 

Mr. PATTERSON. Is this the first instance in which the Ag 
ricultural Report has ever been published in two volum 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [tis. Thatrepo 
ways been published in one volume. 

Mr. PATTERSON. My recoliection is that it has appeared 
heretofore in more than one volume 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Never. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, I may be mistaken about tha So 
far as the provision for a separate volume is concerned, I have 
put that in at the suggestion of friends here, because it would be 
more convenient and useful in that shape; it could be preserved 


as a volume by itself; I think the public at large would prefer it 
in that form; and if it be published in connection with the Agri- 
cultural Report it certainly would not involve a very extraordi 
nary expense. [ submit that it could be published more cheaply 
this way than as a separate and independent volume 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I must be 
permitted a word or two inanswer tomy colleague|Mr. PATTE! 
SON]. The estimate for printing this book is 61 cents a copy. 
you print 500,000 copies (and that is the number proposed by this 
amendment) you tax the people over $300,000 for the printing ot! 
this one volume on the Diseases of the Horse. Now,the gentle 
man from South Dakota[Mr. PICKLER], who is extravagant (I say 
it with all respect) in his love for this book, ha ked only for 
the publication of 40,000 — 


Mr. PICKLER. Right there will you allow me a question? 
» i 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not now. Those 40.000 
copies, at 60 cents each, would cost $24,000. I was resisting that 


proposition; but here comes my colleague[Mr. PATTERSON] and 
proposes to incur an expense of $300,000 for the printing of this 
foot. It seems to me he does not think what he isdoing. | 
will cost just as much to print this book as a separate volum 
accompany the Agricultural Report as it would to print it inord 
nary form as a volume by itself. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I will remind my colleague that th: 
amendment of the gentleman from South Dakota proposed an 
annual publication of 40,000 copies. My amendment proposes a 
single publication in connection with the Agricultura! Report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I donot want to claim any 


~ 


+ 
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| credit for the suggestion; but if my colleague would modify hi 


amendment so as to provide for including this publication as a 
part of the regular Agricultural Report, it might not be so objex 
tionable. But when he undertakes to provide for publishi 
two volumes—the Agricultural Report of full size tothe numb 
of 500,000 copies, and then the same number of copies of th 


book on the Diseases of the Horse—it seems to me } 
altogether too far. 
I think we ought to limit it to one volume, and that o tnot to 


be larger than the usual report of the Agri 
culture. We do not want to spend all of the money for the pub 
lic printing, and the gentleman ought to move his amendment 
with some consideration of that fact 

Now, let me reply to another remark of the gentleman 


Secretary 0 


| South Dakota wherein he says that this book ought to be 


On the other hand, the publi- | 


cation of this work on the Diseases of the Horse isthe indefinite | 


reproduction of a book which has been issued tothe people her 
tofore and is now within their reach. 
Mr. PATTERSON. 


' 
as an annual report, because there are other annuil repo 
wish to say that the regular annual reports are new he 
is to say, they contain new matter every year. But the ger 
man’s proposition would involve the publication of the same t- 
ter year after year. That would be something entirel: 
novel in the history of the Government publications. We do 
print the annual reports each year, as I have said, but they are 
new material each year. Theyare supposed to contain new mat 
te But this publication which the gentleman provides for is 
a publication every year of the same identical matter 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman yield to m ra 


| question? 


In other words, according to my friend | 


from Indiana [Mr. CoopEr], if Cungress annually indulges in | 
olass legislation it is all right; but if it does it in a special in- | 
| of the one volume of Agricultural Reports? 


Stance itis all wrong. I do not understand that argument. 


Now, the fact about the matter is, that of all the books that 





Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. PATTERSON. You are versed in these mat \ 
would be the cost of the printing of the special report as a par 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. My opinion is, Mr. Chair 
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man, if you would insert the matter that goes into the special 
report in the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture, and 
have it understood at the same time that the re®ular annual re- 
port will be thereby enlarged but little, by leaving something 
out, it will not add much to the cost of the annual report of the 
Secretary of Agriculture. But if you make a separate volume, 
then we pay just as much for the special report on the Diseases 
of the Horse as we pay now for the annual report of the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture; that is to say, about 60 cents a volume, and 
the edition of 500,000 copies of the special report which is pro- 
vided for would entail an expense, as I have already shown, of 
about $300,000, 

Mr. PATTERSON. But my colleague has not quite answered 
my question. I understand the point that he is discussing now. 
But it is not my object to eliminate matter from the Agricul- 
tural Report. My object is not to reduce the Agricultural Re- 
port, but toextend the report, by including also the special work 
on the Diseases of the Horse. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
ought to be reduced. 

Mr. PATTERSON. WhatI want to know is as to the differ- 
ence in cost between the printing of the special report in one 
volume and the printing in two volumes—sep.arate volumes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There would be a great 
deal of difference. I can not tell you exactly without an esti- 
mate from the Printing Office, but certainly the binding of 
500,000 copies would add a very considerable expense. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Would not that be substantially all the 
difference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
item. 

Mr. PATTERSON. 
work as that? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [can not give the exact 
figures. I suppose anywhere from 25 to 40 cents. 

Mr. PATTERSON. For binding alone? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir; that is my judg- 
ment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it is very evident from the 
Jiscussion which has been proceeding in the committee that 
there is a disposition on the part of the members to vote for the 
publication of additional copies of the work known as Diseases 
of the Horse. Whether it is wise to do it or not I do not pro- 
ose to discuss, because I think the House or the committee—a 
Tome majovity of it—are in favor of the publication. 

Now, the question, and the practical question, it seems to me, 
8, first, how we shall publish the work under consideration; 
and, second, how many volumes ought to be published? First, 
on the point of the manner of publishing. I think it would be 
exceedingly unsatisfactory if additional copies of the work known 
as Diseases of the Horse ave to be published to include them 
in the annual report of the Secretary of Agriculture. And why? 
Because if it is to be included in this report it will, in the first 
place, make an exceedingly bulky volume, that will be handled 
with a great deal of difficulty. Secondly, if tne book is distrib- 
uted it will necessitate the sending of an Agricultural Report to 
every person to whom the work on the Diseases of the Horse is 
sent—two reports to one person—and will, therefore, result in 
distributing to about one-half of the number of persons that the 
work should be distributed to if published separate from each 
other. Third, there would be—and I desire to call the attention 
of the gentleman from Tennessee to this fact—a very little dif- 
ference in the cost of publishing the works separately and pub- 
lishing them together, unless the regular annual report on agri- 
culture is to be reduced in size in consequence of this combination 
of the two books in one. If the regular matter provided for in 
the annual report on agriculture is to be all included, it will 
make a volume as buiky as it ought to be without including in it 
the other volume on the Diseases of the Horse. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a suggestion? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iunderstand on consultation with friends 
that the next Agricultural Report will be probably a much 
smaller volume than usual, and that this special report on the 
Diseases of the Horse can be incorporated in it without making 
the volume too bulky. In view of that fact, Mr. Chairman, | de- 
sire to withdraw from the amendment the words “as a separate 
volume,” and let it goas originally prepared. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves the 
adoption of the amendment as amended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, just one word, toconclude. Ofcourse, 
if this volume is to be greatly reduced in bulk, then that par- 
ticular objection might be obviated, although it would not ob- 


If that goes in the other 


That would be the main 


Now what is the cost of binding such a 
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viate the first objection to which I have referred: but I ass, 
that this report, when the matter shall beentirely compleie 

it, will be of the usual bulk; and if so, then that it wil 
book that is altogether too large for usual distribution. 

Now, the only possible saving that there can be in putting { 
volumes in one is notin the entire binding, because each 
has to be bound up to the cover precisely the same, wh, 
published together or published separately, and it is si 
the outside cover that any saving will be made, which js 
large amount. 

It seems to me that the advantage that will be had in haying 
these books to distribute separately, thus providing a distrib. 
tion to twice the number of people withoutinvoiving the sendin 
of two books bound in one, where only one was wanted, \ 
accomplish greater good. 

Thirdly, as to the number of volumes, I do not think it is wise 
for this House to order the printing of 400,000 copies at this 
time of this work on the Diseases of the Horse. It seems to me 
that itisa larger number than is needed at this time. his 
book isstereotyped, and if future Congresses shall desire «ddi- 
tional volumes they can be ordered then; but for the presi nt j 
seems to me that 75,000, or 100,000 copies at the outside ought 
to suffice this Congress, and that we ought not, especially in the 
condition of the Treasury at the present time, to authorize the 

ublication of so large a number of volumes at such an expense 
fees 

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out all after the word “ pro- 
ye ag *and insert the matter which I have sent to the Clerk's 
desk, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlemen from Maine offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Ctork read as follows: 


me 
; Mike ag 
A 


hess 


= 
vould 


Strike out all after the word ‘*‘ provided” and insert ‘ that 75,000 copies of 
the Government work known as Diseases of the Horse be printed, 50,000 cop 
ies for the use of the House and 25,000 for the use of the Senate.”’ 


Mr. DINGLEY. I would not object to carrying it up toa 
hundred thousand, if it was very much desired. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to say that I am notso particula: 
about the form in which this publication is obtained, so that we 
obtain it in some form for our constituents; and I want to say, 
in reply to the chairman of the committee, that you must re- 
member the chairman of the committee, who is certainly a ver) 
efficient member in this House, is here for the purpose of keep- 
ing down the appropriations for printing. That is his leviti 
mate business, and he wishes, of course, to make as large a s\y 
ing as possible, if this bill shall ba adopted by the House: and 
so we must expect that he will try to trim these appropriations 
down all he possibly can. 

Now, the gentleman says that this book will be put out every 
year, and that is not like the Agricultural Report, because that 
is a new work every year. I want to ask the gentleman if there 
are not studies and investigations being made by the Agricul 
tural Department every year in regard to the diseases of the horse 
and all that pertains to the horse, just the same as in all the 
other departments of agriculture; and if it was an annual pubi- 
cation, would not there be enough new matter in that respect, 
the same as in any other agricultural report? 

Further, gentlemen, if one of my constituents gets one of these 
horse books this year he will not get it next year, but some 
other constituent will; and is it nota new matter to my other 
constituent next year, just the same as it is to the one who ie- 
ceives it this year? These books are not duplicated. You do 
not send them to the same man, as you do the Agricultura! Re- 
port, but even if it runs for ten years, you would not supply | 

our constituents. The book is new to.each man who receives 
ltevery year. 

Now, the gentleman from [llinois{Mr. LANE] is the only wit- 
ness that I have ever heard testify on the other side of this 
case. I have offered a good many resolutions in this Housre for 
the publication of this book, and I have received a large num- 
ber of letters in regard to it from horsemen and menengaged in 
business where horses are employed; from veterinary surgeons, 
from many other people, and I have only had the highest com- 
mendations of this book. ; 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there can be no other reasonable pos! 
tion. Does not thisGovernment employ the very best talent } 0s- 
sible to make this study and to develop the matter that goes into 
this book? Is it possible that the gentleman from Illinois under- 
takes to tell us that not only are the people all fools, and do not 
know what they want when they call for this book, but that the 
Agricultural eerenens has employed a lot of nincompoops to 
get up this book 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, | desire to offer a sub 
stitute. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


od. That there shall be published 30,000 copies of the publication of 
, Agricultural Department known as special report on Diseases of the 
me “©"- 000 for the use of the Senate and 25,000 for the use of the House of 


Horse, 
Representatives. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words to 
the committee. The appropriations for printing, without the 
extra session, amount to about $3,000,000 per annum. That is 
what it has cost the Government. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Three million six hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Three million six hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is what it was last 
yr. SAYERS. Now, that is the expenditure without the ad- 
ditional cost of printing incident to the extra session of Congress. 
After this extra session of Congress shall have concluded, the 
cost of printing will for the present fiscal year be nearly $4,000,- 
000, When the deficiency bill comes up for consideration, in 
order to supply the money necessary for the Printing Office, it 
will be found that a deficiency appropriation amounting to nearly 
a million dollars will be required. 

I want tocaution gentlemen against making these large expend- 
itures. Whenthesum total of our expenditures for this year shall 
be reached, and shall amount to over $500,000,000, gentlemen will 
think it very strange that the Committee on Appropriations, 


Py 


and the other committees which have charge of appropriation 


bills, have not cut down and trimmed their bills in order that 
the appropriations of this year should not reach $500,000,000, not 


thinking that by amendments offered in this House, and passed | 


hy this House, the appropriations for printing for the present 


fiscal year will be more than half a million dollars in excess of | 


those of any previous year. 

Now, I warn gentlemen right here, and especially do I warn 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON], as to the ex- 
tent of your appropriation for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will my friend just for a moment yield 
to a suggestion there? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not yield for a speech. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I willreply to the gentleman—— 


Mr. PICKLER. The chairman of the Committee on Printing | 


suggests that this bill will save a great deal of money. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But if you get in anorder 
for 300,000 copies of this report there will not be much reduc- 
10n. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, I was about to say that 
jhe proposition is to print this special report on the Diseases of 
the Horse in the Agricultural Report. Now, the Secretary of 


Agriculture can, as lam informed, eliminate matter that is noth- | 
ing like so valuable to the farmers as this special report; and it | 
seems to me that other matter might be eliminated in such a | 
manner that there would be no material addition to the cost of | 


printing the Agricultural Reportin that form to the ordinary cost 
of printing the Agricultural Report. You have already author- 
ized the printing of 500,000 copies of the Agricultural Report. 


Mr. SAYERS. Now, will the gentleman from Tennessee add | 


a clause to his amendment directing the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture to eliminate from the Agricultural Report, of which 500,000 
copies have been ordered by the House, a sufficient quantity of 
matter so as to include in its place a reprint of this horse book 
without additional cost to the Government? If he will do that, 
I have no objection to the proposition; but what I do want is 
to call the attention of this House, both sides of this House, to 
the fact that the revenues accruing to the Treasury are steadily 
declining, and that itis the duty of every member of this House, 
without regard to party, to bring the appropriations clearly 
within the revenue. I trust the House will do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Justa moment, Mr. Chairman. I want 
to say to the Committee of the Whole House that my proposi- 
tion is an economical one. I want to say, in addition to that, it 
provides for 30,000 copies, 25,000 copies for the use of the House 
and 5,000 for the use of the Senate. In the meantime, when the 
next Congress assembles, if they want 30,000 copies let them at- 
tend to that for themselves. I propose to provide for this Con- 
gress, and for this Congress alone. In addition to that, Mr. 
Chairman and gentlemen, [ want the book bound as a separate 
volume or not atall. If youmixit up with the Agricultural Re- 
port you will have tosend the Agricultural Report to every man 


who wants a horse book, and vice versa. It will be more ex- | 


pensive, as the gentleman has said, by a great deal than this 


proposition of mine; and now I ask the committee to accept my | 
amendment, ordering the printing of 30,000 copies, which can be | 


done at a cost of 60 cents a copy, making altogether $18,000. 
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| 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the amend- 
ment offered by the gentlemin from Tennessee [Mr. PAT ?ER- 


SON], after which the amendment to the amendment, offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, will be read, and then the substi 


tute, offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 10, page 32, the words P ed, Thatin the 
Agricuitural Report for 1893, the special report on the Diseases of t! rse 
shall be printed.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the original proposition, offered 
| by the gentleman from Tennessee. The Clerk will now report 
| the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maine. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


| Amend by striking out all after the word ‘ Provided,” and insert * That 75,000 

| copies of the Government work known as Diseases of the Horse be p i 
50,000 copies for the use of the House and 25,000 for the use of the Sens 

| Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, in order to test the judgment 
of the House as to the smaller number, 30,000, | move to ike 
out ‘* seventy-five ’ and insert ‘‘ thirty.” Let the vote be taken 


on that, and if it be rejected, the vote can then recur on the 
75.000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine will please 
state his amendment in the language in which he desires it to 
appear. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five ” and in- 
sert “thirty.” I make the motion simply to test the sentim nt 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. What number of copies does th 
| man propose for the House, and what number for the $ 
| Mr. DINGLEY. L will arrange that subsequent 
amendment shall prevail. 
| The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the entire substi- 
tute. 

The substitute was read, as above. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The question is first on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Maine. 

The question being taken on Mr. DINGLEY’S amendment, the 
Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let there be a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on thesubstitute pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, [ desire to make a parliamen- 
tary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I understood that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] firstoffered an amendment providing 50,000 copies 
| for the House and 25,000 copies for the Senate, 75,000 in all, and 
then moved to amend that, and that we voted on hisamendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine modified his 
amendment so as to make the number 30,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I moved to amend the amendment and that 
has been voted down; which leaves my amendment now standing 
| proposing to print 75,000 copies. 
| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand it, be- 
| cause the amendment would not have been in order in that de- 
| gree. The Chair understood the gentleman to modify his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was only an amendment in the second de- 
| gree. I moved an amendment to an amendment, and an amend- 
| ment to that was in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No. The first proposition was offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee | Mr. PATTERSON], and the gen- 
tleman’s amendment was an amendment in the second degree. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that proposition was accepted and made 
the original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man from Tennessee |[Mr. PATTERSON] to accept it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, if that is not so, of course I am wrong; 
but practically it makes no difference. 
| Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment,the same as that offered by the gentleman from Maine, 
and to have it pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

That 75,000 copies of the Government work known as Dise 
Horse be printed; 50,000 for the use of the House and 25,000 for 
the Senate. 
| Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the Chair to state 

the parliamentary situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The original amendment is the amend- 

ment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PATTER- 
| SON]. The gentleman from South Dakota/[Mr. PICKLER] now 
offers an amendment to that amendment, which has just been 
reported by the Clerk. A substitute for both is pending, offered 
| by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 





ises of the 
the use of 
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Mr.SPRINGER. Let that be read and voted upon. 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota offers 
nt to the amendment, and that is first in order. 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Is the original proposition 


an mendm 


} 


which is pending the amendment of my colleague from Tennes- 
see |Mr. PATTERSON]? 

The CHATRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That calls for 500,000 cop- 
1es 


The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. How is an amendment 
which calls for 75,000 copies consistent with that unless the 
proposition is to strike out 500,000 and insert 75,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the proposition. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The Chair 
stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


has not 


The Chair was in error if he did not so 


state, because that is the amendment of the gentleman from | 


South Dakota. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Does that carry with it only 75,000 copies 
of the Agricultural Report? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not relate to the Agricultural 
Report at all. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ike out all after the word ‘provided "' and insert the following: “That 


75,000 copies of the Government work known as Diseases of the Horse be | 


printed; 50,000 copies for the use of the House and 25,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate 

The CHAIRMAN. The question will now be taken on the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
South Dakota. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 79, noes 17; so the 
amendment of Mr. PICKLER was agreed to. 

Mr. MORSE. Lrise toa parliamentary inguiry. 
now to move to amend so as to change the ratio between the 
Senate and the House? The proportion for the Senate, as the 
proposition now stands, is too Seam. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itisthe ordinary proportion, which has been 
established from time immemorial. It can not be changed with- 
out making trouble. 

Mr. MORSE. I think it can. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] 
would be a reconsideration of action already taken by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and would not be in order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I desire to withdraw my substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The substitute being withdrawn, the 
question is on the original proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], as amended on the motion of the gen- | 


tleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let it be read as it now stands. 

The Clerk read as vllows: 

Add after line 10, page 32, these words: ‘‘Provided, That75,000 copies of the 
Government work known as Diseases of the Horse be printed; 50,000 copies 
for the use of the House and 25,000 copies for the use of the Senate. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. If it be in order, { would like to move to 
amend by striking out 50,000 copies as the proportion for the 
House, and inserting 60,000, and by striking out 25,000 as the 
proportion for the Senate, and inserting 15,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. In response to the inquiry of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], a few momentsago, the 
Chair stated that such an amendment would not be in order, as 
it would involve a reconsideration of the actionof the Commit- 
tee of the Whole. But the Chair now finds that he misunder- 
stood the parliamentary situation, and that the amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
just stated it. 

Mr. MORSE. 
offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, without objection, will 
be considered as having been offered by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. It will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out ‘50 and insert “60;'’ so as to read, ‘60,000 ;"' and strike out 


“25° and insert ‘ 15,"’ so as to read ‘15,000; " making the clause read: 
“Sixty thousand copies for the use of the House and 15,000 copies for the 


use of the Senate.” 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, is debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It ia, 

Mr. MORSE. I will occupy justaminute. Every manon this 
floor knows that members of the House of Representatives have 
very many more calls upom them than members of the Senate 
for these documents, notwithstanding the fact that Representa- 


Then I move the amendment as I have 


That is the amendment which I was about to 


‘ | 
50 | 


Ts itin order | 
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| tives are so much more numerous. I submit 

| ment I have proposed contemplates a just 

| and ought to prevail. 

| Mr. DINGLEY. While it might be desirab| 

viewing this whole question of the division of Gov: 

| lications between the two Houses, to endeavor to b 

| modification, we must bear in mind that this is th 

| that we have adopted as a basis of division betw 

| Houses all through this bill; and it has been adopter 

| spect to all our Government publications. There isso 
that if we should undertake to disturb the existing 
sion we might lose this whole proposition. | 


that 


Givisioy 


think 

| ter maintain the division which has heretofore pre, 

| out any attempt to change it at this time. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would not say 

| this amendment except for the reference of the gent 

| Maine to the division made in this bill. We have 

lowed the division which has existed for many, man 
Mr. DINGLEY. That is true. 

| Mr. MORSE. But itis unjust, nevertheless. 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have no ide: 

Senate will depart from the division which has preva 

| tofore; but [ do not oppose the amendment. 

| The question being taken, the amendment was rej 

| The CHAIRMAN. 





The question is now on the origi 
osition of the gentleman front Tennessee [Mr. RICHAR 
amended on motion of the gentleman from South Dal 
PICKLER]. 

| Mr. WEADOCK. 
desk, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 10, 1 aragraph 2, section 76, add the following word 

| ‘Copies of said Agricultural Report shall be apportioned amon; 

atives according to the number and population of agricultural « 
their respective districts, provided that at least 50 copies be allowe 
Representative.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make the point o! 
that we have already settled this distribution by a positive 
and that it is not in order now to change the division as alr 
agreed on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ord 
the gentleman insists on it. 

The Clerk (continuing the reading) read as follows: 

Of the report of the Bureau of Ethnology, 8,000 copies; 1,000 for 
ate, 2,000 for the House, and 5,000 for distribution by the Bureau of 
ogy 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Mr. Chairman, it seems to n 
we are proceeding with undue haste. The suggestion 
was made to us by the chairman of the Committee on Ap; 
ations [Mr. SAYERS] was, it seems to me, very timely, a1 
which ought to attract the attention and command the « 
erationof thiscommittee. Weare taking action here nov 
| will come back to us hereafter when we are called upon t 
appropriations. I would like to ask the chairman of th 
mittee on Printing whether it is not a fact that we ha\ 
stored somewhere in this building, or perhaps in oth 
ings, a large number of the documents mentioned in th 
or such documents as we are now providing shall be print 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. T 
ports that we are now providing for are annual repo! 
| are printed from year to year, and there can not be st 

iny of these reports which have not yet been printed. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Iam not referring especiall; 
reports for this year; but I say, have we not stored awa: 
of like reports? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
are stored away. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Is it not true that we ha\ 
called upon to provide a storehouse for these documen' 
not the Government been called on te rent various places 
storage of documents of this kind? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. 


I move the amendment which ] 





a ES 


[t may be that +s 


Yes, sir; that is t 
Now, I would like to ask the ¢« 
man whatis the necessity for our printing these documen 
it has been demonstrated by actual experience that nobod 
them; that nobody will take them? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


no 


I think the gentlem 
sumes a little too much when he says that ‘“‘ nobedy”’ wants th 
Beeause of the fact that we find here occasionally a nu: 
members, two or three or a half-dozen, who do not want 
and thereby these worksaccumulate, that does notrepresent | 
whole number by any means. We take the publications 
rule, and are glad to get them and send them out. I would like 
to have more of them myself. We send all out that we can g¢ 
There will be no accumulation of these I am satisfied. 
Mr. Chairman, these publications mentioned in the paragraph 
of the bill we are now considering are the annual publication 
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Government: and I beg the attention of the committee to 


* et. that we have reduced every one of them, I believe 

it exception, largely. Take the one that has just been 
wand. the report of the Bureau of Ethnology. There is a reduc- 
‘ » this bill in that publication of 7,500 copies. They cost 
] "$2.25 a copy, a5 near as [ean getatit; at all events a little 
0 39, So that in this one publicati ion, by the amendment of 
ty nnmittee in reporting this bill, we have saved $1 da 


to the G rOV ernment. and therefore it seems to me it ough 


ert « 


passed wil thou { objection. 
BLACK ol! Georgia. Ought it to pass if we can sav $10,- 
nore? 
ir. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think we have reduced 
the number as low as possible with safety to the Government. 
the 





We called the superintendent of » Bureau before us, and he 
testi ied that this number of . wies that we } ft in the is ab- 
¢ ‘ssary for distri ) On. 
AC K of Georgia. Let me ask the gentleman further 
lo ik that 1 he provisi ym for 3. ) copies of the re} ort ol 
the Bureau of Ethnology for the use of the House, is absolutely 
a 





r, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think so. I think it 
ry good and important publication. It isa valuable work 
cer inly; a very valuable one to many members from sections 
where there are scientific schools or establishments of that kind. 
There is quite adem und o it in many parts of the country. 
BAILEY. I would like toask the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee what is the saepoes of the work? 
» RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This is the report on eth- 
neees 
BAILEY. Yes; but whatis the object of publishing it 
by "eal 7;Overnment? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the centl man ever 
examined it? 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir; I have. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
just as competent to testify as I am. 
Mr. BAILEY. amg gentleman answers my question by ask- 
ing another. I hope he will give the information I have asked 
for. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not say, of course, 
what would suit the taste of my friend from Texas. If he would 











Then the gentleman is 


like te inquire and learn anything about ethnology he will find | 


the information in this work. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. What proposition is pending before the committee’ 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment pending. The 
Chair has been indulging this debate by consent of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. ThenI will offer an amendment if 
necessary. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will p 
mit me I will move to strike out the last word, a pro forma 
amendment. 

I was goingon to say, Mr. Chairman, that these are very sci- 
entific and valuable productions, and are valuable not on 
ourselves and our Government, but to all scientific people every- 
where. I donot undertake to say that they would suit my friend 


literature, but they do suit the taste 


mly to 





+ 


from Texas, or his taste for 
of many people. 

Ir. BAILEY. Thatis precisely the point that I wanted to de- 
velop. Then this is an effort to promote science, as I understand 
it. Now, the only power of Congress to promote science is d: 
rived from the Constitution which expressly authorizes it ‘‘ 1 
promote the progress of science and the useful arts.” How 
Not by publishing and distributing such works as these, but by 
securing to authors and inventors the exclusive use of their writ 
ings or inventions for a limited time. And,asI take it, when 
Congress has done that it has exh: us ted its power to promot 
= ~oK of science and the useful arts. 

Ir. BELTZHOOVER. Mr.Cha irs man, I offer an amend 
to ‘this section, or paragraph, of the bill. 

The Clerk read as illows 3: 


Amend by increasing the number in line 46, page 35, to ‘‘ 14,000 
line 47 change “ 1,000’ to **3,000,”’ and “2,000” to ** 6,000,” 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentlema: 
charge of this bill, the chairman of the committee, will = me 
his attention, I desire to say that this is one of the most valuab 
publications made by the Government. The demand for i by 
the institutions of learning, and by gentlemenof ulturs ) sence rh- 
out the country, is as great relativelyas the demand for the Ag 
ricultural Report. 

I believe, therefore, that while I might agree with the gentle- 

man from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] as to the paternalism of the Gov- 
ernment involved in this question, and that I might justify n 
self in voting against publishing anything whatever by the Gov- 
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| 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
people can get these documents just as well through the Depart- 
ments;and the Departments, as we all know, will take, above 
all things else, a list from a member of Congress and advice 
from him as to how to distribute these documents. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him if he ever tried that experiment? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I have; and I am trying it 
to-day in the Interior Department. 

Mr, BELTZHOOVER. Have you ever gone to one of those 
bureaus with twenty-five or fifty names and gota favorable reply? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will say this, that Iam a 
new member of Congress, and do not pretend to know the one hun- 
dred and sixty-fifth part of what I ought to know, much less 
what is to be known about things lying around ioose in Wash- 
ington about the Departments [laughter]; but I do know this, 
that one of the first communications I received from the Agri- 
cultural Department was to send anumber of names of parties to 
whom I wanted articles distributed. One of the first communi- 
cations [received from the Interior Department was a like com- 
munication, and I was glad to comply with both so far as that 
was concerned, 

Now, what I want to impress upon the committee is that we 
should control this distribution which is carried on at a large 
expense, 

Mr. SIMPSON, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? I want to ask the gentleman when he received that 
communication from the Agricultural Department did not they 
suggest to him that the gentleman's name should be sent on the 
articles to be sent from that Department, so that the parties re- 
ceiving them would understand that the gentleman had sent 
them? 

Vir. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I believe they did. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Well, then, did not that have the same effect 
as if the gentleman had sent them, and while the Departments 
are distributing them in this way, at your request, are you not 
in effect distributing the books? 

Mr. WILLIAMSo!f Mississippi. I am not talking about the ef- 
fect, but I willcome to itin this way. Inmy district, Senators 
distribute documents; in my district I distribute them, and the 
Department also distribute them. Here is a man known to be 
a live, talking Democrat. He gets four documents; and another 
man, who, perhaps, would get more good out of these documents, 
getsnone. Now, my idea is that the objectof these publications is 
to distribute them where they will do the most good. The next 
idea in my mind is this, that the very main object in the mind 
of the Democratic party at present is to put the Government 
back upon an economic footing. Now, you have just had the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations calitag our at- 
tention to the fact that if we are to go on increasing Gees re- 
ports of committees that there will come up behind us the neces- 
sity finally to make appropriations to pay for these things. I 
shall oppose this proposition, and I desire to offer amendments 
to the section. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me just a moment? 
I know he wants to be fair. Now, he thinks that these 5,000 
copies should be left for distribution by the Department. You 
leave them in control of their distribution. I think it is dan- 
gerous legislation to leave them for their distribution, and it is 
a matter of patronage with the Department. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I will offer an amendment 
that I think the gentleman will agree to, that this distribution 
shall be given with the advice of the Senators and Representa- 
tives from the State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to offer some amend- 
ments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to the gentle- 
man so that he may offer his amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I am going 
to offer some amendments which are rather radical in their na- 
ture. In lines 12 and 13—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
that there is an amendment now pending, and an amendment 
to the amendment. At this stage a substitute would be inorder. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say that these amendments offered by these gentlemen ought 
not to prevail. If we are going to economize, the only way to 
do it is to reduce the number of documents printed. We have 
reduced this from 15,500 to 8,000, asaving of about $15,000 or $16,- 
000 in this one publiction. Now, the distribution we make is 
1,000 for the Senate and 2,000 for the House and 5,000 for the 
Department. Now, I say- 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can not do that. 
make this statement. That is the best distribution that ¢ 
made of this document. 

I assertthat, Mr. Chairman. Gentlemen go upon the ide 
if the Department gets these copies they are lost to the country 
but if my friend, after distributing his share, wants to get « eo) 
or 2 copies, or 3 copies, all he has to do is to ask the chief of 
bureau to supply A, B, or C with a copy or copies of th: 
ment, and if thechief has got them he will send them to th. 
tleman’s constituent and accompany them with a letter s; 
that they are sent at the request of the Representative. 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] comp),i; 
that each member does not get enough of these documents under 
the bill, but what does he propose? He sys that the number 
proposed in the bill, 6, is not sufficient, thatit must be increase 
and thereupon he proposes to increase it toll. Now, if 6 coni 
will not meet the demand, certainly 11 will not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It will come nearer to it, thous! 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON] comes along and proposes to increns 
number so that each member shall have about 13. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Ido not increase the number to be p 


at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Youdo increase the 
ance of members, though, giving them about 13 each, instead of 
6, as the bill proposes. Now, each member represents about 
from 30,000 to 35,000 male voters and there are about as many 


ladies, making 60,000 or 70,000 grown people ineach district. It 
is obvious that you can not supply all those people with 13 or 
with 11 copies of these documents any more than youcould with 
6, and I insist that we ought not to undertake to supply any 
thing like the demand that may be created in a Congressional 
district for a valuable publication like this. 

Let each member have 6 copies, and inasmuch as this is 
more or less a scientific publication, if he wants to supply th 
libraries in his district, he will have his 6 copies for that pur- 

ose, but we can not undertake to meet the whole demand un- 
ess we are prepared to bankrupt the Treasury. I think we 
have provided copies enough. I think we ought to begin to 
economize and to keep it up upon every Government publica- 
tion. The Committee on Printing, recognizing that, have put 
the knife to every annual publication of the Government, except 
that of the Department of Agriculture. Gentlemen here have 
railed about discrimination against the report of the Secretary 
of Agriculture, but the fact is that we have treated that more 
liberally than any other publication; we make no reduction in 
the number of the Agricultural Reports published, while, 2s | say, 
we have applied the knife to every other publication; and | do 
insist that members on this side of the House especially ought 
not to increase these publications beyond the number contained 
in the bill. Gentlemen havedemanded that we shall economize, 
and the only way to do it is to reduce the number of these docu- 
ments published, and the committee propose to do that. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gent eman yield for a ques- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
nessee has expired. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Well, I will move to strike out the 
last word, and ask him a question which he may answer in my 
time. If these publications are made, as I understand they are, 
for the benefit of institutions of learning and public libraries, 
ought we not to publish enough of them to be able tosend a copy 
to each public library in our districts? This allowance of 6 
copies, which the gentleman proposes, is not half enough to 
supply the libraries in my district, and will compel me to make 
an unpleasant discrimination against a majority of these beneti- 
cent institutions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill provides that 
whenever there is an edition of 5,000 copies printed, 10 per cent 
of them shall be sent tothe superintendent of documents in the 
Interior Department, and he apportions them to the designated 
depositories throughout the country, so that the gentlemin’s 
district will get its share. , 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
number—500—will notallow members and Senators mor 
1 additional volume, for there are 440 members and Sen: tor 
both bodies. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
each member. Ss 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Well, there are fourteen public li- 
braries in my district, and even if I should get the odd volume 
which his generosity offers I would have only 7 copies. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But they are not all desig- 
nated depositories. a 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. They are all designated depositories 
under the law, and can not get these books under this provision, 
and I hold that in printing a valuable book like this, while we do 
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+ undertake to distribute it indiscriminately, we ought to print 
onan copies to be able to supply all the public libraries with 


Mr RICHARDSON of Tennessee. You can not do that with- 
out bankrupting the Government. | 

Wr BELTZHOOVER. Oh, it is a mere pretense to assert 
that this would bankrupt the Government. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

' cansas. 

gentleman from Kan . ip 

°'Mr. SIMPSON. Before that vote is taken, Mr. Chairman, I 
wish to say that my amendment does not increase the number of 
these documents to be printed. It merely takes 4,000 copies from 
the bureau and distributes them amongst the members of the 
House and the Senate. Therefore it does not increase the ex- 
pense of the publication at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMP- 
oN], which will be reported by the Clerk. The amendment was 
read, as follows: 

Page 83, line 47, strike out ‘“‘one” after the word ‘“ copies”’ 

two: game line strike out ‘‘two” after the word “Senate 

ive: line 48, after the word “and,” strike out“ five’ and insert “‘ one 
that the provision will read: ‘“Ofthe report of the Bureau of Ethnology, 
$000 copies; 2,000 for the Senate, 5,000 for the House, and 1,000 for distribu 
tion by the Bureau of Ethnology.” 


and insert 


so 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZ- 
HOOVER] as amended by the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Of the report of the Geological Survey, 12,000 copies; 3,000 for the Senate, 
6.000 for the House, 3,000 for distribution by the Geological Survey 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I move to amend the paragraph by 
striking out after the word ‘‘ copies” the word “ three,” and in- 
serting ‘ two;” by striking out after the word *‘ Senate” the word 
“six,” and inserting ‘‘ eight;” and by striking outafter the word 

House ” the word ‘‘three,” and inserting ‘‘ two,” so that the 
paragraph will read: 

Of the report of the Geological Survey, 12,000 copies; 2,000 for the Senate, 
8,000 for the House, and 2,000 for distribution by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. Chairman, the document referred to in this paragraph is 
very valuable, and one which members of Congress are fre- 
quently called on to supply. I donotsee why the Senate should 
have a greater proportionate number of this document than the 
House; nor do I see why we should assign for distribution by the 
bureau a greater number of copies than my amendment provides 
for. No member can supply all the demands that are made upon 
him for this publication, I think the amendment I have offered 
contemplates an equitable distribution, and I do not see why it 
should not be accepted by the chairman of the committee. It 
does not increase the aggregate number of volumes, but simply 
changes the proportionate distribution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. As I understand, this 
amendment does not increase the aggregate number to be 

rinted, but simply provides a change as to the distribution. | 
have no idea that the Senate will agree to this proposition, but 
I do not oppose thefamendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The following reports required by law to be made to Congress shall not be 
printed unless the printing be recommended by the head of the Department 
making the same, and ordered by concurrent resolution of Congress, namely 
Report of contracts for conveying the mails, report of fines and deductions 
in the Post-Office Department, and accounts of the First Comptroller of the 


Treasury, and the report of the proceedings of the annual meetings of the 
Board of Supervising Inspectors of Steam Vessels. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In order to make the par- 
agraph just read more intelligible, Loffer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 203 and 204 the words: ‘“‘And accounts of the First 
Comptroller of the Treasury,” aud insert in lieu thereof the words “ the re 
port of the Treasury accounts by him from time to time rendered to and set 
Ued with the First Comptroller.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Of the annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency, 10,000 copies 
1,000 for the Senate, 2,000 for the House, and 7,000 for distribution by the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The committee inadvert- 
ently omitted one of the annual publications. To remedy the 
omission, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 241 insert the following: 


“The annual report of the Commissioner of Navigation in the Treasury 
Department, 1,000 copies for the Senate, 2,000 copies for the House, 1,000 cop- 


’ and insert | 
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ies for distribution by the Commissioner; and of the annual List Mer 

chant Vessels of the United States, 5,000 copies for distribution by the Treas 
ury Department 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Vice-President and each Senator, 44 copies x wy 
and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, ea 2 es 1 ve 
and Delegate, 22 copies; and to Clerk and Sergeant-at-A », 
each 2 copies; to be supplied daily as originally pub i i 
and permanent form bound only in half Russia, or ir 13 
each may elect 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by adding after t ura 
graph just read, the following: 

Provided, That there shall be 2 additional copies he CONGRI NAI 
RECORD of the extraordinary session of the Fifty-third Congress i 1 
each Representative and Delegate 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that in view of the im nt 
matters which have been discussed during this extraordinary 
session, and the special demand that there is for the C tES- 
SIONAL RECORD containing our proceedings, it would be 1 to 

| provide for this small increase, only 20 additional copies f ch 
Representative and Delegate. There has never before, [1 ., 
been such general interest in our proceedings and such 8 

| on the part of the people to understand what is being dis ed 
by members. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Asasubstitute for the amend nt 
of the gentleman from South Dakota |Mr. PIcKLER] [ move to 
amend by inserting after the words “ may elect” the following 

Toeach ofsuch eight public or school libraries as shall ignate is 

| purpose by each Representative and Delegate in Congr one copy 8 
daily RECORD 

Mr. Chairman, this is a substantial amendment and one of a 
permanent nature, intended to control to the extent stated the 
distribution of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD hereafter. lacgree 
entirely with the remarks of the gentleman from Mississippi 
against putting into the hands of members of Congress the pro- 
miscuous distribution of public documents. I believe that no 
great good is subserved thereby. I[donotsubscribe toany prop 
osition which treats documents printed for public distribution as 
the personal perquisites of membors of Congress. 

This amendment proposes to place copies of the CONGRES 
SIONAL RECORD, not where they will advance the fortunes or 





ambition of any individual, but where they will supply a want of 


the public. We have already a like provision with reference to 
the distribution of the Patent Office Gazette. Each member of 
Congress is allowed to name eight libraries in his Congressional 
district where the Patent Office Gazette shall be deposited, so 
that it may be within the reach of those who desire to refer to 
it. The provision of my amendment will virtually increase the 
number of copies allowed to each member in a much larger pro- 
portion than may appear on the face of the proposition. If you 
put 8 copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in libraries to be 
designated by the Representative—where they can be cor ted 
by the public who have access to those libraries. you se one 


hundred times more people than if those 8 copies were placed at 
the personal disposition of the member. 


If you give the members of this House the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD for personal distribution, they will go to personal or 
political friends or perhaps the newspapers, and undoubtedly to 
that extent you will aidin the distribution of the REcoRbD. [But 
if you put them in a library, or a permanent institution—eight 
designated in each Congressional district that will be within the 
reach of the people generally—they can be then used as works of 
reference and reach a very much larger number of the peopl» than 
they can possibiy reach under the present system of distribution. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama, Willthe gentleman tell mé how many 


districts there are in the United States that have eight public 
libraries? 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Iam not able to state to the ven- 
tleman how many districts are supplied with the number of pub- 
lic libraries I have designated. lLamsorry to think there would 
be any Congressional district within the limits of the United 
States in which you could not find at least eight libraries. My 
amendment prescribes no particular kind of library. It may be 
a high-school library, an academic library, a town library, or a 
county library, or a city library. The matter of the distribution 
to the various libraries of whatever character, would be left en- 
tirely to the members themselves, and it would be supposed that 


they would designate those libraries which would be most acces- 


sible to the greatest number of people. I scarcely think there 
is a Congressional district in the United States in which there 
could not be found at least eight libraries, of some charicter 
suitable to receive this publication. If thers be no s im- 
ber in any dis:rict in the country, then [ am in favor of s-nding 
this work and laying the foundation of such libruries by f ish- 
ing them to begin with the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Now, the RECORD is fast becoming a work of reference, and it 
is mainly as a work of reference tht it is valuable. It is often 
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se 


the case thit the constituents of the members on this floor de- 
sire to know simply how a vote was had on a certain question, 


how their Representative was recorded upon it. Perhaps that | 
is all the RecoRD would be required for ordinarily. If there is | 


a place in the county where it is known that the RecorpD is kept 
on file in current numbers, where parties can refer to it and see 


how the Representatives have voted on or discussed such and | 
such questions, at such and such times, it would be a very great | 


convenience to the people. This amendment would also greatly 
relieve members of Congress without taking away any of the 
number of RECORDS now allowed them under existing law. 

[ilere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SM[TH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
amendment to the pending amendment. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Indiana has offered a substitute. If proper, this 
perhups may be regarded as an amendment to the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment to the amendment will be 
read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 76, on page 43, line 292, strike out ‘“‘ twenty-two,” and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘fifty.’ 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, in support of that 
amendment I simply desire to say this, that the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD is one of the most valuable documents to our constitu- 
ents that we can possibly secure for them from the Government. 

Now, most of us have a number of counties in our Congres- 
sional districts—I have in mine, nine, or will have at the next elec- 
tion. I have ten now, and under the presentarrangementI have 
but two copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD that I can fur- 
nish to each of the different counties. 

Iam proud to ~ 4 that in my district I have fourteen public 
libraries. I furnish to each public library a copy of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and I have plenty of calls from constitu- 
ents outside for copies of this publication. I believe if we would 
spend more money in furnishing additional copies of the CoNn- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD and less money in publishing worthless 
documents the people of this country will be much betterserved. 

I believe this amendment which gives to each member fifty 
copies instead of twenty-two ought to meet the sanction and ap- 
proval of every member of this body. 

Mr. COFFFEN. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the cireum- 
stances, we have an amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
South Dakota, and an amendment just offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER] to that amendment, and a substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. LIoffered mine as an amendment to 
the substitute, because, as I understood it, there was an amend- 
ment to the original proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, theChair regards it as.an amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Very well. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Iam in favor of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Illinois. The number ef copies which the 
members receive of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD if considera- 
bly increased would be highly appreciated by our constituents. 

Now, awordas to tothe subjectof the distribution.of thesedocu- 
ments generally. Theargument that those who distribute them 
independently of the members of Congress are supposed to do it 
more impartially I think is not correctly founded. A member of 
Congress not only knows the needs, qualifications, and desires of 
his constituents and knows the various libraries of his district, but 
is better ablo to determine what character of Government pub- 
lications each one ought to receive, but also knows what will 
meet the approved judgment of the peuple in his district. 

Again, touching the merits of the amendment itself. Fifty 
copies is asmall number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for 
each member of Congress. I have had so many calls for them 
from libraries, newspapers, political. clubs, even from ladies’ elubs 
and societies who take an interest in the State of Wyoming in 
considering the condition and movement of public affairs and 
the proceedings of Congress, together with calls from other en- 
terprising people outside of clubs who want copies for their own 
use, that [am unable to furnish even a considerable fraction of 
whut is called for. 

And one point more, Mr. Chairman, showing why I hope that 
this amendment will pass. We providein this bill for the print- 
ing of a few copies of the statutes and laws that are passed here 
in Congress. We make no provision for the general distribu- 
tion of these laws throughout the United States, among the 
65,000,000 people. Those who may oppose this increase in the 
quota of CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS are moving in the direction 
of limiting even still further their opportunity to know what laws 
are passed and what are te purposes of and the arguments for and 
against those laws. If we do not increase the quota of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD it appears to me that there is a little item 
of inconsistency about it inour actions. Those who would limit 
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the publication of laws and the distribution of { 
the same time, should explain, if they can, wh) 
every man, woman, and child in the United St 
for any disobedience to our laws and make no j} 
provision for the dissemination of information 
ple as to what the law is. 

All these points taken together justify me ir 
substitute of the gentleman from Lllinois {| Mr. 
hope it will pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to 
amendment offered by the gentleman from South 
PICKLER] be reported in order that [ may know « 
it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report th 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 296, page 43, insert the following: 

‘* Provided, That there shall be 20 additional copies of the ( 
RECORD of the extraordinary session of the Fifty-third Con 
each Representative and Delegate.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I want 
gentleman from [llinois [Mr. Smirru], who offers to i 
number to 50 copies, whether he limits it to the ext 
session? 

Mr. SMITH of LUlinois. No; my amendment is to 
copies to each member of Congress, and let that be per 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I want to 
just for a moment on these amendments. 

Theamendment which the gentleman from Illinois[ Mr. Swing 
offers is a very extravagant one. I[ have the estimat t 
Public Printer, showing that it will cost $5 to furnish one copy 
of the RECORD toamember. Therefore if you increase the nun 
ber to 50, you give each member $250 worth of RECORDs 
when you multiply that by 360, the number in the House 
you make an expense of $80,000 by that simple amendime 
if you increase it so as to include the Senators, you will : 
cost about $120,000 a year. 

Mr. PICKLER. The ReEoorp of this extraordinary 
will not cost $5, will it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am speaking now oft 
regular RECORD of the ordinary session. Of course | am 
making any estimate for the extra session now; but I ¥ 
show how rapidly it piles up the expense, when we increas 
numbers of the RECORD. 

The amendment offered by my friend from India 
COOPER] will cost the Government $14,400. It seems | 
we are going to make any additions at all, we ought not 
beyond that. 

For myself [am opposed to any increase, but there 
mand on the part of gentlemen whom I recognize as fri: 
economy, who want an increase in this publication. 

If we intend to increase it at all, I will vote for the | 
crease, that proposed by the gentleman from Indi 
CcoPER], but I say we ought not to increase it at all. 

I want to make this statement in order that there may go 
the RECORD this evening, with these amendments, 2 statem 
as to the cost, in order that gentlemen may understal 
much they are increasing this cost if they move to make 
increases in this publication. 

I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker hav 
sumed the chair, Mr. DoCKERY, Chairman of the Comn 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported | 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 2 
viding for the public printing and binding, and the distri 
of public documents, and had come to no resolution the 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By wnanimousconsent, leaveof absence was granted: 

To Mr. Hines, indefinitely, on account of sickness in hi 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERs (at 5 o’clock p. ! 
House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, October 1° 
at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and a resolution of the ! 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follow 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. it. 4125) to aut 
and direct the Secretary of the Treasury to discontinue | 
office of collector of customs at certain ports, and for other | 
poses—to the Committee en Expenditures in the Treasury !) 
partment. as 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4127) making 4 
judgment a lien on all real estate or interest therein of the 
debtor in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 








, 
mn 2 
3 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 2OS83 
4 te RUSK: A bill (H.R. 4128) to provide for a survey for \ , a bill (H. R. 41 ) 1 
a aie ;the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River—tothe he Committee on War ( 
a d Foreign Commerc: Also, a bill (H. R. 41 t 
- | H. R. 4129) relating to arrears of | of B cton Coun Ww. V t 
3 e t ‘olumbia—to the Committee on the | sions 
@ istrictof Columbia, = : vai | Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting ; 
2 MoKAIG: A bill ._R. 4163) toamend theact of June | ver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensioz 
to the Committee on th 1e District of Columbia. Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) for the r fo 
NOOLITTLE: A resolution relative to a report by the | t » Committee on War Clai 
ry of State concerning the Nicaragua Canal—to the \lso rill (EL. RR. 4161 tl ( 
a ¢tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce | atives of James A. Smith—to the Co 
—— \lso bill (H. 116 for ft rel f of mn WV 
i ¢ ' ¥ 
PRIVATE BILLS, ET | CROC cemmrties on < 
clause lof Rule X XII, privat » billsof the following titles PETITIONS. ETX 
we p nted and referred as follows: a th — 4 
Vr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 4130) for the relief of Michael ‘clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following p tion 
Dirnberge to the Committee on War Claims. pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follow 
Mr. BROSII Ss (by requ st): A bill (H. R. 41381) for the re- | Bb Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Resolutions adopted by 
Frank J. Burrows—to the Committee on Claims. | of G00 « itizens of Astoria, Oregon, asking for the enforcementoft 
7% » Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4132) granting apen- | the Geary Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on 
sion to John A. Johnson, late major of the Sixth Kansas Cavalr: irs, 
al ‘other purposes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | ir. HENDERSON of Iowa: A paper om R 


_a bill (H. R. 4133) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Barney, | Cascade, Iowa, and another from Mr. Peter K 

orth Topeka, Kans.—to the Committ eee Dubuque, Iowa, both urging the establishme 
Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4134) for theallow- | partment at the National College forthe Deaf at Kend ( 

of certain claims for stores and oes reported by the | to the Committee on Appropriations 
Court of ms under the provisions of the act of M: eh i , 1883, | so, petitionof J. P. Stendel 1, of Du 








k nas the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims | for the reduction of pos to 1 cent an ounces o 1 ‘ 
Bv Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 41 for the relief of the | on the Post-Office and BP. Roads. 

AC tink Home Guards of Fairfax County Va.—to the Commit- iy Mr. HERMANN: Protest of cit ns of Astoria, O1 

tee on War Claims. j 0 I exte ion of time or Chinese to r rister to th Clon 
Also, a bill (HB. R. 4136) granting a pension to Ellen Connor, t »on Foreign Affair 

V vy of Patrick Connor, deceased—to the Committee on Pen- Mr. HIT T Petition of William Trembo EC 

sions. , 1ll., praying for the re« ion of post nt 
By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. Kk. 4137) for the | oun bine Comaaliiien on Post-Office and Ss 

f of James Dozier- ie tha Dosnanitten on War Claims. sy Mr. LAYTON: Petition of the Indiana Year] 

Mr. RUSK: A bill (H.R. 4138) for the relief of Regina | the Religious Society of Friends, asking for the repeal of the 


Ernst—to the Committee on } cr tary Affairs. Geary Chinese exclusion act—to the Committee on Forei \f 


1 
vi 
By Mr. SICKLES: A bill (H.R. 4139) for the relief of Charles | fairs 
Gallagher and to refer his ph wt to the Courtof Claims—to the 
Coramittee on War Claims. 
jy Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4140) granting a | 
pension to Jobo | i’, Burrows—to the Committee on Pensions. 


ATE. 


Ry Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4141 THURSDAY, October 19, 18923. 
. nsion Mary Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid 1 TCon ion of legislative proceedings of 7 lay. October 1 
ensions, | : 
Llso, a | (H. R. 4142) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Jef- | os _— it 10 o , oxpil 
on—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) for the relief of He nry Snider, of | \MEN DMENT aks JOURN 


Mowndsville, W. Va.—to the Committee on War Claims The VICE-] RESIDE NT The Senate resumes its Isic 
i bill (A. RR. 4144) granting to James R. Shrodes, for serv- é vending question is ¢ e motion of the Senato rom 





i ren late civil war—to the Committee on Colorado |Mr. TELLER! to amend the Journal of the proce lines 
Military Af f the last legislative day which will be statec 
o, a bill (H. R. 4145) for the relief of A.H.Shawandothers— | The Secretary read as follov 

to the Commit ims. l ume of H. M. TELA 3e1 r from C« lo, be 

.lso, a bil nf ig relief to Philo L. Kimberly al rded in the Journal of erda t 
and others, of Wh cling, W. Va., on aecount of salary due them 2S — 
as clerks in Whe ling post- office for the year L861 to the Com-'|} Mr. STEW RT Mit resid t, much has been 
mittee on Cl vis. re l t nower of the Senate to make itsownrul 

\ls¢ », & bill H. R. 4147) for the relief of William Dillon—to th n be n oubt abo that power 


Con a t e on Claims. M \LLEN MI President, I suggest that tl 
\lso, a . bill (H. R. 4148 granting pension to Henr L | 
M shall County, W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 1 De [CE-PRESIDENT. The Secret vill ca 











sions. calle 11, and the f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) for the relief of Alexander Shock—to | 
the Committee on War Claims. | A : irph 
Aiea, a bill (H. R.4150) granting relief to J. K. Botsford, of | 3™ r Peffe ‘ 


Wheeling, W. Va. , for damages done to property by United Stat Do H 
imal during the late war—to the Committee on Claims Fa 

Also, a bill (H.R. tt 1) authorizing additional compensation to | 
assistant commissioners to the industrial exhibition held at M \ -RESIDENT Twent » Senator 


bourne, Australia—to the ( Yommittee on Foreign Affairs. » their nam There is no 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4152 to remove charge of desertion in t! { pSsur' the Se e 

matter of Richard Crutcher—to the Committee on Military Af : LEN. I move that the Ser: 

fairs. ; te : the attendance of absent nat 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) for the relief of J. M. Price, of Mar- 1otion was agreed t 
ee W. Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. T ICE-PRESIDENT. T! erg ut-A 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting relief toW.E Mason, of Mar- | the order of the Senate. 
shall County, for money destroyed in January, 1887—to the Com- | \ ome delay, Mr. CULLOM, Mr. WASHBURN, M 


’ La v¥ 


mittee on Claims. | of Louisiana, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, Mr. VEST, Mr. Davis, M i] 
Also, a bill (H.R. 4155) to pay Andrew F. McLure for use of | corr, Mr. PRocTor, Mr. ROACH, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. VAN‘ M1 

horse and horse equipments during the late war—to the Com- | Hint, Mr. Vinas, Mr. Bats, Mr. CAREY, Mr. SHERD M1 

mittee on War Claims. | BER ty, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. DuBois, Mr. GORDON, Mr. GRAY and 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) for the relief of Catherine E. Lurty— | Mr. CAME me entered the Chamber and answered to their names 
to the Committee on War Claims. | The VIC PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 26 minutes a. m.) 
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Forty*¥our Senators have answered to their names. 
rum is present. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that further proceedings under the call 
be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
bills from the House of Representatives; which will be read by 
title and appropriately referred. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the New York and New Jer- 
sey Bridge Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Hudson River between New York City and the State of New 
Jersey was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 2344) for the better control of and to promote 
the safety of national banks was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
state his point of order. 

Mr. STEWART. My point of order is that no business is in 
order until the Journal has been approved. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it isin order 
to read by title and refer bills from the House of Representa- 
tives. The bill just read by title will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 86) for the protection of persons furnishing 
materials and labor for the construction of public works was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. 2002) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide the times and places for holding terms of United States 
courts in the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, 
1892, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 3130) to repeal in part and to limit section 3480 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [ask the Senator from Nevada to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. For what purpose? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is for this purpose: I desire to ask 
unanimous consent that communications from the Secretary of 
the Treasury to the Finance Committee upon important public 
matters may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Mc- 
PHERSON] will present them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response 
to a resolution of September 22, 1893, a statement as to the num- 
ber of standard silver dollars coined under the act of February 
28, 1878, and July 14, 1890, exported and imported since Febru- 
ary 28, 1878; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution 
of the 9th instant, a statement relative to the redemption of sil- 
ver certificates in gold, ete.; which, with the accompanying pa- 
pers, was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to 
be printed. 

TRANSACTIONS OF NATIONAL BANKS, 

Mr, MCPHERSON, I desire, in accordance with the request 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, to present the re- 
port of that committee with a communication from the Secre- 
tary upon a resolution 

Mr. STEWART. [object to any business until the Journal 
has been approved. I have the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This is the business for which I asked the 
unanimous consent of the Senate, and for which the Senator from 
Nevada was kind enough to yield. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, this is partofit. I will yield. 

Mr. MCPHERSON., I will state to the Senator from Nevada 
that it is a report upon the resolution introduced by himseif in 
respect to the probable deficiency in the revenues, and I think 
the Senator wovld like very much to have the information. 





A quo- 


Nevada will 


ry 
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Therefore I will send the report of the committee upon that reso- | 
lution to the desk, and also the report of the committee and the | 


reply of the Secretary of the Treasury to the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] in respect to the con- 
duct of national banks. I think the report should be read in both 
cases und then printed for the information of the Senate. 


| 


OCTOBER 19, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reports will be receiyeg 
Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to w», 


was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Perrgr a 
22, 1893, submitted the following report; which was yesa’... 
ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed: bac 
Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom wag pura, 
the following resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER August 22. 189 red 
. ** Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed t — 
senate— 1 the 


“First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or any 
in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are being now 
in violation of law 

“Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ checks yp; — 
lawful money. - —— = 

“Third. Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding 
terest higher than those provided by law, for the loan of mone 
counting notes and bills ’’— 
report that having submitted the matter to the Treasury Depart: 
formation, the correspondence with that Department is herewit 
for the information of the Senate. = 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Septem? 

Sie: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your comm 
of the 12th instant, inclosing Senate resolution, viz: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the Se 


“First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or an\ em 
in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphiaare being now lucted 
in violation of law. 

**Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ checks pr tly in 


lawful money. 

“Third. Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding rat: 
terest higher than those provided by law for the loan of money « 
counting notes and bills.” 

In compliance with said resolution, I inclose herewith a copy « 
munication from the Comptroller of the Currency, of the 16th in: 
taining the information desired. 

Respectfully yours, 
J.G. CARLISLE, S r 

Hon. J. R. MCPHERSON. 

Chairman Subcommittee of Committee on Finance, 
United States Senate. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY 
Washington, D, C., September 16, 139 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt from you of a copy of the 
following Senate resolution, viz: ; 
ane That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
Senate— 


“First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or any of then 


in the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, are being now conducted 
in violation of law. 
‘Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ checks promptly in 


lawful money. 

“Third. Whether said banks, or any of them, are demanding rates 
terest higher than those provided by law for the loan of money dis- 
counting notes and bills.” 

In compliance with your request that I furnish you the information call 
for by said resolution, I have the honor to reply as follows on the three sey 
eral queries contained in said resolution: 

First. For official information in regard to the manner in which thea 
fairs of national banks are conducted, the Comptroller relies chietly 
their sworn reports of condition, which, under the requirements of |: 
calis for five times a year, and upon reports furnished him by the nat i 
bank examiners, who make examinations by personal visits to the banks at 
such times as the Comptroller directs. 

The last reports of condition made to the Comptroller by the banis in 


Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, for July 12, 1893, disclosed in some 
cases excessive loans or deficiency in lawful money reserve, and t ime 
statement applies to the reports made Wy examiners; the last-named reports 
being sent in to the Comptroller at no fixed date, but only as examinations 
are made from time to time. 

Second. The Comptroller has received no official information showing 
that national banks in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are not paying 
depositors’ checks in lawful money, and no complaint has been received by 
the Comptroller from any depositor in a national bank to this effect during 
the recent financial stringency. 

Third. The Comptroller has received no official information showing that 
the national banks in Boston, New York, and Philadelphia are demanding 
rates of interest higher than those provided by law for the loanof money or 


in discounting notes and bills. 
Respectfully, yours, 
0. P,. TUCKER 
Deputy and Acting Comp’ 
Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


APPREHENDED DEFICIENCY OF REVENUES. 


Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the resolution submitted by Mr.STEWART August 
28, 1893, made the following report; which was read, ani or- 
dered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, from the Committee on Finance, submitted arep 
Miscellaneous Document 33, resolution by Mr. STEWART, as follows 

{Senate Mig. Doc. No. 33, Fifty-third Congress, first session 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution: 

‘Resolved, Tnat the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to inform the S¢ 
ate whether there is danger of a deficiency in the revenues of the e 
ment during the current year, and if so, what is the probable amour 
deficiency and is any legislation necessary to supply such deficienc) 

The resolution was referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
ply is appended: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., October 2, 159 


Sir: Lam in receipt of your communication of the 12th ultimo, inclosing 
copies of Senate resolutions of August 28 and 30, 1893, directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to inform the Senate how the revenues since the commence 
ment of the present fiscal year compare with the estiruates of the Tceasury 











_ 
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, 
180. 
4 stmen and whether such revenues exceed or are less than such esti for the last six months, April to September, inclusive, with the re 
Depart i the amount of such excess or deficiency, as the case may be; and | expenditures for the corresponding six months of 1892, that wha 
6, OO er there is danger of a deficiency in the revenues of the Govern- | ency may be apprehended is due to the fa g off in the nu 
:  suriil » the current year, and if so, what is the probable amount of such | ernment, and not to any material increase xpenditu I 
isa and if any legislation is necessary to supply such deficiency tures for the six months, April t » September, 18 We £190. 684 
- : > ; Lh ive the honor to submit the inclosed statements relative to the | the receipts $169,440.744.87; while for the same period > the exp 
In rep’y in question, containing comparisons of receipts and expenditures | were $185,681,481.92 and the receipts Were $185,749, 258.91 cn i 
as aan ,in periods indicated in the present and last fiscal years, which com the last six months in expenditures of only a little o 000, or 
and substantially the information sought to be obtained by the resolu- | ten milli ms for the year. : , ; 
n question It will also be seen by a comparison o the expenditures of the 
‘answer has been delayed several days in order to be able to present | ter of the present fiscal year with those of the same period of the | 


tions of the Treasury complete as to the subject covered for the | year that the difference is very small compared with t falling 
r revenues, being for the first quarter of the present year 9,12 
the corresponding period of the last fiscal year #95.966.653.81, or an 


: “ t quarter of the present fiscal year 
i? ‘ .. ' . 
Respectfully, yours, 





J.G. CARLISLE, Secretary of only $760,445 per month; while the receipts for the same period w 
Hon. J. R. MCPHERSON, first quarter of the present fiscal year, $79,579,417.59, and for tue first 
a hairman Subcommittee Committee on Finance, United States Senate. last fiscal year 899,591.018.44, or a falling off of over $20,211,000 for the 


and over $6,737,000 per month 


MEMORANDUM OF ESTIMATES AND OPERATIONS OF THE TREASURY FOR THE | try, and the action of Congress in the meantime, that no present 


So much depends upon the financial and commercial condition of tl 


FISCAL YEAR 18%. tory forecast can be made with sufficient definiteness to be the subje 

The estimated receipts of the public revenues, as submitted by this Depart- | Oficial opinion, at this time ast » the amount of any contemplated de 
ment to the last Congress for the present fiscal year, less the estimated re- either in the esti nates indicated or tne actual public revenues. it 
ceipts of the postal revenues, amount to the gross sum of #405,000,000; and ent however that should t 16 present ¢ ni liti yn cont inw ft 1 any 
the estimated expenditures for *he same period in round numbers, excluding able length of time defi on 3 —o likely to oceur, which should 
the estimated expenditures f ostal service, amount to the sum of averted or met by appropriate legislation + per taee 
2373,000,000, showing an estima excess { he yearof receipts over expend- | _ A simple calculation will show that w it h the small \ " king balan 
jtures, With the exception indica‘ ed, of ® 00. As theseestimates are made | in the Treasury, and which has been decreasing in varied ratios for 
in gross for the entire year, and .. y 2onths or for any other particular | Years should there be no improvement in the rece)pts of the reve 

. the remaining three quarters of the present fiscal year and no 


time, it is not possible to determine their accuracy from the operatioms of 
the Treasury for the present or prior months of the current fiscal year 

The above estimates of receipts for the current year divided by twelve 
would show an average monthly receipt of $33,750,000; and the estimated ex- 
penditures divided in thesame way would show anaverage monthly expend: 
iture of asum a little in excess of $31,000,000. 

The actual receipts of the Treasury, however, for the months of July, Au- — 
gust, and September amount to the sum of $79,379,417.59 


the year of $50,000,000 in the revenues and over 80,000,000 with ref 
the estimates 


Comparative statement of the receipls and expenditures of the Unite 











age of $26,459,806.86, being an amount $7,290,194.14 less than the monthly ay- 30, 1894 30, 1893 
erage estimated receipts for the entire year, and showing for the first quar Source 
ter of the fiscal tog a deficit of $21,211,600.85as compared with the first three ery Monthof Sep-| Since July 1,|Month of Sep-| Since: 
months of the last tiscal year. Should the autual receipts for the remain- | tember. 18 ah 1293. . | tember, 1898 L 
der of the fiscal year continue at the same monthly rate they would amount kerasncayaanies me ae 
at the end of the year to a sum §87,482,329.78 less than the estimated receipts a rr my 
for the entire year. RECEIPTS | 

The actual expenditures of the Treasury for the months of July, August, 
and September amount to $98,459,127.25, being an average for each of the | Customs $12, 569, 776. 15 $17, 209, 047. 88 |852, 686 
first three months of $32,819,709. 08, or, say, $1,736,375.75 in excess of the average | Internal revenue | 11. 469. 389. 66 13. 735. 887.81 | 42.6 
monthly estimates; and if the expenditures should continue at the same | Miscellaneous E | "543, 590. 29 851, 792. 97 4,2 
rate during the balance of the current year they would amount to the sum | Sciam 
of 8893,836,508,96, or about $20,836,508.96 in excess of the estimated expendi- | Total ad 24, 582, 756.10 | 79,379, 417.59 | 31,797, 628. 66 | 99, 


tures for that period, and would show an excess of expenditures over the — 
supposed actual receipts for the year estimated of, say, $76,318,838.74. EXPENDITURES 

As stated, the operations of the Treasury Department for the past three | PT SetE 
months are not indicative of the result of its operations for the remainder of | Cjyij} and miscellane 
the fiscal year, because of the uncertainty surrounding the financial and | ~ oys : 6, 563, 652 26, 187, 010. 05 
commercial condition of the country | war : 4. 804. 888.86 | 16.010 10 

The receipts of the Treasury for the six months preceding the commence- | Nav \ : 2’ 600. 476. 1 { 
ment of the present fiscal year were approximately at an average monthly | [),4jans ce ee 
rate of 131,479,721.97; and if the same conditions had continued through the | pensions 2 10, 786.8 
present fiscal year a deficiency would have been averted entirely, or at most | Interest Y "197 
it would have been very small, since the receipts at that rate would have Prem 3 
increased the foregoing estimated receipts of the Treasury for the current a : ingens 
year, as indicated by the first quarter's actual receipts, by the amount of | Total 
more than 860,238,000. But the financial disturbance of the country, expend 
ing its energy for the most part, it is hoped, in the beginning of the present 
fiscal year, has occasioned the falling off from the average monthly receipts NATIONAL-BANK FUND 
of 831,479,721.97 for the last half of the preceding fiscal year to the average of . : } 
the monthly receipts of the first quarter of the present fiscal year of #26,45¢ Deposits dur ang month . 
805.86—a decrease of an average of $5,019,916.11 per month, or about #60,238,- | Redemptions during month el 
993.32 for the year. TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

It will appear from a careful comparison of the receipts and expenditures Warrant Division, October 2, 18 





Statement of the public debt and of the cash in the Treasury of the United States for the month of September, 1893 


INTEREST-BEARING DEBT. 


; Outstanding September 30, 1893 Outstand O 
When re- | Interest | Amount ing Marcl 


deemable. | payable issued Registered Coupon Tota 1, 189 


sici Vo 
Annanng Rate 


| | 


Title of loan. 


Funded loan of | July 14,1870and | 4} percent contin- | Option,U.S.} M.,J.,S., | *8250,000,000 | $25,364,500 
1801 } Jan.20,1871. | wedat2 per cent. |} and D. 

Funded loan of | July 14,1870,and | 4 per cent..........) July 1, 1907..| J., A..J., | 740,867,500 | 488,251,100 | 871,355,050 | 550,606,150 | 559,595,900 
1907, >| Jan. 20,1871. | and O. 

Refunding cer- | Feb. 26, 1879....| 4 per cent ida acaedaitamhecaiebnelan do 40,012,750 sided 67,090 73.860 
tiflcates. 





Aggregate of interest-bearing debt, exclusive of United States bonds is 
sued to Pacific railroads, as stated below jebneak 1,030,880,250 | 513,615,600 71,355,050 | 585,037,740 85,084,260 | 58 


*Four-and-a-halfs 


DEBT ON WHICH INTEREST HAS CEASED SINCE MATURITY 


Funded loan of 1891, matured September 2, 1891 aria 
Old debt matured at various dates prior to January 1, 1861, and other items of debt matured at various dates subsequent to January 1, 186! 


Aggregate of debt on which interest has ceased since maturity . jee 


DEBT BEARING NO INTEREST 


Legal-tender notes (February 25, 1862; July 11, 1862; March 3, 1863) 
Qld demand notes (July 17, 1861; February 12, 1862 bx outis 
National-bank notes: 
Redemption account (July 1 
Fractional currency (July 17, i8¢ 





4, 1890) tas fe ; E ») 
62; March 3, 1863; June 30, 1864, less $8,375,934 estimated as lost or destroyed, act of June 21, 1879 6 


Aggregate of debt bearing no interest._.._........................--.-...--. hae a 374 


reduction of expenditures, there may bec ntemplated a deficit at tl 


; 
; or a monthly aver Fiscal year ending June Fiscal year endin; 


ENATE. 2085 


in 


an 
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Statement of the public debt and of the cash in the Trea ry of the United States for t/ 


Lis 


ICATES AND NOTES ISSUED ON DEPOSITS OF COIN AND LEGAL-TENDER NOTES AND PURCHASES OF SILV 




























Classification in the Treas . 
Ciasslncatior > in circu 
ury 
Go erti ites (Mar >, 1863: July 12, 1882 $129 Oo s 
Silver certificates (February 28, 1878; August 4, 1886: March 3, 1887 oa : : 5, 909, 370. 00 
Oertiticates of deposit (June &, 1872 la Nill ek a ae 85, O00. 00 ' 
Treasury notes of 1890 (July 14, 1890 nett ; 494, 841.0 148 















Aggregate of certificates and Treasury notes, offset cash in the Treasury s P 8, 618, 431. 00 








RECAPITULATION 





Classification. Sept. 30, 1893 Aug. 31, 16893 Decre 





Interest-bearing debt i ener ties eee : a als ee 8585. 087.740. 00 
Debt on which interest has « ceased since maturity y : pian ie E accel Dae 1, O84. 770. 26 
Debt bearing no interest 
















\ggregate of interest and noninterest-bearing debt ‘ 


cores - 960, 960, 258. 63 60. 770 
Ceri tificates and Treasury notes offset by an equal amount of cash in the Treasury - 


565, 614, 881. 00 












Aggregate of debt, including certificates and Treasury notes 


60, 770. 0 


mn patinaace het Gave whe band 1, 531, 612, 138 13 1, 52 





ne 








CASH IN THE TREASURY. 










Classification D 


mand labilities 








hy Gold | Geld certific ates...... -.-.-.| 879, 756, 819. 00 
Coin Se en le ----+-| 872, 183, 123.15 silver certificates ..... id 330, 864, 504. 00 
Bars ... ‘ 101, 026, 648. 01 Certit cates of deposit, act of June 8, 1872 8, 285, 000. 00 
— $173, 209. 771. 16 Treasury notes of 1890. 151, 319, 640. 00 
Silven 



















} sunidstiedhentsivgrsnioni 8570 
Dollars is nh abtneike | 360, “ 882. 00 | Fund for redemption of uncurrent national 
Yi Subsidiary coin. dutipes 13, 496, 416. 24 | bank notes ‘ 5: 8, 429, 392. 41 
q Bars éucrdbone sneak: ae oe 787. 09 | | i} Outstanding checks and drafts Leite 4, 368, 221. 81 
. — ———} 498, 239, 085. 33 | || Disbursing officers’ balam.es.................. 24, 446, 490. 54 
Pape. | || Agency accounts, etc._.._._..... . 4, 208, 054. 76 | 
Legal-tender notes (old is | | sciiectiieatethdinietdiiita tech 42 44 
18) aaw--| 14,452, 109. 81 | : 













Treasury n otes. of 1890 . iii T 2, 494, 841. 00 Oe ROI ic tubdid beet wars owt $93, 582, 172. 00 
Gold certificates : 129, 220. 00 Net cash balance ..............- 13, 208, 461. 36 
Silver certificates ich | 6,909, 370.00 i muibeninctsiaemniantegle ciliata edte | 106.8 
Certificates of deposit, act | | | 
June 8, 1872...- bee 6 ania 85, 090. 00 | } j 
National-bank notes ........| 7,815, 480.54 | | i 
|—————_ 30, 886, 021. 35 i 
Othe | 
Honds, interest, and cou- } | | 
pons paid, awaiting reim- | i} 
bursement ...... 72, 524. 16 | 
Minor coin and fractional | 
currency _-| 800, 677.96 i 
Deposits in national-bank | 
de positor les— } i | 
General account.........| 12,628,511. 99 | | 
Disbursing officers’ bal- | i } | 
WNOGT bb56k2 basse ca | 3, 651,563.93 | 
—_——_—_—————|_ 17,218, 278.048 |_—_—_—_______ oe 
Aggregate . SAM: clashes Sen. ebeas 8719, 548, 155. 88 i itis i cell a ita ve a tac a 19. 542 











Cash balance in the Treasury August 31, 1893_. a a ee ; : q aa eo aries ots Ok Se oe 
Cash balance in the Treasury September 30, 1893 a ‘ wapeee ; : 







Decrease during the month 





Bonds issued in aid of the construction of the several Pacific railroads ana interest paid thereon by the United Stat 


: t condition of Pacific railro 
fund created by act of May 7, 1878 











Interest repaid by com ei 
ae am Sinking funda 
panies. - 
| Interest : Balance of 
Interest paid Shes nemiees : 
. , Principal | accrued * ’ By cash interest paid 
i 10 ray. . oo by the ted > ere SELUOE a 
Name of railwa) outstanding. | and not : roe . By trans payments, | by the United 
yet paid ae portation 5 per cent State Bonds. Cash 1 
} } service net earn 









ings 

























Ceniral Pacific o<sccccee.--~| O25, 885, 120. 00 $388, 276.80 | F388, 983, 627. 27 | B46, 8&1, 742. 10 7658, 283. 26 . 443, 601.91 | $5, 061,500.00 860, 398. 03 
Kansas Pacific eee 5 ms, 000. 00 94, 545. 00 9, 911, 133. 09 4, 187, 814. 80 5, 723, 818. 29 on ates $ 
Union Pacific ... i , 236, 512. 00 408, 547. 68 41 0,757.61 | 13, 982, 463. 72 438, 409. 58 26, 928, 884.31 | 12,795, 500.00 | 170. 374.56 | 12 
Central Branch, Union Pacific L 600 000. 00 24, 000. 00 2, £09, 808, 26 B72, BM. 49 6. 925. 1. 980. 348. 86 PE te 
Western Pacific .... son 1, $70, 560, 00 29, 558. 40 2, BGO, BRE. 04 9, 867. 00 2, 841, 217. 94 
Sioux City and Pac ific neal 1, 628 820. 00 24, 424. 80 2, 441, 259. 49 208, 126. 13 2, 233, 163. 36 

Total \ - i ” 64, 6 23! 512. 00 969, 352. 68 97, 996, 200.06 | 25, 792, 096.24 | 1, 103, 619. 75 71, 100, 534. 67 | 17,857,000. 00 | 230,772.59 | 18,08 








he foregoing is a correct statement 







of the public debt and of the cash in the Treasury at the close of business September 3), 1893. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Secretary of the 7 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, October 2, 1898 











BILL INTRODUCED. | Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1094) granting a pensio 
Mr. HOAR. Lask unanimous consent to introduce a pension | Heep st ee “a read twice by its title, and r 
bill for reference to the Committee on Pensions. Se ee 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair AMENDMENT OF THE JOURNAL. 






hears none. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the mot 
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Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] to amend the Journal 


. from Nevada 


th: Senator 


ef Monday’s proceedings, on which the 
Mr. STEWART] is entitled to the floor. 
“Mtr. STEWART. Mr. President, as I remarked, there is no 
joubt about the power and the duty of the Senate to make rules. 
rhe Constitution expressly authorizes the Senate to make its 
own rules. Rules are important, and they are for the protection 
of the minority in times of great excitement, in times when pas- 
sion and prejudice inspire the m vjority to override and crush 
t all opposition. tules are made in view of the weakness of 


out a ‘ ‘ ; : 
humanity. It is well understood that at times the best of men 


{ 


are governed by their passions and are liable to do wrong. Ma- 
orities again and again have been led into despotic and cruel 
proceedings. Innocent people have been imprisoned, punished, 


‘minated by the enthusiasm and power of the major ity. 
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\il the woes of humanity result from the violent proceedings | 


of the majority. During all history we havea continuous record 
of the cruelties and oppressions of even conscientious men when 
they were the majority. There was a time when the majority 
in power felt it a duty to burn at the stake and torture those 
who differed with them on matters of religion. There was a 


time when a majority of the people believed in witchcraft, and 


inflicted the most dire penalties upon those who were charged 
with an imaginary offense. 

Rules are framed to check violent action on the part of the 
majority until there can be reflection: until the sober second 
thought and judgment of the majority of the people can be 
brought into exercise. 

Mr. Onslow, the ablest among the Speakers of the Houseof Commons, used 
to say, 


“Tt was a maxim he had often heard when he was a young man, from | 


old and experienced members, that nothing tended more to throw power | 


into the hands of administration, and those who acted with the majority of 
the House of Commons, than a giect of, or departure from, the rules of 
proceeding; that these forms, as instituted by our ancestors, operated as a 
check and control on the actions of the majority, and that they were, in 
many instances, a shelter and protection to the minority, 
tempts of power.”’ 

So far the maxim is certainly true, and is founded in good sense, that as 
itis always in the power of the majority, by their numbers, to stop any im- 

roper measures proposed on the part of their opponents, the only weapons 
by which the minority can defend themselves against similar attempts from 
those in power, are the forms and rules of proceeding which haves been 
adopted as they were found necessary, from time to time, and are become 
the law of the House; by a strict adherence to which, the weaker party can 
only be protected from those eguiarities and abuses which these forms 
were intended to check, and which the wantonness of power is but too often 
apt to suggest to large and successful majorities. 


ne 





With regard to free debate in the Senate, I call the attention 
of the Senate and of the country to the history ofthe great struggle 


against the at- | 





which is not yet effaced from the memory of the people of the | 


United States, when in the year 1850 there was a majority in favor 
of extending slavery into California. There was a struggle here 
under the rules of the Senate for between six and seven months, 
which resulted in the compromise measures of 1850. Again in 
1854-55, and forseveral years previous to 1860, there was astruggle 
on the part of the majority to extend slavery into the Territories, 
which was stubboruly resisted. There area large number of peo- 
ple in this country who believe that the resistance then made 
was justifiable; that great and good results have followed from it. 

Again, there was an overwhelming majority for extending suf- 
frage to Chinese. A small minority resisted it until thatattempt 
was abandoned. All men now approve of the failure of that 
action. 

Again there was an attempt on the part of the majority to 
place the control of local elections under Federal authority. 
That was resisted by the minority; and the result is regarded by 
a large portion of the American people as the most glorious of 
any that has been achieved in this country. 

In view of these great struggles, in view of the benefits that 
have been realized, in view of the fact that liberty has been 
maintained, that our institutions have been preserved in this 
hall by the exercise of tlie power of resistance granted to the 
minority by the rules of this body, which have obtained since 
the foundation of the Government, it seems that this is nota 
time to destroy those rules, in a contest like the present, after 
great good has been accomplished by resistance to the power of 


the majority exercised under pressure, exercised under passion, | 
exercised and pressed forward by influences which are not com- | 


mendable and honest, which I must discuss in order to bring 
this matter more fully before the Senate. 
tests have been had almost invariably the Senate. in its cooler 
moments, has considered its rules and has made such limitations 
as it thought proper. It has provided that an amendment may 
be laid on the table without carrying the bill with it. 

That facilitates business very much. It has also provided that 
the morning hour shail be extended from 12 o'clock until 2; that 


~~: 


from the time of meeting two hours shall be given for morning 
business, under which all bills on the Calendar come up for con- 
sideration under a five-minute rule, allowing five minutes to each 
That rule has facilitated business. 


Senator for debate. The 


[ say after these con- | 





various modifications that have been 1 
abled the Senate during all these years to per 
more rapidly than the other House. There 
getting the consideration of any measure in the 
Frequently in the other House, under its ar] 
measures are necessarily left outand can not be cons rer ‘he 
arbitrary rules of the House have been a ca 





plaint and much injustice in depriving citizens f1 oO I 
such legislation as the country and as just smal 1 that 
they should have. But the Senate has always been [ore 


its business; and inconsidering the matter init 
after passion had given way, and in making such limitat 
will facilitate business, it has not taken away the right t 
in case of an emergency like this. 

Now, while the Senate has the power to make les 
power to make rules to protect the minority, and it has n 
those rules, and when the majority wish to press forward to 
accomplish what the minority think a great outrage, it i 
time to change the rules. Always for the last hundred yea 
when the majority have been found in a great struggle, the sug 
gestion has come to change the rule. What the use of 
to protect the minority, if the majority may change them when 
ever passion, or prejudice, ora desire to accomplish an 
inspires them to bring forward achange of the rule: Rules 
can not protect the minority if they can be changed und 
circumstances. 

The good sense of the Senate and the good sense of the coun 
has insisted that there should be one place where the rules sha 


8 COOLeT To! 


1s 


onmect 


not be changed in an emergency. There is nothing for the pro 
tection of the minority if the majority may in the heat of pas 


sion change the rules at will. 

[have here a paper laid on my desk this morning, a k 
daily paper, the Springfield (Mass.) Daily Republican, which is 
in harmony with the whole of this clamor. 

This rebellion 


wing 


Calling the resistance here a rel 

This rebellion shelters itself under arule of the Senate which allow 
members unlimited debate, so that no vote can be taken so long as any S 
ator chooses to speak. Under the present circumstances, it is impossib 
to change the rule, because a motion fora change can in its turn be 
lessly debated, and a vote prevented. The Senate is securely tied by 1 
rule, and the nation is a bound and helpless prisoner 


ellion 


I think the communication is so important, and it is so clearly 
in harmony with all that is said, that with the permission of the 
Senate [I will have the whole editorial inserted in my remarks 

The article is as follows: 


THE WAY OUT 
The Government of the nation to-dayis paralyzed. The main functio 
Congress is denied its normal exercise. The Federal Legislature is unable 


to legislate. The majority of the Senate is forbidden to give expression and 
force to its willin the manner provided by the Constitution and followed 
since the foundation of the Government. The Senate is by a minority of its 
members forbidden to take a vote 

The immediate effect of this nullification is to stop all legislation, to griev 
ously embarrass the business interests of the whole country, and to threaten 





protracted suffering to millions of citizens. Its further effect as a precedent 
is to enable an obstinate minority at any time to block the whole machinery 
of legislation. It strikes dumb the voice of the people through the very or 
ganization provided to declare that voice. It is making our Government 
contemptible in the eyes of its own people and of the world. In a word, it 


is anarchy under color of law 
This rebellion shelters itself under a rule of the Senate, which allows toit 
members unlimited debate, so that no vote can be taken so lon iS al 
Senator chooses to speak. Under the present circumstances, it is impos 
sible tochange the rule, because a motion for a changecan in its turn be « 














ssly debated and a vote prevented. The Senate is securely tied by its 
rule, and the nation is a bound and helpless prisoner 

The resource is to cut the kgot. Let the majority of the Senate, n 
common cause in the interést which is higher than party, higher than 
finance—the sacred right of constitutional self-government—let the majority 
of the Senate ignore its traditional rule, and through its presiding officer 
all for a vote on the main question 

The method is perfectly simple if the principle commends itself to the 
judgment of the majority of the Senate and to the Vice-President, acting a 
the loyal servant of the Senate and the people. It is only necessary to lr 


tr »a resolution, duly rehearsing the circumstances and declaring it as 
the will of the Senate that without further debate or delay a vote on the 
main question be taken ata specified day and hour. Such a resolution of 
elosure might by common consent be debated until the hour specified wa 








at hand Then let the Vice-President refuse to entertain any other moti 
and put the resolution toa vote. Being carried, it requires an immediate 
vote on the main question—the repealing act And thus the function of leg 
isiation could again be exercised by the National Legislature, an i la 
ing would cease to be impossible, as it is now 

Chis rse would, of course, be technically irregul But x i 
no proper sense lawless. The legality which must et aside is art 
the Senate. Buta rule of the Senate is less authoritative than the Const 
tution of the United States. A rule of the Senate is far less sacred than that 
for which the Constitution itself exists—the orderly and peaceful self-gov 
ernment of the people. A rule of the Senate must not be allowed to vitiate 
the Constitution in its central principle and render popular self-goverr 
ment impossible. Rather than that, let the rule be broken 

If any one seriously believes that for the Senate thus to a vo late 


the laws and the Constitution, even for such scruples there is a1 


The action of the Senate, reached by such means, can, if any one wishes, be 


impugned and brought before the Supreme Court. That body will set aside 
any law which has been illegally passed. 

Who can doubt what its decision would be? Speaker REED altered the tra 
ditional manner of determining a quorum of the House. His action was 
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without precedent, and to many seemed to partake of usurpation. But when 
measures which his action had helped to pass were challenged before the 
Supreme Court, that body refused to annul them. In effect, it declined to 
interfere with the course of the House and its elected Speaker in determin- 
ing its course of procedure upon asomewhat nice and doubtful question. [t 
said ineffect: Theessential eee the Constitution not being violated, 
the National House must settle details as to its own methods of business. 
Can it be supposed that the court would assume to so interpret and enforce 
an ancient rule of the Senate as to leave that body powerless to act? It is 
most unlikely that the court will be asked to doso. But the possibility of 
such an appeal may reassure any who fear it would be illegal for the Senate 
Lo assume its proper function by a short way. 

Would there be danger of a bad precedent in thus ignoring arule? Such 
danger is trivial compared to the imminent peril of a paisy of the Legisla- 
ture, and the discredit of allgovernment. Is precedent wanted for so bold 
a course? History gives a precedent. When John Quincy Adams was inthe 
House, once during its organizat on and before the election of Speaker there 
arose disputes over certificates of membership which at last interrupted all 

yrogress; the Clerk, Who was regularly the temporary presiding officer, re- 

used to entertain motions designed to end the chaos; and legislative an- 
archy seemed—just as now—to impend. Mr. Adams made a reasonable and 
proper motion, which the Clerk refused to submit to the House. ‘“Gentle- 
men,’’ said Mr, Adams, “I propose to put thisquestion myself!” The right 
and reason and courage of his action won the assent of the House; he put 
the motion and it was carried; the organization was completed, and thenor- 
mal functions of government were resumed. . 

Salus populisuprema lex—the safety of the peopleis the supremelaw. There 
are times when this principle must be firmly asserted, when legal techni- 
calities must be subordinated to vital necessities. Thisis such an emergency. 
Let the majority of the Senate rise to the occasion. Let them vindicate the 
dignity of their own body. Let them break the paralysis which now nulli- 
fies the Government and deadens the circulation of the community and hu- 
miliates us before the world. 


In this emergency let American common sense and courage not fail in the 
Senate of the United States. 






Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, it becomes pertinent to in- 
quire what is the emergency calling for this action. With re- 
gard to that | have afew suggestions to make. The emergency 
is an attempton the part of the national banks and the creditor 
class to control all the departments of the Government It is 
the fourth attempt that has been made in the history of the 
country. 

The first memorable attempt was in 1811, when the charter of 
the National Bank was about to expire. The National Bank then 
created a panic, using the same methods that have been em- 
ployed on this occasion. 

The next wasin 1833, when the President came to the con- 
clusion that the National Bank was an unsafe place for the deposit 
of the money of the Government, and the action then is known 
as the removal of the deposits, although no deposits were re- 
moved. The Secretary of the Treasury simply deposited the 
new money in other depositories, State depositories, where he 
thought it would be safe. 

The third attempt was in 1881, when Congress proposed to re- 
duce the rate of interest and to issue 3 per cent instead of 4 per 
cent bonds. 

The following is what the leading journals said with regard 
to the efforts of the bankers to stampede Congress and prevent 
them reducing interest on bonds from 4 to 3 per Gent. The same 
xppliances were then used to create panic which are now em- 
ployed, except the use of the public press, and they then felt 
the power of the press. They now have it in their service: 


(Ottawa Journal and Triumph. | 


THE BANKERS’ GREAT STRIKE—NO TROOPS NEEDED—TAE PRESIDENT SUR- 
RENDERS—VOTERS, “WHAT ARE YOU GOING TO DO ABOUT IT?” 


Not long since the New York Tribune remarked: 

“The time is near when the banks will feel compelled to act strongly. 
Meanwhile a very good thing has been done. The machinery is furnished 
by which in any emergency, the financial corporations of the East can act 
together at a single day's notice with such power that no act of Congress can 
overcome or resist their decision.” 

And that time arrived last week, when the banks said to Congress, their 
creator, “You pass a certain law with a certain section in it that we object 
to, and we will ruin the business of the country!"’ And they proceeded to 
partially put their threat into execution—merely to show what they could 
do when they tried. Buta majority of Congress couldn't be bluffed, and 
the law was passed—but the bankers’ tool, President Hayes, vetoed it. 

Believing that our readers will be interested in what the great papers of 
the country have to say on this all-absorbing question, and which vitally 
affects every one, we give a few extracts: 

[Chicago News, 26th.] 


it is rule or ruin with the national banks. When Congress gets down on 
its honorable knees to the national banks everything will be lovely. Fatten- 
ing on the Treasury for years the national banks have entered into a con- 
spiracy to wreck the business of the country rather than submit to what they 
consider unfavorable legislation. The people will remember this against 
them, and the day of reckoning is not as far off as they imagine. 


[New York Commercial, 25th. } 


Some of the national banks of this city have played a very contemptible 
partin the fiurry of yesterday and to-day. It is not the first time that they 
have acted in this Way against the public creait. In oneinstance, which we 
do not care to name at present, but which will be understood by most Wall 
street people, the want of loyalty to the public credit has shown itself onall 
occasions, from the outbreak of the civil war in 1861 down to the present time. 


(Chicago Tribune, 26th.] 


In point of fact, it would not take much argument to satisfy the country 
generally that there is no particular necessity for any bank-note currency 
whatever, and all attempts by the banks to disturb the business of the coun- 
try by combinations to pretans & contraction or stringency can only have 


the effect of educating the public mind as to the expediency of doing without 
bank currency as far as possible. 
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{New York Advertiser, 26th.] 

Itis a question whether a clique of bankers is to dictate to Congrece a, 
the country what is for the best interest of the country, and to m ! —e 
the money market in order to depress the stock market. Ti 

[Leavenworth Times, 2d.] 
The panic in Wall street last Friday and Saturday was somet} 


tempest in a teapot, and has already blown over. It was—to expr. ? 
plainly, and in few words—an attempt on the part of the banks a 
the Government, but, as might have been expected, it proved a n nat 
failure. Borrowing a homely but a very expressive figure of speech from 
our Southern brethren, the banks * bit off more than they couldc f “ 


ercing the United States is a very big job, either in war or in finan } 
been clearly demonstrated at two or three times in our nationa! ey m 
and the gentlemen who control the national banks of the country }) 
history to very little purpose if they have failed to learn this f 
long and short of the late financial flurry is simply this: The circu), 
the national banks is secured by the deposit of bonds bearing not less thay 
4 per cent interest. <7 
Congress recently made up its mind that the credit of the United Star, 
was just as good asthe creditof Great Britain, and since the Eng 
debt has been funded fora century at3 percent our debt ought not to 


tVe read 


iny 
higher rate. A bill for providing for refunding our debt in 8 per cent bonds 
and Segara the national banks todeposit those in place of the bonds bea) 
ing a higher rate passed the Senate, and seemed likely to pass the House 
In order to defeat this, the banks undertook to create a stringency he 
money market, and precipitate a financial panic by canceling their 1. 


tion and withdrawing their bonds. In view of the fact that the national. 
bank note circulation amounts to $340,000,000, the withdrawal of so m 

currency at one time could not be otherwise than disastrous to the bu 
interests of the country, and hence the banks expected to place Congres 
where it would be obliged to recede from its position. 


(Chicago Inter Ucean. ]} 


The people know that there is no real difference between a nation: 
note and a treasury note, except that one is issued directly by the ‘ 
ment, without the intermediate of the bank, and the other directly by 
Treasury. The great pee argument of conservative busine 
against the replacing of national-bank notes by greenbacks is fou 
the conviction that it is not safe to trust the control of the circulatio: 
po iticians in Congress, but that itis safer to rely upon banks whose inter 
ests are purely commercia). The action of the national banks in New \ 
and elsewhere in attempting to frighten and overawe Congress and «ompe! 
legislation to suit them, will have a tendency to beget doubt upon this sut 
ject and make the public fancy that there is no more to be feared from the 





TK 


first quarter than there is from the last. * * * Solong, especially, asthe 
great debt of the country forms the basis of our financial system, and con 
stantly requiring attention and regulation, the Government must not be 


hampered or impeded by the assumption of unfriendliness on the part of 

the banks, but must have the power to protect itself and give practica! 

to its legislation. If the Government chooses to try a 3 per cent loan, it 

should not be deterred by threats of withdrawing circulation. * * * 
The people feel that they are not dependent on banks for acirculatin 

medium. We have learned wisdom from our misfortunes. The selfish ; 

of the New York banks in 1861 compelled the Government to rely upon 

for currency: and the recent action of the same class of bankers, if persisted 

in, may compel the Government to take such action as will declare it l 

pendence of corporate dictation. * * * Neither the people nor the Gover 


= 5S 


ment will conscious!y submit to the dictation or control of capita! Vv 
ernments are instituted among men for the benefit of the governed, and so 
banking and other corporations are created and maintained for the benefit 
of the people. When they become selfish, and use their power to cripple 


the Government and disturb business, they call attention to their own dan 
gerous powers. 
{New York Times, 26th.] 


The Times, editorially, says the events of yesterday in Wall street show 
plainly that the speculative spirit has gained very rapidly within th t 
twelve months. * * * When prices fall 5, 10, and15percentin afew hours 
or even in a few moments, and when men pay at the rate of 472 per cent per 
annum for the use of money, it is clear that the perations which involve 
such consequences are not the legitimate operations of national finance. but 
something which is in its essence gambling. * * * The peculiar relations 


of the banks to the Wall street market, and the fact thatthey have taken the 
initiative in the course, which produced what was for a time a panic, un 
fortunately complicate general business interests in the transactions of the 
stock exchange. The prompt interposition of the Treasury Department 
yesterday, and the feeling that still moreeffective steps may be taken, would 
undoubtedly check further disturbances if it was not that itis the inter: 
est and settled purpose of a section of operators more or iess influential to 
continue and aggravate the trouble that has taken place. 

The principle on which the Carlisle amendment, now so severely con- 
demned, rests is that the banks should redeem their own notes, and the (iov- 
ernment should not give them the privilege of curtailing their circulation 
by the million at a moment's notice. This is not an unwise principle, but 
the contrary. * * * Itcan not be doubted that the banks have acted ina 
very hasty spirit, and have themselves shared the feeling that has resulted 
in symptoms of a panic yesterday. They have forgotten they were in a sense 
Government banks; that they held franchises of an exceptional character 
from Congress, and that these were linked with well-defined obligations 
Even from a standpoint of their own interest it must be said they were un- 
necessarily defiant of public opinion, which has and must have very consider- 
able influence on their fortunes. 


[New York World, 26th.] 


The World editorially says: ‘‘ The trade and general business of the coun- 
try has been subjected to a strain during the past week more severe (han 
any which has been put on them since 1873. This deplorable state of affairs 
was brought about by the selfish conspiracy of a certain number of na ional 
banks bent on opposing the national will in the matter of establishing 4 
lower national rate of interest by such duly chosen representatives of the 
people of the United States as they have thought proper toadopt. Our Gov 
ernment and people who maintain it have submitted to great sacrifices to 
afford all reasonable support to national banks. But the banks have not 
kept within the reasonable limits of their demand for compensation for such 
financial services as they have been able to render the country. = 

A few of these banks have not hesitated to invite the destruction of the 
whole system and provoke popular anger by pursuing a course which must 
inevitably force on American citizens the question whether legislative and 
executive officers chosen torepresent the people or a few bank officers are to 
administer the financial destinies of this country. It is not probable the 
natural resentment of the Legislature against the attempted conspiracy will 
extend to the condemnation of the whole national system. But we have no 
doubt at the same time that when the indignation has cooled off, those con: 
spirators against the prosperity and credit of the Republic will be subjected 
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to such temperate and wholesome discipline as shall be a warning to them 
and their kind for years to come 

; New York Sun, 22d.] 

It strikes us that the gentlemen in Wall street, who are try ing to prev ent 
the $ enate funding bill from becoming @ law, rather make a mistake Un 
romptedly they have a right to express their opinions about the bill, but 
-omes to threatening that uniess itis modified to meet thelr views 


1en it ; 
vey, will wreck the trade of the entire country, they go a step too fat 
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he 
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: ~.oce Congressman has no such fear of banks and bankers as to make him 
_ a his vote to avoid their displeasure, and as to any possibility of the mis- | 
- f they may do, he will soon find a way to prevent it If the officers of | 
c f tl ’ 


the banks should attempt, as some foolish men here say they will do, to 
wit! - iw their circulation unless certain provisions in the bill are stricken 
it vould be very easy to supply the deficiency with an additional issue 













: pees! nbacks, and if they try by unde and means to thwart the negotiation 
; fthe new bonds because the rate of interest is not high enough to pleas 
the hey can be deprived of the privileage of issuing circulation altogether 

3a dangerous thing for the tail to attempt to wag the dog, for if the 
a , gets angry he can switch the tail about in a very unpleasant way for the 
t The truth is, that in matters of national interest there is no set of peo 
ple as stu} id as the Wall street financiers. Absorbed in the business of buy- 
ing and selling stocks and lending mone y, they only cons der what immedi 
stely affects to-day’s markets, without a foresight of the future or regard 


elsewhere, In the present case they are evidently in 


for what 1s going on : ’ 
blissful ignorance of the general hostility of the people of the West and 
Southwest to the national-bank system and the slender thread of toleration 





swe 






hithangs. It needs only a good pretext to secure th 
ole thing out of existence, and the substitution for it of any « 
national currency. That pretext all the Wall street bankers seem bent 
furnishing, and Washington will, we fear, be only too glad to seize upon it 
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Chicago Express, Ist 

The funding bill, as it passed both Houses of Congress, was, in the language 
of a Washington dispatch, ‘‘the most serious blow the national banks ever 
received from Congress since the organization of the national-banking sys 

he act of January, 1875, clothed the national banks with the power of un 
limited and unrestricted contraction and expansion of thecurrency It gave 
ntrol over the volume of money, and consequently over the 
ket value of labor and all kinds of property It gave them power to in 

the currency when they could make money through the inflation o 
pri and when their interests could be better served by panic, de 
prices, and general business stagnation and bankruptcy, they had power t 
accomplish their end through the contraction of their circulating notes 

The provisions of the new funding bill materially interfere with their 
nicely planned scheme, and deprive them of nearly all their power over sud 
dencontractions and inflation. It puts alimittotheir privileges, and bounds 
to their unwarranted powers. 

Without waiting even for the concurrence of the House in the slight Sen- 
ate amendments, a large and powerful bank lobby from Wall street andthe 
clearing-house association at once bore down upon the White House armed 
with magazines, Gatling guns, and infernal machines of dire calamities 
which they threatened would surely explode in the very heart of the nation’s 
business and industries from spontaneous ignition, in case he did not inter 
pose his prerogative to save. They were armed with authority from the na 
tional banks represented by the American Bankers’ Association to inform 
his exceliency that in case he withheld his veto they would immediately r 
tire their circulation, in which case a money stringency would follow which 
would be terribly disastrous to every business interest, producing the most 
ruinous financial crash which ever befell the country. 

“ * * - * * * 

The peopl) are not without resources, though every bank note be retired, 
for when the emergency shall arise, the greenback which put down the slave- 
holders’ rebellion will also put down the bankers’ insurrection. 

In more than one sense the greenback is ‘‘war money.” lt has proved 
itself mightier than an army with banners. It was the old reliable cuard 
that never lost a battle or suffered defeat.vIt conquered slaveocracy, and can 
and will conquer bankocracy, plutocracy, and monopoly. It is the people's 
hope and trust in every time of need. 

Let the bank note cowardly and traitorously retire from the conflict, and 
let the greenback be clothed with full sovereign powers, come to the front 
and come tostay. As fastas bank notes disappear let greenbacks fill the 
ranks. On this point the New York Graphic thus expresses itself: 

“It is understood that there is to be an amendment offered in the House to 
the bill providing for the issue of greenbacks to take the place of bank cir- 
culation that may be withdrawn. If this sensible precaution is taken it 
willinstantly restore confidence and take permanently away from the banks 
this fearful power to withdraw in one day all their bills from circulacion, or, 
what is worse, lock up an equal amount of gold and legal tenders and leave 
the street utterly without means of doing business. Such terrible power no 
se. of men should for one instant possess.”’ 

In vindication of its own honor and dignity, as well asin response to the 
demands and interest of business, Congress should not be slow to rebuke the 
insolence of these creatures of law and dependents on public forbearance 
Should the President interpose his veto let the issue be carried to the peo 
ple, when the ides of November, 1882, will so change the character of Con 
gress as to justly rebuke the man who dares to trample upon the will of the 
people as expressed by their representatives. 

And the New York Tribune, 28th, the organ of the banks, contains the fol- 
lowing ominous threats and defiance to the whole power of the Government 
to save the country from the impendingruin. It requires an unconditional 
surrender, and Hayes and Garfield, and the whole Republican party surren 
ders. Read: 

“The country knows that it has escaped a great disaster. Everywhere 
there is a feeling of intense relief and thankfulness, as substantial peopl 
come to realize how terrible a revulsion the enactment of the Carlisle se 
tion would have caused. Butitis not well to forget that the danger has been 
escaped only upon condition that the fatal section is defeated. If Congres 
or the President is led to believe that disas'er has been and can be averte 
by any action of the Treasury Department. so that the pending bill can now 
be passed without causing a great calamity, the consequences of that erro1 
may be incalculaby disastrous. Let the situation be fully understood.” 

And here is what one of the only three Republicans who supported the 
pending bill, Senator Plumb, of our own State, has to say about it: 

“Tam anational-bank president, so [can speak without prejudice 
youthe crisis has come when we shall see whether the 
ment or the Government the banks. I think the Government has a right to 
fix the rate of interest it will pay, and it is no business of any set of men 
It makes no difference to the peopie if Wall street gamblers do lose money 
or railroad stocks stop rising. It would make a difference if the hoes in 
Western cornfields should stop, and it is with the producers that the pros 
perity of the country rests. Let the bottom fall out of itifit will. It is an 
artificial movement to coerce the Government.” 
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Republican member of the House, ‘ Pig Iron Kelley, f Pennsylvania. | 
was also one of the four or five Representatives that supported the 1 
| the House--the member from the First Kansas district voted wi 
| Hear him 
Judge Kelley, of the Ways and Means Committee, was seve! i 
| the banks, declaring it was an effort on their par lo W y 
|} ernment Bank attempted to do many years ago, and w resu 3 
overthrow, namely, to take the Government he t t I'he nal 
banks had attempted is same th I . a ’ 
market when the Government proposed to make 8 é ) 
law The present infernal scheme to bu e Cong! 
irresponsible manipulation of stock gamblers, wou 
country. It was clearly an attempt to force upon ( : 38 ) 
the domination of the banks. Judge Kelley belie it ! 
irray the people against the banks, and intensify the ! 
isting against them, and felt thatan honesteffort t 
oO e law instead of combining against it in this mar \ wa 
the banks more sympathy among the people 
ropeka Capital, 4th 
l yr recognizes the contest a8 one betwee! I 
»v ind this veto gives the \ tory to é i . 
or Wali street may pro n it the ‘atest 
\ ration i ire many Republicans, « 
W who will accept the resu't asa vindication t powell 
} ove e® Government ° 
ney hen it can not fii ryit und 
| nt of lands and manuf ry inte AY ‘ ) 
cou y LI e ‘ y t l y \ i 
pl I i ule 6 this leg l L1would e had upon ‘N 
im Lit exists to-day in the Westtoi rapid 
rate ofinterest 
Followingis President Hayes’s veto of the fun at ‘ 
the national banks and President Gartie 
I should not de 1it m o interpose 
to the passage of the present bi it did not conta 
|} provision which in my judgme iously affe eva \ 
destruction of the present na mnkin 
In short, [can not but regard St e a 
| rection of destruction of the present national bank 
| i that a measure for refun 6 nationa 10 i : 
! ed with national banking snd at th i t \ at 
it \ ject if it imperils national king system 01 ! 3 
1 ne wnd confidence, and that section 5 of ti ill befor 
i ild become alaw, work great harm, I herewit etur 
House of Representatives for that further considera whi 
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RUTH FORD B. HA 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 3, 1881 
The fourth attempt was made in 1893 In « 1 atter , 








same methods were employed which are ¢ mployed now, ¢ t 
the present time they are in a more aggr | form 
W hat is the object to be accomplished by this fourth att 
Why has the country been thrown into this distress? O 
put the United States on a single gold standard for the Nos 
| of enhancing the obligation of contracts: for the purpose of en 
‘iching the creditor and impoverishing the debtor 
Look for a moment at the situation. ‘he United States owes 
$30,000,000,000 to be paid in wheat and cotton and othe rm 


products, and in manufactured articles to be paid from the prod 
ucts of the country. Can it not be seen ina moment what a vas 


interest there is in enhancing the value of the money, and what 
a difference it makes to the wheat-growers whether the ill 
sell their wheat for 50 cents or 60 cents or $1.20 a bushel, or how 


much difference it makes to the 
are compelled to sell their cotton 
pound in paying this $30,000,000,000. 

If prices can be reduced still further it will take more of the 


cotton-growers whether they 


for cents or 14 ce 


wages of labor to pay debts. If you reduce the country to old 
standjard there will be a perpetual shrinkage. The output of 
gold is now consumed in the arts: no new gold money of any con- 


juence can be obtained; and at least one-third of the product 
is obtained from silver mines which is cut off; that th a 
shrinking supply of gold and with a growing population, prices 
measured by gold must continue to decline i 
cood deal of difference to the farmer inthe p 1 
if he has to sell his wheat for 
Turn bick to the money famine which existed prior to the dis- 


se 


so 


nd it will make a 
mentor hisdebdts 


30 cents a bushel ins 


covery of gold and sil ver in tl e Ne Ww World. = en the Dr e Ot 
wheat varied between 12 and 30 cents a bushel. It would take 
t a few years for us to go back to that same point if w vere 


1 alone, and we should be in the same po 
tion the world was when the mines failed in other periods of his 
ry. 


nder a gold standar¢ 








Then, I say, it is very important, and the creditor classes re- 
gard it as veryimportant forthemselves. They have m: most 
vigorous efforts, and we have on the statute bo } but one law 
vhich recognizes silver as money, and tha e act | n as 
the Sherman law. 

Bimetallism, as I have often said, is the 1 to use eith 
metal. When the entire demand ls upon the cheap i] 
the metal most ersily obtained, there will be «a rise in the pric¢ 
of that metal. As the price depends upon the deman s 
to an equilibrium with the other. That is why the two ils 


\ t 
have been kept along at a parity through ‘all the ages. The de- 

mand in Europe is on gold alone. many pt f 
| silver and raised the price of gold by selling silver and buying 


(,e it down the price o 


And here is something from another well-known gentleman, the oldest ! gold. 
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Now, it is certain that if we shall stop using silver and buy gold 
it will put down the prices of commodities, increase the load of 
debis, compel the planter to sell his cotton cheaper and cheaper 
every year, and compel the laborer to work forless wages. That 
is the history of the world. That is the issue. The law of 1890 
is the only law that is left in this country which prevents us from 


being absolutely a financial colony of Great Britain; and Great | 


Britiin is very anxious that that law should be destroyed. 

{ regret that the administration of the Treasury Department 
has become revolutionary. I want to call attention to that. It 
is now proposed to follow the bad example which has been set, 
revolutionize the Senate, and break down the only safeguard 
which has protected liberty in this country. It is pertinent to 
inquire, then, for what purpose, and whether a violent revolu- 
tion is not already in progress, which the Senate should check 
before it proceeds farther? We were called together to repeal 
the Sherman act, but that act has been abrogated. The Secre- 
tary of the Treasury holdsthat by making counter offers for sil- 
ver bullion at the price at which hecan buy he canexcuse himself 
from buying any, because if he can bid below what anybody else 
will sell for, he need buy no bullion at all. That he considers to 
be the market price. 

If he can do that, there is no doubt that he need not buy any, 
and he can thus abrogate that law, although the President in his 
proclamation calling Congress together gave as a reason for its 
repeal that it was an imperative law,a mandatory law, and must 
be executed until it was repealed by Congress. Notwithstand- 
ing that statement is in the President's call, and notwithstand- 
ing similar language occurs three or four times in the Presi- 
dent’s message, still that law is abrogated. 

[s it the purpose to abrogate the Sherman law? When was 
that purpose first conceived? When did the Treasury Depart- 
ment first undertake to revolutionize this Government and de- 
clare thatit would not be governed by law? 

It is interesting to know where and when the scheme was de- 
vised to place the will of the Department above Congress and 
above law. Ah, when this country ceases to be a country gov- 

erned by law, that is the end of liberty; whenit comes to be gov- 
erned by the caprice and passions of men, when they are per- 
mitted to govern according to their views, then hberty is de- 
throned. All our rights and everything we hold in this country 
we hold under the sanction of law, which we -.are all compelled 
to obey. 


[ have been astonished to read what I find in the report of the 


Herschell commission, appointed to inquire into the coinage of | 


silver in India, and I blush for my country that such testimony 
should be given by men high in authority, that a peer of Great 
Britain could give the testimonyI am about to read with regard 
to our position, and particularly that such testimony as this 
should be approved by the action of our Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. Icall the particular attention of the Senate and the country 
to the testimony I am about to read. I think it ought to bring 
the blush of shame to the face of every lover of liberty in this 


o1 


2177. Str REGINALD WELBY. What you have been giving us up tothe 
present are notes for which the Government are responsible’—Yes, but the 
national bank notes have been comparatively stationary at about the figure 
of 80,000,000/. for two years. 

In thisconnection I would say that Sir Reginald Welby had 
given a long history of our financial legislation, very similar to | 
that given by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], stating the 
kinds of money we had issued, and how they were payable. He 
has shown great research into the details of our financial condi- | 
tion and his testimony covers many pages of this report. He 
was asked by the chairman: : 








2179. CHAIRMAN. Have youalready given us the figures you have prepared 
show!ng during the last few months that the gold and gold certificates bad 
diminished part passu?—Yes,I have stated them; that they seem to have 
been diminishing pari paseu; but these figures will appear in the tables 
which [ shall leave with you. . 

2180. Are you aware of any declarations made by the Secretary of the 
Treasury which would lead to the belief that the silver certificates or the 
Treasury notes would, if necessary, be paid in gold?-—-Ofcourse. I have read 
you that passage from the Treasurer's report of what the practice was, but 
there was a very important declaration made by Mr. Foster, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, at the annual banquet of the New York Chamber of Com- 
merce on the Isth November, 1891, waich is referred to by Mr. Taussig in his 
beok on the silver question, as pledging the Secretary of the Treasury to 
that effect. 

But I have got the exact passage, and I propose to leave the whole of it 
with you. and I shall read what appears to be the critical part for this pur- 
pese. ‘Mr.Smith asked Mr. Foster to define his actual powers with regard 
to the issuing of Treasury notes for gold."’ It is notquite aclear expression 
of what the question was. but the Secretary replied: “‘ The resumption act 
confers authority upon the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds to any 
extent that he may be called upon to do, and to increase, maintain, or de- 
crease his gold reserve. The act of July 14, 1890""—that is the act of 1890 we 
have been speaking of—‘‘commands me to preserve the parity of gold and 
siiver. Tt has always been the custom in this country to pay obligations in 
gold, and therefore, should there be any trouble about this, and if the pres- 
ent hundred millions of gold or the reserve fund were to be called out or en- 
trenched upon. it would be within the Secretary's power to issue bonds for 
gold up to 5 per cent'’—5 per cent interest on the bonds—‘‘and to replace or 
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increase that reserve fund."’ Of course this is a declarati 
per would be payable in gold; he interprets that declarat 
1890, which Lread to you, as a direction to maintain the 
and silver 


| 
2181. It could hardly be relied on as a pledge to do 1} 
i 
| 


consider that the parity might be maintained wit) 
American authority, accepts it as having that constr 
tically is the construction put upon it, and that is the 
| declaration is made. It was a deliberate statement t 
merce, 

2182. Mr. COURTNEY. Whatreport do you quote?—I quo 
gram inthe Times; the actual words of it telegraphed in f 

2183. Isuppose Mr. Foster scarcely pledged himselfto that 
will see better, perhaps, when you read the whole pas 
construction put upon it, 

2184. CHAIRMAN. The question to which itis an answer « 
been telegraphed correctly ?—No, it is not very clear; but s 
torical declaration upon which that construction has been } 

2185. Of course a ssood deal of it would depend upon what 
obligation to pay ia gold. When hespeaks of the one bundr: 
intrenched upon, jclooksas though he might be referring tothe 
Undoubtedly, in all the circumstances of the time, the meanin 
claration was tha‘ all th* paper would be payable in gold. i 
happened to know ‘ssre was a great deal of commotion in the 
at the time on the subject, and that construction was put up 
tion and is put uponit. It may be interesting to mention that, w 
getting these specimens of paper which I have shown you, the g 
the exchange office who was selling them to me, when he gave m 
note and when he gave me the greenback—I had been asking part 
the gold certiticates—explained to me that ‘‘ these will do quite a 
these are all payable in gold; it is not so expressed on the face 
these are all the same.”’ 

2185. Mr. COURTNEY. But all these declarations of this minist: 
are only declarations?—I may say that for a good many years, th: 
five-twenties were floating, the credit of the five-twenties depend: 
deal upon similar declarations of the Secretary that they would b« 
gold. A doubt had arisen as to whether the principal was paya 
though there was no doubt about the interest, a point ultimately 
enactment; but for a time the credit ofthe bonds rested purely up 
ury declarations on this head. 

2187. CHAIRMAN. That is the Secretary of the Treasury of a mori 
ministration. 


That was the administration of the Secretary of the T: 
after Mr. Foster had gone out of power. 

2188. Sir REGINALD WELByY. One Secretary of the Treasury died i 
diately after making the dec)aration?—That was Windom who died 
merely telling you how the thing stands, and Americans calmly tell 
authorities with whom I have discussed this matter—that, law or n 
the intention is to maintain the equality with gold and to suspend th 
chase of silver if necessary; that they have no hesitation about it; that 
is the permanent policy of the Treasury, and account is taken of it—I n 
the banks act upon it. 

That statement has gone forth, and the English cabinet v 


assured that, law or no law, the silver-purchasing act woul 
suspended. 

2189. CHAIRMAN. The mode which he there suggests is not the stopp! 
the purchases of silver or the issue of Treasury notes, but the borrow! 
bonds?—I may say that, as far as my own judgment goes, the st 
that he is prepared to borrow upon bonds and get gold does not be 
the critical pg The critical point is that he should lock up the pap: 
not issue it if it is not wanted 

The critical point was that the Secretary of the Treasury s} 
lock up the paper and not issue it if it was not wanted, t! 
should not issue Treasury notes, and should stop the p 
of silver bullion. 





) e cl 


Sage 


public, and that is the historical declaration which has been consid 
of great importance. 

2190. I think that covers all that you wish to say?—That wasail t! 
posed to put before you 

The witness withdrew. 

Here comes a peer of the realm and says that he is in 
by the authorities here that, law or nolaw, the silver pur 
will be stopped, and upon that declaration and that under: 
ing the coinage of silver was suspended inIndia. From th 
mony and reports which have come to us, there is no doub 
the suspension in India was predicated upon the anticipate: 


. a. ; > : However, that is the mode in which the subject is viewed by the A: 
country. I will read from Sir Reginald Weiby, a witness: 


| of the United States, of which the Herschell commission s 


to have had knowledge. How was the knowledge obt 
The testimony [ have read discloses a portion of it. There 
be more in the same line. 

It so happens that Mr. Bayard, whois our ambassador to ‘ 
Britain, is a gold monometallist, and of course when thes 
sertions were made by witnesses before the commission | 
Sherman act would be suspended and silver purchases w 
stopped, law or no law, itislikely Mr. Bayard would be con: 
on so important a matter as that, because, as I have said 
action of India was predicated upon it. It was said that i 
ticipation of the repeal of the Sherman act the coinage in In 
had been suspended because there was noalternative, that si 
would fall so low that it would disturb finance. The attitude 
Mr. Bayard on this question is revealed by a letter writt« 
him in July last, which I read now fromthe New York Wor! 
August 4, 1893. Says Mr. Bayard: 

LONDON, ENGLAND, July, 18 
Iam looking somewhat anxiously to the meeting of Congress, and hope 
there will be no faltering in the resolve to maintain the gold unit of value 
So far from depreciating the intrinsic value of silver bullion, I believe 


cessation of storage and accumulation of stock will help the market price 
for this commodity, as it would help any other commodity. 


He believes that cutting off the market, that the suspension 






























































; 1ONGRESSIONAL RBCORD—SENATE ; 
7 : » _ 4 4 
' 1893. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENz be 269 1 
* 
* , i 
: purchase of 54,000,000 ounces of silver per annum would | contract 
= ‘ . . . + ’ 1 
1 h » market, that the price of sliver bullion would be ad l idoptec 
\ das would that of ‘‘any other commodity. Would the ney with to p 
‘ off of the market for more than one-third of the whea Do you! \x 
ton crops enhance the price of wheat or cotton in ft cles, it b mes ¢ 
m ts of the world? He says he believes it would ‘ hé p tne ‘ yi ncrease th 
‘ n et price for this commodity as it would help an; ther y 
c odity:” that cutting off three-fifths of the whole output, i been roing on in G +R 
v ve the correct statistics, will enhance the market pri sideration « t 
| is we pH losophy it it is the philosophy to whic! on { 
th ld men are driven at every turn. The laws of economics l the offic Gre 
m s well as the laws of commerce, of common sense, and oO l 1d f 
. 1. D ed to rea 1 the go or the id mono h ( 
. lu ple of the Unit States to se om \ \ 
Ba a cc Lt t vic ] ‘ 
‘ j p endin yu on of coinage in In ( ! 
S i t) lai duty ne ‘ 
( pect yon a donkey are reported to have induced him t ‘i - , 
4 Llotg ; ubit W notas ining diet ‘ . LO ter 
’ | gentleman is tting s stic ereen sp cles t 
on a do? ire 1 ted to have induced him to eat shay iS Governm , 
ir d of grass, bi it was not a sustaining diet.” I think t twenty years to t ‘ 
two-fifths of all the markets for wheat and cotton are cut off, Ol t fact that 1 t ‘ > 
we not 1 susta x diet for the producers of the 1 ub fatal confe ; Ot J 
rn t1es 7 ( nine e 1 Tic T ‘ ( 
] intr il b land: Can it b doubte t o 
un rth ulati f hange 1d to i mply throw vn er put ( I 
the wh I h I a l mtr t out ¢ » Dring pout I n t Tod 
f Ma ste! mn st i ow at bil « ns < Ti it t tT} 4 
gi h, W 1 are corn ne of h wv ay, | oan 
Tha inert op aall ltt ties in 0 vit til Great Britain« 
He says, ihe intrinsic value of Solid Mikes 16 the vest stand . : . 
‘ nie —) eae vhen rh s of ( uv 
He still bows down to that exploded idea of ‘* intrins Y 5 e 
ue.” Mr. Bayard evidently has not read the elements <« aoe a 
a. 1° 4} 4} 1 - , to bring about sad results ve no ‘ 
al economy, or he. woul cnow that 1e value did not re Pang 
. : ae ae ‘ : : . _ —-_ -* Opie OL THis co itry 7 > th mn 
side in the thing, but in the estimation in which it was held : . 
arene : : ‘ ; : ully, to make us thi ) ( ) 
So fat intrinsic value is concerned, the value of gold would . 7 ; . 
remain unchangeable even: ivmh all the rocks were gold: if 7 es o ] . 
value is intrinsic it would be the same, because the intrinsi ve, de aiieaea 
q ities of gold have never changed and will probably never = 69 
. ° 4 . ad th mu y pow. 
change until this world ceases to exist * oe rere 
3 : £ Was il . T Dal 
W taecry would goupif the pound avoirdupois were reduced t 
and ntracts executed at that rate! Speculators are not needed to ; ire. 1p ”s : 
men in su paths and no sophistry should be permitted to obscure plair ing ing’ oO! 5 ? ‘ tb W 
duty vested in an interview attri ted to P nt ¢ 
What a cry would go up if the pound avoirdupois were re- | brought on a squeeze then, and when the ban 
duced to 10 ounces and contracts executed at that rate. What | the necessities of the occasion and the good sense « 
acry ought to go up if the gold dollar has been increased 50 per | dent would endure it no longer, when h clieved 
cent and contracts accordingly increased. rnment money was not safe, that the bank w ; 
The gold men seem to be ignorant of the first principles « purposes, hi ordered his Secretary of ( , 
political m Tl are so re¢ int to the rights « the Government funds elsew nd 1 
masses, 8 edy to add to the wealth of the classes, so g Then came a struggle which w be « 
to chang is form of go ment, so greedy to double the ob- | history of this country, and time rolls o e t 
lig tions ot contracts » greedy to absorb all existing richt I ) db t] T : l ’ 
¥ J J i cl ing rign nan } stood y tne pe 
. 1} ; . ; : . . ° . 
th hey ignore all sound principies Oi Iinance and try to pla | know he had aeainst him the creat t t lects <« t 
. ry . . s © = 
us absolutely on the single gold standard. There is not wealt ind probably of any age in American history t he 
, 13 ; . : 13: : ' S 
enough on the goid standard to pay the interest on the oblig hi the ore Clay, t i ) Webster, and ¢ ri 
. ; : : ~. ; a a e . ' 
tions already in existence. Even if youare not in debt, your ver ought together to defend and protect 
country 1s, and you have to pay taxes, but the bondholders p mut the peon:e si dad by Andrew Jackson and \ e | 
no taxes; the bondholders bear no portion of the burden. The | to-day [ can not refrain on this oc n 
bonds of the United States are exempt from taxes and the bonds to that creat struggol | d fro 3 
of railroads are principally held in other lands, where they ca View, volume 1, page 373 
not be reached by our laws, or they are held in various Stat ' 
: S . . an a . rH ; 
where they can not be reached. They are hidden away. T ‘ ' , 
burden falis upon those who have visible property. It falls of the Presider 
the little home of the laboring man, it falls unon the me fo para 
falls upon the enterprising man who has created wealth by | . i eetiedinhenaian ; - 
»47) a . to % . , + oo. . ’ i 1Ss of al 
skill and by his investments, and the class whoown this vas‘ 
cumulated indebtedness bear no p rtion of the burden whic " 
augmented day by day by reducing the money with which it 
be paid, and thus incre ising the strugg\ i the debtors toobta to f the 
money with which to discharge these obligations. : en igned by | 
[tellyou, Mr. President the contest uD he heipl m ‘’ - Sah, Peace a 
of mankind, who are now inthe handso ‘creditors, an : i 
$30,900,000,000 which the people of the United States owe i as the Presider ov 
enormous burden, and there must be added to that the obligat , ed Dy Bim, and it i 
to pay taxes to carry on the Government, which the pr: measure, like : 
and the owners of homes must pay. 1t mind—selfa and : 
If gold alone is to be the standard, if silver is to be destro ities and dangers : 
let y . tan — Tey } : min m to co 
et no man content himself with the id are i for sa ‘ 
from the losses which will result. His } re s, but ‘ 
. . ° ‘ ‘ ntect 
to pay the obligations of the Government. ee vee 
> . > " iri ! , 
$5,000,000,000 of stock and %5.000.000.000 ' ie Py ' 
I l I ¢ be er € 
mortgage upon every man who moves; they are a mortgag: f} r rea a N t 
every man who travels; they are a mortgige on the labor o Sauer ell tiie aie ; al 
every man who produces an article of comme Here are t ed to execute his will. o 
rm an W produces an articie of commerce ere are tie ed execute his wil n f 
Obligations of your local government, State governments, an riends—concurred heartily uct: Mr. Ta ' 
National Government, all a mortgage upon your property. Do | * ee ae sencis F’. Biair, editor of the Glob ove r 
S . i . He »*k his measures carefully 1d de eratel and with due regar ) 





. ; . . | 41 i 
you not want to discharge tnat mortgage in the money of the | keeping himself demonstrably as well as actua y! 
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Observation had only confirmed his opinion, communicated to the previous 
Congress, of the misconduct of the institution and the insecurity of the public 
moneys in it: and the almost unanimous vote of the House of Representa- 
tives to the contrary made no impression upon his strong conviction. De- 
nied a legislative examination into its affairs, he determined upon an execu- 
tive one through inquiries put to the Government directors and the re- 
searches into the state of the books, Which the Secretary of the Treasury 
had a right to make. 

Four of those directors, namely, Messrs. Henry D. Gilpin, John T. Sulli- 
van, Peter Wager, and Huch McEldery, made two reports to the President, 
according to the duty assigned them, in which they showed great miscon- 
duct in its management and a great perversion of its funds to undue and 
political purposes. Some extracts from these reports will show the nature 


of this report, the names of persons to whom money was paid being omitted, | 


as the only object in making the extracts is toshow the conduct of the bank, 
and not to disturb or affect any individuals."’ 


Then comes a list of expenditures, amounting to $80,000 for 
political purposes, which I shall not read. 


These various items, amounting to about $80,000, all explain themselves 
by their names and dates 
purpose, and every date corresponding with the impending questions of the 
recharter and the Presidential election; and all charged to the expense ac- 
count of the bank—a head of account limited, by the nature of the institu- 
tion, so far as printing was concerned, to the printing necessary for the con- 
ducting of its own business; yet in the whole sum making the total of 
$80,000, there is not an item of that kind included. To expose or correct 


these abuses the Government directors submitted the following resolution | 


to the board 

This appeared upon the books of the bank. 
purely for political purposes, squeezes, bribery, and the advan- 
tage taken of the publicloans made toinfluence Congress are not 
included in these items. Those extensions of time and the facili- 
ties granted by this bank to bring pressure upon Congress and 
upon the President are not among the items enumerated. They 
appeared upon the books of the bank, in plain violation of its 
charter. Of course the president had a right to become alarmed. 
A majority of the Government directors had been excluded from 
the meetings. There was a cabal inside, which was made by the 
resident of the bank. He could take anybody in he pleased; 
o had that discretion under the resolution, but the Government 


directors were excluded from participation in these discussions | 


as to the policy of the bank, The Government directors then 


presented this resolution: 


W hereas it appears by the expense account of the bank for the years 1831 
and 1832, that upwards of $80,000 were expended and charged under the head 
of stationery and printing during that period; that a large proportion of 
this sum was paid to proprietors of newspapers and periodical journals,and 
for the printing, distribution, and postage of immense numbers of pam- 
ph ets and newspapers; and that about$20 000 were expended under the reso- 

utions of 80th November, 1830, and 11th March, 1831, without any account of 
the manner in which, or the persons to whom, they were disbursed; and 

Whereas it is expedient and proper that the particulars of this expendi- 
ture, so large and unusual, which can now be ascertained only by the exam- 
ination of numerous bills and receipts, should be so stated as to be readily 
—, to, and examined by, the board of directors and the stockholders: 

“‘herefore, 

Resolved, That the cashier furnish to the board, at as early a day as possible, 
a full and particular statement of all these expenditures, designating the 
sums of money paid to each person, the quantity and names of the documents 
furnished by bim; and his charges for the distribution and postage of the 
same. together with as full a statement as may be of the expenditures under 
the-resolutions of 30th of November, 1830, and 11th March, 1831. That he as- 
certain whether expenditures of the same character have been made at any 
of the offices, and if so, procure similar statements thereof, with the authority 
on Which they were made; that the said resolutions be rescinded, and no 
further expenditures made under the same. 


That resolution was rejected by the board, and, in place of it, 
another was adopted, declaring perfect confidence in the presi- 
dent of the bank, who wascarrying on the business. No inquiry 
could be had. 

President Jackson goes on and shows vast expenditures which 
were unwarranted and irregular, inhisopinion, The bank when 
it came to be wound up made a very peculiar showing. I wish 
to call attention to the way the thing looked when the bank was 
wound up, when over a million of dollars could not be accounted 
for,and the names of the parties to whomit was given were not 
made known: - 

It is known that measures have been taken to rescue the property of this 
shattered institution from impending peril and to recover as much as possi- 
bie of those enormous bounties which it was conceded had been paid by its 
late managers to trading politicians and mercenary publishers for corrupt 
services rendered to it during its charter-seeking and electioneering cam- 
paigns. 

3. The amount of the suit instituted by the Bank of the United States 
against Mr. N. Biddle is $1,018,000, paid out during his administration, for 
which no vouchers can be found, 

4. The United States Bank is a perfect wreck and is seemingly the prey of 
the officers and their friends, who are making away with its choicest assets 
by selling them to each other and taking pay in the depreciated paper of the 
South, 

5. Besides its own stock of 335,000,000, which is sunk, the bank carries down 
with it a great many other institutions and companies. involving a loss of 


ov 000 more, making a loss of $56,000,000, besides injuries to indi- 
viduals. 


I want to call attention to proceedings similar to those which 
are occurring to-day: 
From the moment of the removal of the deposits, it was seen that the plan 
of the bank of the United States was to force their return, and with it a re- 
ewal of its charter, by operating on the business of the country and the 
larms of the people. For this purpose, loans and accommodations were to 


cease at the mother bank and all its branches, and in all the local banks 
over which the national bank had control— 
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Thatisprecisely what was done last spring: loans ceased o\ 

where. It was the same old method, the same squeeze by w) h 
: : ‘ le] 

the Denver banks were broken. It is the old trick, the d 
enemy, we are meeting now. 
And at the sametime that discounts were stopped, curtailments we 
and all business men called on for the payment of all they owed, at 1} 
time that all the usual sources of supply were stopped. This pres 
made to fall see the business community, especially upon large es 
ments employing a great many operatives; so as to throw as many 
people as possible out of employment. 

We have the same oid thing repeated again, and as many 
laboring people as possible have been thrown out of emplo 
They say now the only relief to be had is to demonetize s 
They said then that the only relief that could be had wa 
that national bank go on. [tis the same thing, it is to acco; 
plish the same kind of wicked purpose; what is being done { 
day was done then. 

At the same time politicians engaged in making panic had whata 
they pleased, an instance of a loan of $100,000 to a single one of 
tators being detected- 

Hundreds of thousands of dollars were paid to men eng 
agitation. They were paid what money the bank pleas: 
there is an instince of $100,000 being paid toa single ag 
who was detected— 
and a loan of $1,100,000 to a broker, employed in making distress, and in 
lieving it in favored cases at a usury of 2} per cent per month 

Here we have a broker who made over a million dollars i: 
York by relieving this *‘ distress” by loaning currency at a pre- 
mium. The same business goes on now, the same old thing 

In this manner the business community was oppressed, and in all | 
the Union at the same time, the organization of the national bank 
branches in every State and its control over local banks, being suf 
to enable it to have its policy carried into effect in all places and at the 
moment. 

We witness the same thing to-day. We have some 3,500 na- 
tional banks in existence in this country to-day, and the old 
Bank of the United States had branches in all the States. Now 
the national banks are in every State conducting this same 
business. 

The first step in this policy was to get up distress meetings—a thing easily 
done. 

The same thing has been done here. We have had distress 
meetings of the chambers of commerce and all sorts of distress 
statements that they could get up in the attempt to show dis- 
tress among the business men—a thing easily done. 

And then to have these meetings properly officered and conducted. Men 
who had voted for Jackson, but now renounced him, were procured for 
president, vice-president, secretaries, and orators; distress orations were 
delivered— 

As they are to-day— 
and after sufficient exercise in that way, a memorial and a set of resol\ 
prepared for the occasion, were presented and adopted. 

The same old plan. 

After adoption. the old way of sending by the mail was discarded and adep 
utation selected to proceed to Washington and make delivery of their lugu- 
brious document. 

Here they came to Washington themselves with their distres- 
ings statements. 

These memorials generally came in duplicate, to be presented in both 
Houses at once, by a Senator from the State and the Representative fror 
the district. These, on presenting the petition, delivered adistress har: 
on its contents, often supported by two or three adjunct speakers, alt ‘ 
there was a rule to forbid anything being said on such occasions, excep 
make a brief statement of the contents. Now they were read in violation « 
the rule and spoken upon in violation of the rule and printed never to be 
again, and referred to a committee, never more to be seen by it; and ho 
up in volumes to encumber the shelves of the public documents. 

Every morning for three months the presentation of these memorials, 
with speeches to enforce them, was the occupation of each House. ali the 
memorials bearing the impress of the same mint, and the orations generally 
castafter the same pattern. These harangues generally gave, in the first 
place, some topographical or historical notice of the county or town from 
which it came—sometimes with a hint of its revolutionary services—then a 
description of the felicity which it enjoyed while the bank had the deposits; 
then the ruin which came upon it, at their loss. winding up usually witha 
great quantity of indignation against the man whose illegal and crue! con- 
duct had occasioned such destruction upon their business. 

The meetings were sometimes held by young men; sometimes by o!d me 
sometimes by the laboring, sometimes by the mercantile class; someti 3 
miscellaneous, and irrespective of party; and usually sprinkled over witha 
smart number of former Jackson men, who had abjured him on account of 
his conduct to the bank. Some passages will be given from a few o! these 
speeches. 

Then Mr. Benton gives sore of the speeches, and these speeches 
are much more terrific than anything we have heard here about 
the alarming condition of the country. Mr. Benton made a re- 
ply to these speeches, a portion of which I shall read. He com- 


| ments in this way: 


Mr. Benton replied to these distress petitions, and distress harangues, by 
showing that they were nothing but a reproduction, with a change of names 
and dates, of the same kind of speeches and petitions which were heard in 
the year 1811, when the charter of the first national bank was expiring, and 
when General Jackson was not President. when Mr. Taney was not Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, when no deposits had been removed, and when there 
was noquarrel between the bank and the Government, and he read copiously 
from the Congress debates of that day to justify what he said; and declared 
the two scenes, so far as the distress was concerned, to be identical. 

















1893. 


All the cases so far as distress was concerned are identical. 
The distress is created by the action of the banks causing a scare, 
and refusing to perform their ordinary functions. That is the 
way distress was created then, and the way distress is created 
now 


After reading from these petitions and speeches, he proceeded to sa) 

All the machinery of alarm and distress was in as fullactivity at that time 
as at present, and with the same identical effects—town meetings, memo 
rials, resolutions, deputations to Corgress, alarming spe ‘ches in ¢ ongr 38 
The price of all property was shown t » be depress ‘ Hemp sunk m Phi L- 
delphia from R350 to o0 per ton; flour sunk from ll a barre | to 87.75 a 
1] estate fell 30 per cent; five hundred houses were suspended in their ere 





re ; 
tion: the rent of money rose to one and a half per month on the best pape! 
confidence destroyed; manufactories stopped; workmen dismissed, and the 


ruin of the country confidently predicted : 

This was the scene then; and for what object Purely and simply to 
obtain a recharter of the bank—purely and simply to force a recharter from 
the alarm and distress of the country; for there was nor moval of deposits 
n to be complained of, and to be made the scapegoat of a studied and 
meditated attempt to operate upon Congress through the alarms of the 
people and the destruction of their property, There was not even a curtail 
ment of discounts then. The whole scene was fictitious; but it was a case 
in which fiction does the mischief of truth. A false alarm in the money mar 
ket produces all the effects of real danger; and thus, as much distress was 
pro ‘laimed in Congress in 181l—as much distress was proved to exist 
really did exist—then as now; without a single cause to be alleged the! 
which is alleged now. But the power and organization of the bank made 
the alarm then; its power and organization make it now; and fictitious on 
both occasions; and men were ruined then, as now, by the power of imagi 
nary danger, which in the moneyed would has all the ruinous effects of real 
danger. 

No deposits were removed then and the reason was as assigned by Mr 
Gallatin to Congress, that the Government had borrowed more than the 
amount of the deposits from the bank; and this loan would enable her to 
protect her interest in every contingency. The open object of the bank then 
was arecharter. The knights entered the lists with their visors off—no war 
in disguise then for the renewal of a charter under the tilting and jousting 
of a masquerade scuffle for recovery of deposits 

This was a complete reply, to which no one could make any answer; and 
the two distresses all proved the same thing, that a powerful national bank 
could make distress when it pleased; and would always please to doit when 
it had an object to gain by it—either in forcing a recharter or in reaping a 
harvest of profit by mal.ing a contraction of debts after having made an ex 
pansion of credits. 

It will be dificult for pe yple inafter times to realize the degree of excite 
ment, of agitation, and commotion which was produced by this organized at 
tempt to make panic and distress. The great cities especially were tus 
scene of commotion but little short of frenzy—public meetings of thousands 
the most inflammatory harangues, cannon firing, great feasts—and the 
members of Congress who spoke against the President received when they 
traveled with public honors like conquering generals returning from victo 
rious battlefields; met by m saluted with acclamations, escorted by 
processions, and their lodgings surrounded by thousands calling for a view | 
of their persons. The gaining of a municipal election in the city of New | 
York put the climax upon this enthusiasm; and some instances taken from 
the every-day occurrences of the time may give some faint idea of this ex 
travagant exaltation 


th 
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The condition of the bank was such when it finally wound up 
and went into bankruptcy that over a million dollars of its assets 
could not be accounted for, and it dared not account for them 
and give the names of the parties who drew the money. 

But in all the excitement, in all the harangues which were 
indulged in then, there was nothing approximating what is oc- 
curring now. We not only have the testimony before the Her 
schell commission that the officers of our Government would 
buy no more silver, law or no law; we not only have here the 
action of the Treasury Department defying the law, but we have 
a member of that same party, a subordinate of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, making a speech in Chicago yesterday, the most 
remarkable which has been made by any official in any land un- 
der any circumstances. 

There was a gathering of bankers in Chicago yesterday, which 
was addressed by several gentlemen, among others Mr. Eckels, 
the Comptroller of, the Currency, and if his address does not in 
dicate the temper of the times more graphically than anything | 
I have seen in any one address, I am at a loss to know what can 
illustrate it. Mr. Eckels said—I read from the Washington 
Post of this morning, October 19: 

It may be that bankers are selfish; but not more so, I venture, than men 
in other walks of life. Surely not more so than the silver interests, whi 
to-day inveigh the most loudly against them, and yet with an inconsis 
ency so marked that “he who runs may read” are, with selfish indiffer 
ence to the public good, not only blocking the wheels of legislation at Wash 
ington, but, unmindful of the voice of the people and of the press, are ma 
ing the fundamental principle of our Government, the right of the majority 
control, ‘‘a hissing and by-word”" that their own selfish purposes may find 
fruition in legis} tment that will compel the Government to be th 





wtive enac 
special patron of their special product 

That remark is made bya Federal official. He says the minor- 
ity of the Senate, the silver men, are unmindful of the voice of 
the people. 

Now, Mr. President, I did not suppose that any official of the 
Government would ever use such language towards the legisla- 
tive department. In the first place, what right had he to criti- 
cise the proceedings here? It is becoming too popular on the 
part of the executive department to lecture Congress, a depart- 
ment that has abrogated a law that was declared to be manda- 
tory, a department that has ceased to purchase silver, law or no 
law. Is such language as this to come from the executive de- 


partment? Mr. Eckels alludes to the selfishness and the wicked- 
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ness of the minority, and attributes to usan unworthy motive, at- 


tempting tomake the Government a patron to purchase 


modity produced by us. IT de ny the W hole cha re. The charge 
false: the charge is infamous: there is no ground t 
charge. 
No Senator has asked the Government to buy sil ve We have 
protested against the purchase of silver from the b nit 
We have demanded the right euaranteed | e | oO 


take our silver to the mintand have it coined We ch 
; : 


he gold men have tiken from us that right, and 1 ‘ 
us no hearing, but did it by a conspiracy with tl 
metallists of Great Britain and the creditor clas Chey c 
it down when we knew not of it 

We developed an empire; we found mines; we mad poss 
ble for this Government to be rich ana great: we made it 
ble for this people to mine and coin their own mone 
it possible for them to be independent of debt; we made it 


bie for America to be the financial center of the wor 


found mines of gold and silver, and laid a foundation fo em 
pire. We invested our all on the supposed good faith of our 


Government. 
our people are starving. 


We have been betrayed. Our mines are closes 


Why were we betrayed For the pur 


pose of enabling the gold kings to enslave the produce ‘ 

of this country. Why are they to be enslaved be 

pose of reducing the prices of commodities. so that tl 0 
ducers must live on stirvation prices; for the | ose of en 
hancing the value of bonds; for the purpose of ch t 
form of civilization. 

We have protested against American slavery; we have pro 
tested against British rule here. and for this we are « i self 
ish. But this officer of the Government does not allude to an 
ther class. He does not allude to the men in the Senate who 
have bonds: he does not allude to the men in the $ it ) 
have bank stock, who propose to vote for a bill that donat to 
them $20,000,000 without their doing a thing No n is 
made to that. I claim that every industry in which ere is 
competition ought to be represer tedin the S te LI tton 


industry ought to be represented here: the wheat inte tought 
to be represented here; the manufacturi 


represented here; the mining interest ought to be re ent 
here. But I deny that the Senate should be a manufs ng 
shop of money, or that any interested party should b ed 
in the manufacture of money here. This isa legislat 
ment, and no man has a right to sit here and voten 
} own pocket. That is the distinction | mak: 

l repel with indignation and scorn the insinuation that n 
outside engaged in legitimate business has not aright to b 
resented here, but I deny the right of any man holding bank 
stock to vote to put money in his pocket. 

What is the proposition here? To destroy silver, to 
bonds, and buy gold. For what purpose? For the rpo ow- 
ing national banks more bank circulation; toallow them to geta 


further subsidy from the Government; to allow 
position where they can produce 
o do as they did in 1811, to create a panie at will and l 


i panic at \ Lo ‘ hem 


egislation; to allow them as they did in 1833, to er 
everywhere; to give them an opportunity to rob the « 
That is what it is for. 

The present crisis is the greatest that hx ver D it 
upon the American people. There was ne ch 
fore. This is a new order of thines. In former times i 
system did not exist. Now, the country is bonded, | 
p yable in gold or silver, and the b iolid prom ) ke 


the bonds payable in gold alone. It his gone to the utmost e 
tent of indebtedness. 
people. The people had done it j y 
must stand by it; but the cruelty of changing those contracts ni 
making gold the only means of payment is be 
Ss1On. 

Now I suppose this young gent! 
ing anything illegitimate. 


[It was to be paid in cold and si * by the 


yman did not think 


He was undoubtedly a en 





future honors. He saw before him the brilliant success « 
decessors all along down the line where they had b n 
into the arms of New York banking establishments di 
rich. It may be that he thought he would ‘atiate | self 
with those bankers by abusing Congr Hye yhavea a- 
tion to become a bank president, a nd of | eding 
indoubtedly facilitate his aspiration. This must be attrib d 
to the language of a candidate for speciil favors whet y 
out of office. So many graduates from the Treasury D 

have obtained rich berths in New York that this young n,a 
young lawyer, saw th» brilliant career that had been secured by 
thers similarly situated, and the prize w too dazzling; hi 


must turn in and abuse Congress too. He must abuse the silver 
miner who was starving for bread: he must extol the 
who are robbing the world: he must speak tickling 


bankers 


things to 
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them and they of course would tickle him in the future as they will come, and that speedily, when the people will ha 


had tickled many of his associates and predecessors. 

Now, this language grows out of the condition of things; this 
language grows out of the contempt of high officialsfor the laws 
of Congress; this language is inspired by the greed and arro- 
of the gold ring of Great Britain that tramples upon the 
ofall. Perhaps I have said too harsh things of him; but 
[onivy speak of him as the representative of the controlling pas- 
to abrogate the rules and vote 


vance 
gan 


rights 


yn of the hour that demands us 
rwards. 
The United States Bank ended in disgrace, bu 


; . af 
and discuss alte 


We } 1Ve POL A 





> 
hydra-headed institution worse than that. We have one thatis 
not supported by deposits alone, and I will have occasion to 


Spt ak of tho 


of the Government, 


e deposits sometime. It not only has the deposits 

which » ten, yea a hundredfold greater 
than the deposits in the old United States Bank, but hundreds 
and millions have been deposited in theseconcerns. They were 
enabled between 1876 and 1881 to make millions in purchasing 
United States bonds, the purchase price remaining deposited in 
the banks in miny instances. There never were such abuses in 
the history of the world as the favoritism to particular banks, 
and on another occasion [ am going to show it. 

The deposits in many individual banks were great 
entire deposit in all the banks in 1833. 
made of these deposits; the 
That is not all. 
draw interest at the same time. Ninety per 
deposited with the Government are paid to the banks. They 
deposit $100,000 in bonds and get back 90 per cent of it todo busi- 


r than the 
No complaint has been 
banks have had the use of them. 


ness, and then draw interest on the hundred thousand. For | 
man rs when this institution first started it drew from the | 
Government a subsidy, a gratuity of $15,000,000 a year besides 
the advantages of the deposits. Noone can point out what ad- 


vantage a national-bank note has overagreenback. 
backs were retired; they were funded into bonds. 

The greenbacks draw no interest; they were funded into bonds 
ay 


and the bonds filed in the Treasury, and 90 per cent given back 


The green- 


to do business on,and the Government charged with interest on 
the whole; and the Government was unjustly charged with $15,- 


000,000 perannumformany years. This they propose todo again. 
The combination between the national banks and the gold ring 
of London and New York are the enemies with whom we have to 
contend. Thisis proposed when we are muking this struggle for 
the people, when we are standing here and protesting that thi 
issue was not submitted to a vote of the people, that both politi- 
cal parties agreed that they were for bimetallism and both repu- 


18S 





| part of the defenders of the people has been earnést. 


| in the making of their laws. They are now too poo: 
| conventions. 

The combined bondholding interests of the country 
nate your Presidents and elect them, and when they 
pede Congress, both Houses of Congress—one Ho 
we have been told that that was the will of the peop! 

[It was well understood that when the lower Hou: 
there was a two-thirds majority in favor of honest 
thirds majority against British rule, atwo-thirds maj 
the trampling upon the Constitution and laws of 
two-thirds majority in favor of fair play, a two-t 

in fayor of the masses against the classes. 

How did it become a two-thirds majority the ot! 
this Hall on the last vote taken there was a large n 
free coinage. The vote last February ona measure to 1 

Sherman law was defeated by 19 majority. How thi 
That was after the people had spoken. Then theSe 
spect for the voice of the people. That was after the « 
Mr. Cleveland. The Senate remained true to its colors, 
the people until the howl of distress was raised, until t! 
ances of 1811 and 1833 were brought to bear to coerce and 
pede Congress. It is claimed that a majority are the ot 

I do not believe it. I do not believe there is anysuch m 


| I believe that those men who have stood for the people f 
The banks are allowed to use the money and 


cent of the bonds | 


last twenty years and have made a name for themselves 
when the time comes, afford to join the enemies of the 
the enemies of mankind, and reduce the masses to slav 
rich the few. I do not believe they can doit. They m 
they can. It will be a bold man, knowing as they know, | 
said as many good things as they have said, who can n¢ 
his back upon the people. 

I protest against the insulting claim that the right of « 


. . 5 . r . . 
sion has been abused on this occasion. The discussion o1 


ye 


No 
has been spent in idle talk, as we believe; and now when 
discussion is under way and we are laying it before the cou: 


they. become alarmed. They say they must cut off the right 


| debate, we must stop this giving notice, or their evil ways will b 


diated the idea that they would adopt the single standard of | 


ogy! 
y 
goid. 


They went before the country on that; and now at the dic- | 


tation of the London syndicate we are called together here to re- | 


peal the act, and then say that the business demands it, that the 
people demand it. 


The people have not demanded it;-it has not been submitted | 


to them: and the gold men dare not submit it. 
take the verdict of the people. 
With all the appliances of all the power given by their foreign 


creditors who are squeezing their debtors in this country, with | 


all the appliances of the national banks and other institutions, 
who are squeezing their debtors, with all the appliances of pub- 
lic credit, with all the appliances of the Administration, with 
all the contempt of officials for law—with all these we meet in 
this revolutionary scheme to override the will of the people. 

We are met here and demanded to surrender; and to accom- 
plish their purpose they would wipe out the landmarks, remove 
the landmarks that have stood here as bulwarks of liberty 
through the century. They would remove the bulwarks that 
prevented the extension of slavery into California and into the 
Northwest. They would remove the bulwarks of liberty that 
prevented the Executive from seizing the local elections and 
making thisa monarchy. They would remove ail the bulwarks 
of liberty and ride roughshod over the people and subject them 
to slavery in the name of constitutional liberty. 

Why, rules were made to check the madness of the majority 
under just such circumstances as these? If there was any patri- 
otism in the Senate, if the fire of liberty breathed here, it seems 
to me that a majority of the Senate would be indignant at the 
trampling of the law by the Executive; they would be indignant 
that Congress should be called here to repeal a law that the Ex- 
ecutive had already trampied upon; and they would blush that 
it should be given in evidence before the high tribunal in Eng- 
land, that the officers of this Government would cease to pur- 
chase silver, law or nolaw. They would blush, I say, that Eng- 
land in demonetizing silver in India had taken official action 


They dare not | 
| ernment of the will of a dictator. 


known. No man fears the truth so much asa rascal; no m 
fears discussion so much as he who is going to do wrong. B 
hind every bush is a police officer in the estimation of the tr 
gressor. The gold men fear protracted discussion. 

[tis said the country is sutiering on account of the Sher 
act. Ideny it. No man hasbeen able toshow any evil res 
from the existenceof the Sherman act, and now that the a 
been trampled upon it is insulting to us to command th 
shall stay here to repeal it. Let those who are disobeyin; 
law take the responsibility. Let them dare to do as the 
nesses before the Herschell commission said they would do 
fuse to purchase, law ornolaw. Let the American people un 
stand that the issue is here whether the Departments shall « 
the law: whether we live under a government of law or 
Let them go before the 
try. Will Congress defile its hands by sanctioning a viol 
of the law? That is what I ask, 

The law has been trampled upon by the Executive. Le 
remain. Let the American people stand squarely to the 
Haye we a government of law or a government of the | 
trolled will of an executive officer? Do not put up wi 
disobedience of law, when they say they will purehase no 
law or nolaw. Let them face the issue which they have 
between the law and the people. They have put them 
against the law. Let them stand there and do not let the 
ate relieve them from the position in which they are plu 


| vioiating the usages of this body, by denying to the minori' 
right to discuss this momentous question. It 


must not 
can not be done. Why, the appeal to the Vice-President 
grace himself, to make himself infamous through all the : 
most outrageous. He will notdoit. He is an America 
will not lay his hand upon the Constitution and the laws o 
country. The rules were made for occasions like this, to pr 
the minority, and they will protect the minority. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I hardly think I would occ 
the time of the Senate on this question were it not for the ! 
that through no fault of my own, through no seeking of 1 
own at any rate, [ have been mentioned personally in this « 
bate several times, and therefore I think it is incumbent 
me to make a brief statement on the question of changing | 
rules, 

It is nota good time, in my judgment, to exercise arbitr 
power in the Senate. I think a more unfortunate occasion co 


upon the assurance of our officials that the law of 1890 was to | not be seized upon by those who are anxious to pass the pending 


be repealed. They would blush, I say, for their country; and if | 
the right to debate is cut off here, if it is stricken down in the 


house of its friends, if revolution isaecomplished here, the time | who propose these radical rules in this body. 


bill. I myself have been in the Senate but a short time, yet 1t 
will be noticed that I have been here as long as the gentlemen 
I am following 


















79, moved to go i 
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any other bill provided twenty Senat are d rmined 
they shall not pass it? 
Mr. DUBOIS. Iw coming to th in an orderly 
will come toitnow. I say that any bill which the people o 
country desire passed. on which they have voted will be 1 


by the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. How, I ask the Sena 

Mr. DUBOIS. By a vot 

Mr. HILL. When? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Does the Senator mean at what time 
of next July or the IstofS ptember, or some supp sititio 
that he is speaking about? 

Mr. HILL. No; I am taking any bill that the majority « 
Senate may desire to pass. Does th f any W 
or method under existing rules whereby it can be done if twe 





Senators insist that it shall not be done? Ifso.I should like to | 
have him point it out. rht 


I suggested yesterday that I thoug 


L | 








he f 


rood he 


xe 


she 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








2095 




















Se ber 





Pe 


as 






i" 


Athi See Oe 





































eA 
A AAR OT Ie, ot 


2696 CONGRESSIONAL 





A bishop of the church tells us, ‘‘All is not lost while there is a man left to | jno—the extreme silver men 
reprove error and bear testimony to the truth; and the man who doesit with | 4 oe 
becoming spirit may stop a Prince or Senate in full career, and recover the | 
day.’’ But where this spirit has been shown—where an honored associate has 
earned this title to fame—I insist that itshall be made known. The battles of 
regiments are inscribed on their colors. I now inscribe on the colors of 
Jacob Collamer the civic battles which he fought. Swords of honor are 
laced on the coffins of lamented generals. I now place on the coffin of a 


amented Senator the simple truthful record of his acts. 


At best it is but a combination, a thing of shreds and patches, 
which is attempting to force this bill through. 


stance in it; there isno life in it. The two distinguished Sena- 


tors from Massachusetts who were the chief champions of the | 
One of them at that time was | 


force bill are now in the Senate. 
in the other House and the bill is sometimes named after him. 
I submit that my Democratic friends on the other side who stand 
with us now are as liable to be right as we were right then, and 
that my honorable friends on the other side of the Chamber who 
stand with the distinguished Senatorsfrom Massachusetts are as 
liable to be wrong now as those Senators were at that time. 

Reference has been made to myself. Language has been used 
in regard to me because I did not vote, which 1 hardly think is 
decorous or fitting for the Senate Chamber. I assume Senators 
forget that never before in the history of the Senate did the Sen- 
ate insist on a Senator recording his vote when he stood in their 
peoceate and declared, as I declared, and as I declare now, that 

think the interests of this country would best be subserved by 
withholding my vote; that I know the interests of my constituents 
would best be subserved, and that my judgment and my con- 
science would not allow me to vote. 1+ is the first time in the 
history of the Senate when that declaration was made on this 
floor by a Senator that the majority undertook to force him to 
vote. Would you force me to violate my conscience and my duty 
to my constituents? Can youdoit? Is there any power residing 
in this body to compel me to vote? 

I think there is no Senator here who appreciates more highly 
than myself a seat in the Senate. It givesan opportunity for use- 
fulness to me which I could gain in no other way. I have no 
other ambition. I am not interested insilvermines. The money 
that I have is with the Secretary of the Senate. I never had 
$5,000 in my life and never expect to have. My ambition does 
not run in that direetion. -My contention is not for mine owners 
nor is it for bankers. It is my pleasure and delight to sit in the 
Senate. Yet, if my expulsion from this body would prevent the 
passage of the pending bill I would not hesitate amoment. You 
could not make me surrender my judgment and my conscience 
to the keeping of the rest of the Senators here even if the penalty 
for refusing were my expulsion. I call attention tothe fact that 
never before was it attempted tocoerce the conscience of a Sena- 
tor. 

{t is altogether likely that when the rules of the Senate were 
passed those wise men had in view future actions, and passions, 
and ambitions of individuals. Is itnot fair to conclude that when 
the present rules of the Senate were drafted the rule allowing 
unlimited debate was made fora definite purpose? Atthat time, 
may it not hive been foreseen that with the great patronage the 
President would have in the future some ambitious President 
might get control of the majority of Coagress, and that attempts 
might be made to passlaws which would strongly tend, if notab- 
solutely keep the then controlling party in power, or that they 
might attempt to pass laws, as in the present case, which would 
bankrupt the people before a change could be effected? And 
that to prevent violent resistance to such attempts tending to, if 
not producing, civil war, the makers of the rule intended it asa 
mode of peaceful resistance to be used to carry the matter over 
until the people could be heard from at the next general elec- 
tion, especially so, as in the present case, when the lawintended 
to be passed was in open contradiction to the will of the people 
as expressed at the last election? 

You have an election every two years, and can anyone say 
that alaw which has been on our statute books for two or three 
years, which seemed to work well most of the time, will bring 
permanent disaster to the country if continued until the people 
can be heard from again? The House of Representatives is 
elected every two years,and the rule of the Senate allows the 
Senate to keep the question open until the country can express 
its sentiment upon it. 

Suppose that the President of the United States should send 
word to the Senate that he desires a bill passed in the interest 
of silver, how long do you suppose it would take the Senate to 
pass that measure’ Suppose he would send word to the Senate 
that whatever the Senate and House of Representatives saw fit 
to do in their legislative capacity in regard to silver would re- 
ceive his sanction, how long would it take a financial bill to pass 
the House and the Senate then? 

That is the condition which confronts us. You notonly insist 
on pissing this Fill, but you insist that we shall keep a quorum 
here ull the time. The silver men made your quorum this morn- 








There is no sub- 
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You could not have obtainaa + 
until noon had it not been for them. As has been Pointed out. 
there has not been an hour when you could have kept a quopyy, 
in this body for the passage of the repeal bill without the < co 
men. There is nosentimenthere among the majority in fa, rot 
the unconditional repeal ofthe act. Keep your own quorum in} 
Chamber. Youhave norightto ask the silver men to eo, 
at 10 o’clock in the morning and stay until 6 o’clock at n 
less you yourselves stay here; and so far asI am concerned | sh 
resort to every expedient in my power which is legitimate to x 
that you keep a quorum here and that you aid us in this phys 
struggle and suffer with us. If it is inconvenient for you jt 
likewise inconvenient for us. 

There are some things which have been quite as undignif 
as those done by the friends of silver on this floor. I thi: 
rights and the dignity of the Senate would not be hurt 
say the least, if a little more attention were given to 
When Senators leave the Chamber paired and other S 
are left here unpaired the pairs are transferred at the will of 
dividuals, and not even the consent of their colleagues on t 
floor has been asked when Senators’ pairs are transferred. 

_ Mr. FAULKNER. If the Senator will permit me, I think t! 
is unjust toSenators whomerely transfer a pair. I have be 
charge of puirs for five or six years, since my service in thes 
ate, and I have never heard the right of any Senator ques- 
tioned to transfer a pair where he protects the vote of the Sen- 
ator with whom he ispaired by the transfer. That isa universal 
right, always exercised without question on this floor, the simp|: 
question being whether the vote of the Senator with whom he is 
paired is protected by the transfer. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Whena Senator pairs he expects his rights to 
be protected. He is sometimes very careful to pair with aS 
tor whom he supposes will preserve that pair for him. Now, 
it may happen in an indiscriminate transfer, especially when 
you transfer the pair of a Senator to another Senator who has 
left unpaired, thereby not signifying plainly what position he 
would take on the pending measure, that you may pair him with 
a Senator who will repudiate it at some other time. It may 
to his interest and the interest of his constituents to say that he 
was not so violent on one side or the other. Within my own ex- 
perience I have known a member of Congress to be defeated for 
re‘lection simply because of a pair which was unguardedly made 
and which he never could explain satisfactorily tohis people. [ 
think when pairs are made they are made for the protection of 
Senators, and they ought not to be*transferred so indiscrimi 
nately as has been the case during this debate. Ishould not, and, 
therefore, will not, say that pairs have been deliberately broken 
and disregarded. 

[t is a little amusing to see the changed attitude which Sen- 
ators and newspapers assume with occasion. The side of the 
question which they are on makes a wonderful difference with 
them. More for the edification of the Senate than anything 
else, I desire to read two or three short editorials froin New 
York papers written when the force bill was pending. 

The New York World said at that time: 

Every device for delay must be used in the Senate; no legal act of any 
conceivable kind done to prevent the passage of the bill will be other than 
praiseworthy. 

At the same time the New York Herald said: 

The minority are quite right to cause delay by every means within thel 
reach. The minority demands that the customs, traditions, and usaces 
which have governed the Senate for the last one hundred years shall not D 
tampered with; a cloture resolution is revolutionary and should not be tol 
eratea. 

The New York Times, speaking of the proposed change of the 
rules to bring the question to a vote, said: 

Nothing so subversive of inherent principles cf legislation under represent 
ative government has ever been attempted in the United States. Weure far 
within the truth when we say that never in the proudest and most i! ent 
period of the dominion of the slave power in Congress was anytliing so 
plainly inconsistent with the first principles of our Government done or 
tempted. The men who are panes and leading the assault on some of th 
most valuable safeguards of free institutions are also those who have | 
times past fought with the utmost courage and fidelity against the a 
of Executive influence. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask what is the 
date of the articles he has read? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Lam notable to answer the Senator. If was 
during the force-bill fight. 

Mr. HILL. But the point I wish to make is that it was after 
the fall election of 1890. Was it not? . 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam not sure as to that, but they are dl- 
rectly in point as to the present contention here. 

Mr. HILL. Iam very certain that it was, and I simply desire 
to add in conclusion that the force-bill issue was one of the great 
issues of the campaign of 1890, and those editorials were written 
after that election. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I beg pardon, the bill was pending in the Sen- 
ate when these editorials were written, and a proposition was 
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ussion to change the rules during the discussion of 


under dise c a : 
It is perfectly in point. 


that measure. 2 ro - 

Mr. President, I do not mean that any Senator on this floor 
should misunderstand my position. I have the highest personal 
ou 4 . 


regard for every member of this body, and I think, with few ex- 
ceptions, there is no Senator here who imagines for a moment 
that I desire to do anything which would be personally offensive 
tohim. But feeling as I do, and knowing the elfect_ of the pas- 
sage of this bill on my own State, as I have said, believing I 
know the effect of it on the country, I can never consent to the 
ssige of the bill, and you know as well now as you knew a 


pa , 
month ago that you can not pass It. 

In order to make our contention clear I will briefly state the 
position of my own State, which is applicable also to other States. 


eho at the World’s Fair Exposition took the first prize for 
its of almost every description—green fruit, preserved fruit, 
1its in solution. 

We took the prize over the great States of C ilifornia, Oregon, 
and Washington. We took the prize for our forestry exhibits. 
We have resources there which will build up one of the finest 
States in this Union. We have more good agricultural land 
twice over than there is land in the State of New Jersey. Yet 
our foundation rests on the mining of gold and silver. Weare 
so fae from the markets of the world that we can not ship our 
produce there: and since this agitation and the closing of our 
mines every railroad running into our State has gone into the 
hands of receivers. 

Those roads carry out our mineral wealth; they bring back tiie 
supplies to our people. When you pass the pending bill you not 
only strike down silver mining, but you strike down gold mining 
as well. You gold men, perhaps, do not realize it, but when you 
stop the purchase and coinage of silver, when you close the sil- 
ver mines, youdestroy the gold mines of thiscountry also. Irom 
33 to 40 per cent of all the gold mined in the United States comes 
in conjunction with silver, and it comes in such small quantities 
that it can not be mined for the gold product alone. You must 
ilso mine the silver in order to get the gold. 

So, when you pass this bill, speaking for my own State, you 
destroy the fabric of our prosperity. It not fair, it is not 
manly, and it is not according to the spiritof the American peo 
ple. Those men were given the right under the Constitution 
to dig out these precious metals. At the last election every Sen- 
ator on this floor was pledged to protect silver. There is nota 
Senator here who had any authority from his people to absolutely 
destroy this precious metal. I do not say that he was pledged to 

‘ee coinage, but none of them dare contend that he has express 
authority from the people of his State or from his national party 
to pass this proposed law, which stops the purchase and coinage 
of silver and the issuance of money. f 

I do not know that I care to say anything more in regard to 
this matter. If the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. WHIT#}, the 
other day in his personal attack,is satisfied with the position 
which he occupies Lam. I can not afford in the Senate of the 
United States to use the language of the bar room, nor will I. 
[am glad to say that every Senator who has spoken has repu- 
diated the utterances of the Senator from Louisiana, and he 
stands alone in the unique position which he occupies of desir- 
ing to hurl any Senator from this Chamber who would not vio- 
late his conscience and his duty to his constituents as he saw it. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senatorallow me a moment? Whatdid 
the Senator from Louisiana say that has been repudiated by this 
body? Idid not knowit. The Senator from Louisiana is ab- 
sent from the Chamber. 

Mr. DUBOIS. He thought the Senator from Idaho should b 
hurled from this Chamber because he would not vote. Do you 
subscribe to that doctrine? 

Mr. HILL. I have not heard that precise question presented. 
[think that all the Senator from Louisiana suggested to the 
Senate was that the Senate had the power under the Constitu- 
tion, and he argued I think also from the rules, to compel a Sen- 
ator to vote. In other words, I think he argued that remaining 
in his seat when his name was called when he should have vote 
was disorderly conduct and disrespectful to the Senate. I think 
that was all he suggested tothe Senate: and I am notaware that 
that doctrine has been repudiated by any Senator here. I am 
not aware of it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have not heard of any Senator, the Senator 
from New York will allow me to say, not even himself, who has 
gone beyond the point of suggesting that the Senator should be 
counted. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, when I was much younger 
than I am now I was requested to prepare the rules for a debat- 
ing society. One of the rules was that any member should. upon 
rising, address the chair, and when recognized should confine 
himself to the subject under discussion. I cime into the Senate 
this morning and listened to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 


Id 


is 
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STEWART], whose speeches I always attend and listen to witha 
great deal of interest, and [supposed that in my absence some 
measure involving the free coinage of silver, or something else 
had been brought before the Senate. I inquired of friends and 
learned the question before the Senate. The Senator from Colo- 


rado [Mr. TELLER] yesterday, when I was present, submitted the 


following motion: 


That the name of H. M. TELLER, a Senator from ¢ ) », be add a 
la l call recorded inthe Journal yesterday, made e |] I 4s 
certaining whether a quorum of the Senate Was present 


That is the real question before the Sen 








ished that it has occupied so much time. The Senato om 
Co orado h Ss been in this b dy p srhaps onver than l nos I 
other Senator, and he has the esteem of every member of this 
body. His knowledge of parliamentary law is unsurpassed. He 
presents a personal request to the Senite, that his name shall 
be “‘added to the last roll call recorded in the Journal yeste 
day, made for the purpose of ascertaining whether a q 

was present or not.” Here is a mere personal request f w 
Senator who knows the facts and circumst: e He knows that 
he was present; he knows that his name was not added to e 
rolleall. He appears and asks that thatcourtesy be exten to 
him; and yet the Senate has occupied nearly two days, not in 
debating that particular question, but without allowing 

very reasonable request 

We understand that without something like unanim } 

sent no action can be taken in this body. No M 4 ' 

[ ask unanimous consent that the application made by t ; 

tor from Colorado for himself may be allowed. I do it for the 
reason that I think itis due to him. I am one of the or 
members, for my service in this body is not very long, but have 
understood that this is pre‘*minently a courteous body nd 
that when Senators make personal requests, which are 1 
reasonable or improper, they are acceded to upon thi nd 
of that lawful courtesy which we owe to each ot 

Now, I submit whether this long debate is not discourteous to 

| the Senator from Colorado, who has presented this ver) e 
re lest, a request that does not appear to 
and which relates to himself alone. He does not ask 
thing shall be done with respect to any other Senator 
pure, simple, earnest, honest request for a personal favo I 
think ought to be allowed. 

Mr. President, [ask the unanimous consentof the Senate that 
this order may be mide. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. DUBOIS. I objee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ili <3 
unanimous consent. The Chair thinks the r 10 be 
submitted to the Senate: but there are objectir 

Mr. PALMER. If there are objections | co sm ish- 
mont. | have been told of the high ) ne e his 

dy. The other evening I had the misfortur n some 8 e, 
fenorantly I confess, to violate one of the rules o ie bo id 
th Senite was courteous enough to excuse th ’ ut ult. 
Now, when I[ plead that the Senator from Colorado sha P 
the right to place himself in the attitude he thinks he o t to 
occupy, and that application is made in respectful language d 
made upon facts that are within the knowledge of the Senator 
himself, gentlemen on this floor, from whom I did not e n 
objection, insist that the Senate shall not accede to th - 
of the Sen:xtor from Colorado. 

Mr. President, the idol is broken. My visions of the te, 
perfect, sublime courtesy of this body are dispelled | find that 
here we are sometimes forgetful of that noble t sity 1ich 
always should characterize a body like this. 

I asked unanimous consent, and now that unanimous consent 
has been refused me I now tit is impossi ye to p SS tHISO » 
[had s ip osed the Senate h id some regard I the rights ot a 
Senator. I understand that we have reached a point wh [ 
can not get unanimous consent for this purpose, and I despair. 
Nothing can be done without unanimous consent We ca 
‘ n be civil and courteous and obliging to each other wit! 
un nimous consent. 

Mr. President, I abandon the motion in despair. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, in view of the propositi that 
were made in the Senate on yesterday, in relation to ige 
of the rules of this body, I desire to submit é observations 
in reply to what was then said by the Senators from New York 

M Hin} and from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. I do so fro the 
standpoint of a person opposed to the passage of the bill repeal- 
ing the purchasing clause of the act of 1890,and at the me 
time I think there is no reason for unfavorable criticism of 
the Senators here of either political party who entertain er- 


allowed 
had when 
much better 


ent opinions, and who think that greater time should be 
its consideration. T believe that a vote ear 


1o be 


be 


this debate has been exhausted, and that it can 
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had, and is much more probable, by following the orderly 
course of procedure that has at all times heretofore character- 
ized the Senate. In that way I believe it should proceed, in ac- 


cordance with its customs and its rules. 
[ justify and defend the President and the Secretary of the | 
Treasury, and the Senators who entertain other opinions in the | 


action they have taken. There is nothjng in their action to | 
lessen in any degree theconfidence and respect which the peo- | 
ple of the United States have for them and for their greatability | 
and zealous patriotism. 

{ have been ready atall times and Iam now ready to vote on the | 
question of the passage of the ll of the proposed | 
amendments. 

But upon the puint that this body has the power to change its 
rules, pending the discussion of a particular bill, by a vote of the 
majority, I desire to submit a few remarks. 

The power of the Senate to change its rules ig absolute, Mr. 
President. The power to do a thing authorizes its being done 
without regard toexpediency, without regard to propriety, with- 
out regard to the rights of individuals or to the gen ral policies | 
which should characterize all parliamentary proceedings. No 
one doubts that a majority of this body has the power to do what- | 
ever it pleises to do within the scope of its jurisdiction. ‘The | 
Senate may determine the rules of its proceedings, unquestiona- 
bly. The Senate may enact legislation of the most vicious char- 
acter, but it may not rightfully do it. 

The Senate by a majority of a quorum, 25 votes out of 88, might 
on receipt of the force bill two years ago from the House, have 
proceeded to its consideration, laid all amendments on the table, 
have refused to allow debate, and haveenacteditintolaw. The | 
Senate and the House may enact laws which inflict the punish- 
ment of death on the most trivial offenses. The question is not 
one of power, but one of expediency and right—a question 
whether the rules and method of proceeding, which have been 
established for the prevention of an abuse of the power of the 
majority, shall be rudely disregarded and annulled. 

The question is whether or not in the course of parliamentary 


bill and on a 





proc eding which has become tradition in all deliberative bodies 
rules can be changed by a majority contrary to self-imposed re- 
strictions. 


The remarks made by the Sena- 
tor from Texas yesterday are not new. The proposition that 
the majority have the power under the Constitution to change 
its rules, and that the majority of a quorum is the operative 
legislative power, has been repeatedly usserted and always rec- 
ognized. But that is not the proposition to be considered when 
you propose to change the rules by the action of a majority act- 
ing in violation and entire disregard of the limitations and re- 
strictions that the body has imposed upon itself by rule. That 
is the question which is presented here. 

I wish now, Mr. President, to refer to one notable case which 
came up in the other House in the year 1882. At that time Mr. 
REED, a member from Muine, called up for consideration a prop- 
osition to amend the rules reported from the Committee on 
Rules. 


I vead from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 29th of May, 
1882: 


lhis is not a new question. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentleman from 
Maine calis up for consideration the report made by him on Saturday last 
from the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. And against that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr, KENNA. And pending that [ move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I move to amend that motion so that when the 
House adjourn to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next, to-morrow being 
Decoration Day. 

‘ The SPRAKER. The gentleman does not mean to amend the motion to ad- 
gourn 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No; I offer it as a substitute for the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. SPRAKER,. It need not be in the form of a substitute; it is a prior mo- 
tion 

Mr. BLACKBURN, I submit it as an independent motion. 

The SPRAKER, The gentieéman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] moves 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Wednesday next; and 
States as a reason that he desires to adjourn over Decoration Day. 

Mr. RANDAbL. And upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays 

“he yeas and nays were ordered. 


And so on, Inthe discussion of the 
first from what Mr. REED says: 


Mr. Reep, Mr, Speaker, the propositions which I shall have to make! shall 
endeavor to state succinctiy as I can, confining myself strictly to the ques- 
tion of parliamentary law, making no observations outside of it, except 
What seems to me necessary in order to a full understanding of the case 

The House of Representatives acts under the Constitution of the United 
States. It has certain powers expressly conferred upon it as a separate 
body, powers which it can exercise without either the let or hindrance of 
any other body, powers which it can not surrender if it would, under the 
Constitution, powers which it is obliged to retain, powers which it can never 
trade away. Those poeses are ever present with it, and it is bound to act 
in obedience and in furtherance of those powers. 

a first one which I will call attention to is in section 5 of the Constitu- 
on: 

‘“*Each House shall be the judge of the election, returns, and qualifications 


of its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do 
business.” 


proposition I will quote 
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Under that provision of the Constitution we have been er 
period of eight or ten days to judge of the right of one of 
I 


iis seat. 


Under the forms of the rules of the House tha 


part of the House, although a majority constituting aq 


| do business has been here and ready to act, has been « 


It will be seen, now, that here is the proposition t 


in the observations of the 


Senator from 


New 


that it is the rightful duty and power of the S: 


House to change its rules irrespectiv 
| of self-imposed limitations. 





pacity is the embodim 


the Constitution. 


tion prevents the House from 


law! 
to its work. 


nt of the 
It then becom 


of the exi 


Mr. REED further s 
Ido not propose to spend any time on the question 


et 





tions are dilatory motions. Every man with brains in 

ist purpose of them, knows that is the object and i 
; can not be blinded by any su astions. We have norich 
| tions of motives. As I said before on another question 

motives to members is unsuitable, but to pr mn the 

the right of any man with organs of percepti l bra 

ing the impressions made upon those organs. I shall 

time—I shall take it for granted that this Housecomprehen 

boy could fail to comprehend, that the series of motions 1 

made for the express purpose of delay and of preventing a 

i maintain the p \osition that wherever it is imposed uy 
accomplish a certain work, Whether by the Constitution « 
the duty of the Speaker, who represents the House, and 


e, to carry out tha 


s his duty to see that no f 


And I am fortified in m 


doing its duty 
lcombinations to misuse the rules and 


He must bru 
must 1 the 


hold 
proposition in reg 


distinguished authority acting upon a distinguished scene 


a position in which,if he is wise,he will be willing and gla 


history 


That was the ruling of Mr. Speaker Randall upo: 
| pending when the Electoral Commission law was u 


eration, the law by which the two Houses of Cong 


quired to count a vote in a particular way. 


Mr. R 


rd 1 
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reply stated that in that case he decided these dilato: 


to be out of order, because this special action of the 
of Congress in relation to the law which constituted 
toral Commission was binding upon him for that purp 
that extent, instead of the ruies of the House. 


Tu 


But I desire that this important proposition, which i 


here with great force as the ground of some future 
plated action, shall be presented to the consider 
country in the light in which it occured in a former procie 
of the two Houses at different important times. 
Mr. President, a very distinguished man, of whom I hav 
highest opinion, occupying now an eminent position, of \ 


and ci 
ation 


In that det 


I consider him entirely worthy, and whose conduct in t 


spect I justify, the present Secretary of the Treasury, } 
lisle, participated, and with his usual ability and clear 

of every question discussed the proposition whether 
was under any circumstances to be permitted, in a 
andin a freeand deliberative body, pending the consid 
any bill or important question, that there should be a « 
the ruies by the action of a majority, disregarding 
tions imposed by the body upon itself. 


This was tho question presented here yesterday, 


each House of Congress has the power by a majority 
rules to suppress all debate, to forbid all amendment 
with military force and despotism any measure throu 
body will admit,as a mere question of posee, that 
may do this, but the question remains w 
parliamentary law of England and the history of our ow: 
under any circumstances, it is to be tolerated that the 
majority shall change the rules, notwithstanding the 
that have been imposed upon the majority in respect 
of the rules. 


hether or not, 


This has been at all times a subject of the greatest in 


After debate Mr. Carlisle said: 


The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED 
gan the discussion by calling the attention of the Chair to two o! 

The first Was that provision which decla 
tions, returns, and quall 


sions of the Constitution. 
‘Each House shall be the judge of the elex 
of its own members."’ 


and on the preservation and maintenance of the pri: 
parliamentary law established in the experience of the 
people depends the liberties and rights of the people 
times the privileged classes have sought to give absolut 
to a majority of a quorum—a minority of the people 
nority of the whoie number of the people’s repres 
That was the proposition of the Senator from New York 
proposition of the Senator from Texas on yesterday, vi 
power to a majority of a quorum and a minority of 
vody. 


+} 


. Who makes the point of 


The second was that provision of the Constitution which declares th 


House may determine the rules forthe regulation or government of 
ceedings. 


The Constitution declares in the clause which has been read by the 


man from Maine that— : 
** Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its m 
bers for disorderly behavior, and withthe concurrence of two-thirds 
member.”’ 


The gentleman from Maine argues that it necessarily results from 


treating it as an original delegation of power to the House, that the House 
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been made on the other side; and I do not think I am doing so in saying 
that I agree with the gentleman from Iowa that in the consideration of con- 
tested-election cases we act in at least a quasi judicial capacity. We have 
under our care and subject to our determination not only the rights of the 
constituencies whose representatives are seeking seats upon this floor, but 
the very existence of this House itselfand, tosomeextent atleast, the private 
individual rights of the contesting parties. We occupy towards them sub 
stantially the same relation which a court of justice occupies towards liti- 
gants atits bar. If, looking at the record they have brought before us, we 
believe it is of such a character that they ought not to be forced to goto 
trial upon it, itis as much our duty to say so as it is the duty of a court of 
justice under similar circumstances. 

And I venture to say, in view of the allegations which are made and the 
affidavits that have been presented, that there is not an enlightened court 
of justice in Christendom that would not suppress the testimony in the case 
alluded to and afford the party an opportunity to retake it. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.| It is against a failure or refusal to do this simple act 
of justice that we have resorted to our undoubted parliamentary rights in 
this matter. 

As was well said by the gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. Randall], this 
case stands alone. It has no connection with any other election case. It is 
veing treated here by members on this side of the House as a case standing 
by itself. 

I had no purpose when this discussion commenced this morning to saya 
word, and I ought to apologize to the House, and more especially to the 
Speaker, to Whom my remarks have been addressed, for having spoken so 
long. [Applause.] 


It is obvious that you can not have rules at all, as stated by 
him, if the majority is not restrained by the limitation imposed 
upon the amendment of rules, because that majority may upon 
any occasion, upon the amendment of rules, dispense with all 
limitations and all rules, and there will be no rule left. That is 
a State of affairs that has never occurred in any deliberative 
body in a free country, to be subject at the moment to the sover- 
eign willof the majority. I venture to assert that that condition 
has never existed in any legislative body. It is a proposition 
that instantaneous and immediate action may be had without 
debate, without amendment, without consideration. Suchaction 
as that on the part of a majority means the entire suppression 
of all deliberative proceedings. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] desires me to read 
what Mr. Randall said at that time, and I will do so briefly. 
Mr. Randall said: 


I do not believe there is any one, a member of this House, who will dissent 
from the opinion which I express, that the rules of a legislative body have 
for their principal purpose the orderly proceeding of business, and next the 
protection of the rights of the minority. In support of that position I de- 
sire to have'the Clerk read what I send to the desk as the enunciation of a 
man who for nearly a third of a century, I think, was the speaker of the 
House of Commons in England, Mr. Onslow. 


Thereupon the Clerk read a statement to the effect that the 
rules were absolutely necessary for the protection of the minority 
and for free debate and amendment. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is remarkable how closely all American legislative bodies 
have adhered to the principle there stated in their parliamentary govern- 
ment. Every presiding officer of almost every legislative body in the United 
States has always deemed, in the administration and execution of rules, that 
he stood as a protector of the minority in such administration. 

The power which is given to us to form rules is derived from the second 
clause of section 5 of Article I of the Constitution, in these words: “ Each 
House may determine the rules of its proceedings.’’ Under that authority 
this House at this session has made rules for its government; and in those 
very rules provision is made for the motions whicn we have heretofore sub- 
mitted and hai the House vote upon. 

Moreover, those very rules prescribe the manner in which taey shall be 
changed, just as the Constitution itself prescribed the manner in which that 
instrument shall be changed. And when the gentleman fren Maine [Mr. 
REED] seeks to exercise the power which he has attempted as derived from 
the Constitution he must of necessity go behind that instrument itself. 

The gentleman to my mind has been exceedingly unfortunate in the cases 
to which he has alluded as warranting this meeondure onhispart. First, he 
has alluded to decisions which I made as the Speaker of this House in the 
electoral count of 1877. They were decisions which I then thought right, 
and by which lam now willing to stand or fall. Those decisions sustain 
the position taken by this side of the House in this, that it required a law to 
interrupt the proceedings of the House when they were in accord with the 
rules of the House. Or, to state it more plainly, I decided that the law cut 
off all dilatory motions, even if such motions were permitted under the rules 
of the House if they interfered with the due execution of such law. There is 
no law now in reference to this case which interferes in the least with the 
provisions of our rules. 


I will remark here that that was the Electoral Commission 


law, a special and peculiar case for the government of the two 
Houses. 


Mr. RANDALL. Allowed under the law. The law bound me. To me the 
law was higher than the rules when the law came in conflict with the rules. 
The House concurred in that position by an overwhelming vote. Our pres- 
ent rules app dinee the manner in which we may even temporarily pass from 
under their operation, and that is by a suspension of the rules, and also pro- 
vide the manner of making changes when deemed desirable. That brings 
me to the alleged decision, or rather to the dictum, of the gentleman from 
Maine, who then was Speaker, Mr. Blaine, on which the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. RrED] seems to rely. 

While Mr. Blaine then asserted that he had “repeatedly ruled that pending 
& proposition to change therules dilatory motions could not be entertained,” 
yet I have never seen, nor has the gentleman from Maine cited to us, any 
instance in which Mr. Blaine, except perhaps by unanimous consent, ever 
enforced such a construction or made such a decision, and I have made dili- 
gent search therefor. He certainly did not on that occasion assert such a 
power as in the House when the civil-rights bill was unier consideration; it 
Was mere dictum of his, and was never either pressed by him nor did the 
House then and there take advantage of any such dictum, for I find that re- 

peated efforts were then made by gentlemen, some of whom are now mem- 


ers of the House, to change the rules by motions to suspend the rules—a 
method prescribed in the rules themselves. 
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That debate is quite an extended one. It was parti 
by a number of very eminent men—Mr. Kasson, Mr. Kenn» 
was our late distinguished and lamented colleague, My. pop, 
Mr. Robertson, Mr. Carlisle, and our colleague, the s 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]: 


Mr. CARLISLE. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, no gentleman on the « 
the House will undertake to say that Gen. Garfield wasa rey: 
[ presume also that no gentleman on that side will undertake t 
face of the official records of this body, that Gen. Garfield did 
utterances which have been read here to-day, often engage in 
ceedings as this side of the House has been engaged infor some, 


Now we goon: 


Mr. BLACKBURN. * * * There are some propositions upon w} 
it from this debate, we are allagreed; first, as to the inherent pow 
House as a deliberative body to make or to change its own 1 
we are bound by those rules. We also believe that itis as mu 
power to-day to change and alter its rules as it was in its power 
instance to make new rules, or to establish the rules of the preceding aa 
when it came together as a deliberative body. 


OC in 


* * € ® * % 


That. however, is not the issue between us. Some gentlemena ‘ 
serting that the House has the right to again exercise that power i 
the limitation which it has itself imposed in reference to such 
That power we deny. Asserting the constitutional right of the } 
change, alter, or anntl its rules, we insist nevertheless that it 
according to the terms and conditions which it has itself imposed 
work. Thatisall weclaim. But the gentleman from Iowa |Mr. k 
tells us that never before in the history of any Congress has a dilat 
tion been entertained when the question of a member's right to his + Va 
under consideration. Admitting that to be true, what doesit prove 

Mr. REAGAN. I hope the gentleman does not admit it. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. By no means; Ido not admit it; but I say adm for 
the sake of argument that it istrue, What does it prove? And let us see how 
it applies to the present situation as held by gentlemen upon the : 
They claim that the right to change and alter the rules by the pow the 
majority presents a question ofsuch high privilege thatno dilatory 1 
can be entertained during itsconsideration; and why? Because we 
it is a question of high privilege that we are considering; a questio: I 
lege of such a character that no dilatory motions can be entertain vill 
be in order until it is disposed of. 

I would ask if the gentlemen considered it a question of higher pr 
than the right of a member to his seat? Ifso, what rule do you in 
establish the assertion? What construction ofa rule do you find to 
ize such an interpretation? What authoritative exposition from 
thoritative quarter? What vote of any House can you parade tha 
you the right to put the consideration of this report now pending u a 
higher groind than the consideration of the question of theright of a1 
ber to his seat upon this floor? Thatis the question I desire you to an 
if you are prepared to meet it. 

Take the action of this present Speaker of the House. He has for 
days submitted dilatory motions against the consideration of a question of 
high privilege involving the right of a member to a seat on the floor 
House. These motions have been entertained and submitted to the H 
and the Speaker stands committed against the very logic upon wh 
stand and seek now to place him. You admit that there is no ru 
governs you in yourdemand. You do not seek to present any au 
whatever; but you rest your cause upon the naked right of this a: 
leged question, in the face of the record made for the last eight days 
a question of still higher privilege has been treated as one in which y 
motions might be properly invoked by the minority to prevent w) 
believed to be unjust action. 

Where is the logic, where is the consistency when you ask the S 
who for more than a week has allowed, according to your own st 
dilatory motions to be interjected against the consideration of the 
question of privilege known to this body—when you come forward 
that he do it in this instance, ignoring and going back upon ther 
has made, for no reason except this be a question of less dignity an \ 
question of privilege than the other? If you have any other gro 
which to put your demand you have not given it to us. 

But that is not all. Let us see the absurd position to which y: 
bring this House. You propose that a bare majority upon one day 
to the exclusion of all dilatory motions, shall have the power to w 
from yourrules any provision that it pleases, and at the same time 
that you may see how far-reaching this proposition is—at the same time you 
stultify yourselves, and the House stultifies itself, by leaving stan sa 
rule of the House the requirement that it shall take two-thirds o 
bers present and voting to suspend any rule fora single instant. \ 
pose now that 663 per cent of the voting membership of this Hous: 
required to suspend any rule for a single moment; and yet you pr 
51 per cent of the voting members shall have the power to abrogate 's 
Where is the logic or consistency in that? Does it not actually ar S 
lutely dispense with all propositions for suspension of rules herea! 

But, Mr. Speaker, I warn this House that in their effort to cons 
pass the pending report they may lose sight of the fact that it r« 
other cases, that it sets a precedent for the breaking down of bar 
the abrogation of rules that will not in the heat of partisan conflict | 
or restrained to contested-election cases. If you can do this on 
notice, why can you not by the same majority vote upon one da) 
abrogate the rule that guards the Treasury of this country from riders 
appropriation bills? Why can not you set any and all of yourru 
fiance? Whois totell? You say that the two sides of this Hous: 
angered in the contest that has been waged so long. Whatguara! 
you that equal excitement will not come when other measures enti 
connected with contested-election cases will prove the subjects of « 

What guarantee can you give that there is a single question of le \ 
committed to the American Congress that will not be made the victi! ist 
such summary and arbitary procedure, which must be determined + 
by the temper in which the House may transact its legislative es 
Whenever partisan spirit runs high, whenever parties are closely 
and warring bitterly the one to pass the other to resist a measure, No 
ter what the character of that measure, that party that holds a majorly ©! 
one simply has but to give one day’s notice to abrogate any rule upol Us 
book that stands in the way of its powers. 

Mr. KENNA. They need not give even that day’s notice. , 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Yes, they need not even give that day's notice. If the 

wer in this House is an inherent one, if it is an organic act that beea Ne 

exercised under the limitations under which the House has declared it 
shall be exercised, then one day's notice is not needed; nothing is require 
except that the proposition submitted shall meet the demands of a frenzied 
majority party. 
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ww. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that either side of this House lacks the the other side of this conte men ele ul n ¢ bse as I< r iny he re al I ‘g 
yo ee are Willing to consider carefully and fairly the far-reaching results it, that would sooner see that election case neve1 u n < 

men that are ' b to this effort. I do not believe that the present occupant | the parties to that contest on the one side the othe : iva n 

t Qe oo s chair Will hesitate or refuse to measure carefully, toweigh | of their rights, far sooner see the people of that one tins Cat 

of s onaain to act fairly, when he comes to consider the consequences that lina left without + Represent ative re, tha > t ve th \ 

ade et nd will naturally follow Is it that you are so anxious to dete ican ¢ igress and the destinies of this ¢ t 

—_ 7 ne contested election case that you will not only jeopardize but 3] n ible } 1 ed, in 1 untlice nse i ma ty Al n 

: will absolutely bring to inevitable ruin the whole system of parlia cra side ghter on the Republican e 

: > government which this body for nearly @ century has found It That debate went on, and finally, amongst ot t on 

n sry to employ Do you complain that the opposition we have offered ; : oe a oe a . so : : 

— inreasona » stubborn, and ent that you will tear | Was discussed OY &@ Very Gistinguishead ana ¢ and 

che ars of the temple itself in order to crush It out man, whose untimely death we, who were his assoc 

‘ ow er we have been right or wrong In the < test that we have two Houses of Congress. have long and will alv 3 reere 

e have told you from the first, as we tell you n that there is not ; > Wiens U'ele .> . 

— i electioncase on the dock of your comm e, there isnot an 5S. S. Cox, of New York. He said 

jon or a revenue bill in the hands of the Ways and Means « h mine the r. fits pI , 
ttions Committees, there is not a piece of legislation that you can 1 n that « e that is [ 
» the bar of this House that we are not ready and willing to take up | ¢;, of ( eas We Lav Nn 1 
\ [here are those points in reference to this case that have Irpo I . at « 
ed and restated, and that I need not re t, Which constitute it In | ; eru of its proceedit except as ea 
nent uf this side of the House an exceptio! e | methods regulating our approa ng judgemer 
i ready for the consideration and transi 1 of uny other con- | , ‘ here is I ition ! 
election cases y‘ ll briag us, for any appropl 1 bill, for an I ulific i ‘ 
’ 1. for any legislat of I <u hat > i will off " ‘ La \ House t ‘ 
a here But I for one desire in conclusion, M Speaker, to plead | , ’ a % ers. Everv 1 made 

: House, to plead with its pre ling officer, ere this work shall a | ' r of the ¢ sti i ifn 1 ur e ¢ i 

y efore this shall be done; lask you to weigh v l the 1 ' la eCo i Li 
; 4 that may come, the power that you give to an unbridled m Ly nD e rule Amor e ul 3 Ww 

itside of rule, recognizi no limita n but the very doubtful and | proceedings. They provide the . i \ 

‘ 3; measure of its own heated passions and i Wh partisan | th rules remail Chev re : t no ¢ 

noses Applause on the Democratic side jing in this Hov and 

vs rURNER of Kentucky Before my « league t 3 h eat Ww Cal ere be any 1 . : ‘ i Y n it 
ré the fact that when he was managing a report from the Committee or ber ' . a’ nanan 3 org 
Rules at one tir an amendment was offered by the gentlen Vil rules ; sie fs it} rtant 

ia {Mr. Tucker] in this House to prevent filibustering by y 17 . " his House. fix ; : ; 

which amendment was opposed by Mr. Garfield, Mr. Conger ’ ; od 
and by the gentleman from Maine himself |Mr. REED], and ' . sary. sir. f 1 
the discussion that gentleman made these remarks + ae sone .nd what is . 

D r. REED. I know 1 made some mighty s¢ ible remark indI shou 7 ; 1 ( 
he ud to have them repeated now Laughter. Dy ' ; the founda v i . re] 

Mr. TUKNER of Kentucky. I hope they will be read I sul we W, Alas: f A M POE _ : 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I will ask the Clerk to read, at the suggestion of my c .1 1 the last Congress in endeavorin ) AD] 

ue, what I have marked in the volume of the RECORD hich | have here } y irns. and w ‘ . Ls a 
And I will say further that lremember that discussion we By dire mo ' ' prescript that the State Leg ut 
the Committee on Rules I was in charge of the report which was made to | ty 4 1@ people some « \ ! nd x 
the Houseembodying the present system of rules, which re rt was adopted canned . » of the House. but the ther vhi n e) 
the House. I remember that my friend from Virginia | Mr. Tucker] sut lilatoz notior 
ted a proposition in the nature of an amendment, which tended to re ha ther le was led bv e gentleman f n Maine Mr. REI 
strain and restrict the dilatory power on the part of the minority lre- | the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Re 3 who ests I 
member that that motion was resisted upon that side of the House, and in at 1 on this ¢ usion. It wa ' f lous de i 
1s not insisted upon on this side, and was not incorporated into the rules ‘ tment of a law for apportion 
Mr. REED. Do not keep us too long from the feast which you promised equences of su Ly —t t rio 1 
Mr. BLACKBURN. I remember distinctly that Gen. Garfield opposed the | egnstitutionalsystem. They p \ 
m made by the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. TUCKER], and that side | M {OOKER efeated i 
of the House was solidly in opposition to it, and this side of the House, then Mr. Cox of New York. H : } ifter ! 
t jority side, refused to adopt i In the course of that debate the gen is delaved 1 dilatory mot or a ment and what not 
tleman from Maine |Mr. REED} said session was nearly run out, and we had no chance except on the 
Mr. Chairman, if it was my purpose to reply to the gentleman who h | the session, when on my own motiol oO iting to ya 

st taken his seat [Mr. Phister], it seems to me that it would be a suitable | at t a vote on the proposition for 319 member 1 ind 

id proper reply to say to him that the constitutional idea of a quorum is | unfairness of representation, the el n I vt-large 

t the presence of atmajority of the members of the House, but a majority | misadventure ire due to the lical vyhos lis example i 

f the members present and participating in the business of the House. It | we have followed on a less cons Oo 
is not the visible presence of members, but their judgments and their votes But you gentlemen on the Other side are n pecull I ir! ) 

at the Constitution calls for f isterinu n the apportionment In } ! é Ce € 

I prefer, however, in the short time which I have, todiscuss this question | made the point that that bill was constitutional and was « é 

ipon a different basis. This privilege, which the minority of this House at tion. above ail rules: or we might have ed by a jority vo 1 
the last session availed itself of, is a privilege which every minority has | now atten pt. the rules and stopped yout pensi i rey 1 fill 
availed itself of since the foundation of thisGovernment. By pure acciden bu ring. Wedid notdoit. We pur our rules, and you pul ir 
in looking over an index of the RECORD this morning, I found the account | dij er] conduct You left us wi it thi nai nsable leg ition 
of @ resolution, which was crawn up bya distinguished member of this |} you remitted it to the present session: you had ir own Will: you. t mi 
House from Massachusetts, Mr. Butler, tocause the arrest of a distinguished | yorit defeated u you pursued thi ery course with ; vou 

member from Pennsylvania |Mr. Randall] for not voting I believe, how- | proach us, not merely on the apportionment but } I x 
ever, nothing ever came of that resolution. | Congress on the tariff bill ag and nh on motions to refer . 

‘Now, what is the practical upshot of the present practice? It is that the | friendly committe you did it on the fur r bill and on the p las 
members of the minority of this House upon great occasions demand that | sessment bill, as you had in previous ¢ 3 on oth 1eas 
every bill which is passed shall receive the absolute vote of a majority of the 
members elected. They do this in the face and eyes of the country. If they | ® . 
demand upon any frivolous occasion that there shall be such an extraor- | Ido not bel 1 in this isiness of filibustering 
dinary vote as that, they do it subject to the censure of the people of this | apportionmen had given m 1 st ‘ treat 
land. This practice has hitherto kept this House in proper condition upon | inhospitable ; t i t i 
his subject, so that there has been no improper impeding of the publi I would 1 lé [ have n 
DUSINESS. | aw! ly t W Rut l 

It is a valuable privilege for the country that the minority shall have the | od com] i ! , you } 1 i i 
right by this extraordinary mode of proceeding to call the attention of the company for I 
country to measures which a party in amoment of madness and of party fee { tlem LV 1 } SE I ( t 
ing is endeavoring to enforce upon the citizens of this land And it works i es under the superior vigor of! 4 
equally well with regard to all parties, for all parties have their times when | o Ajax 1 New Jers I t ( 
they need to be checked, so that they may receive the opinions of the people | thé eme lay ndaru to I f 
who are their constituents and who are interested in the results of their | W sir, if the Const i 1 rule 
legislation.” i wha eed for an} er rule Wh : 7 

|Applause on the Democratic side | W deter! ‘ any rule Oh ays the d neu ' 

Mr. REED. I am glad for once to have the approval of the Democratic side | New J we propose this new rule to fobstr 
of this House. What has been read is sound sense to-day, and that is why su 1 i y ion ul propose to change t 1 
I wonder at your approval of it Laughter on the Republican side ’ f pro e aad tof obstructio1 If tha 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Gentleman who confront me upon that side of the Hous: ! for de 18 ad m or debat I z 
know as well as I can tell them that a shorter period of time than has been x art “ir 3, should be abrogated 
consumed here in the effort to get up this case would have sufficed for the 
fullest investigation and fairest adjustment of the issue that is pending : , < : - : 

Now in conclusion I have but to repeat that I sincerely appeal to the pre rhere ppropriation bill which ha et ¢ ) 
siding officer of this House, whose judgment is invoked, I honestly and ear- | na apy viion bi Laught i i to 
nestly —— to those who sit around me on both sides of this Chamber, to | have ‘ eported early in the sess S I 
weigh well the action that is to be taken in this effort to inaugurate a move l e have not yet seen any b] 
ment that practically repeals every provision of rules that this House has N i rolit ilator his « 
forits government. It is proposed to turn the American Congress, or t Or is i re if there be 3 ah? i ( ; 
branch of it, without any limitation, without any restraint, over to be new Na I ‘ Ly ‘ 
guided by a partisan majority the rule t Ww I 1 i 

And more, whenever a piece of jobbery looking to the plunder and pillage irs perhaps ma } at nt I 
of the Federal Treasury, by means of lobbyists or what not, is able to com e ¢ r bills in ndre i 3 yet t l 
mand a bare majority vote of this House, away go your rules in order that | « ) nto t the y » it ul € 
the public Treasury may be opened tovheir raidings. Itleaves nolimitation; L te 
it is the entering wedge for the abolitionof parliamentary government, not . - A a ‘ , 





in contested elections only, but in every species of legislation with which we 
Stand charged as a duty here. So, now, Mr. Speaker, we contend that in making rules here we 
Ido not doubt that there are those, as honestly and warmly supporting W the mode prescribed This mode is the existing rules. For Liking 
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or unmaking rules, which are a law or a constitution of our House, the 
rules existing must be observed, Any other mode isa flagrant breach of the | 
law of this House, and as law-abiding members we denounce it. 

All the amendments of the Constitution from the beginning, including 
those guaranties and immunities of civil liberty—liberty of conscience, free 
speceh fair trial, bail, delegated powers, judicial rights, the electoral col- 
lege, citizenship, disabilities, apportionment—all the amendments until you 
come down to the great and boasted amendments in regard to human lib- 
erty, suffrage, and civil rights were passed in pursuance of the ‘* mode pre- 
scribed.”’ They were submitted through the two-thirds vote of Congress to 
the States for ratification. 

lie is a revolutionist Who would seek to change our Constitution except in 
the prescribed mode. He is no less a revolutionist who, to seat a member, | 
would override existing rules here, not repealed or changed; and heis worse 
than a revolutionist who, to seat a member, would overturn ourrules toseat 
a member in a case inv fraud and corrupted by forgery 

Now, Mr. Speaker, when you rule, if you dare rule, as perhaps you may 
rule in this partisan excitement, if you rule that you can, irrespective of the 
“mode prescribed,’ and regardiess of the rules which are now the law of this 
House, force this summary proceeding through by arbitrary ruling, you will 
defeat, you will abrogate every canon of interpretation belonging to the 
amending and making of law, organic or other law 


olvil 


an oe a ae as ue 


As I said before, Iam not one who favors filibustering. It may be a good 


remedy in great emergencies. The Republicans have so deemed it, judging 
by their action heretofore. But when the honorable member from Virxinia | 
[Mr. Took offered an amendment to the new rules providing that fill- 


bustering should cease, torn up by the roots, Who met to confute him in de- 
bat The first member who attacked that proposition was Gen. HAWLEY, 
a shining light in the Republican party He was followed by Gen. Garfield, 
aman of confessed parliamentary ability; the gentleman from Maine | Mr. 
REED], Who has shown us here to-day his ability in straddling upon this 
question. |Laughter.}] And Mr. Conger of Michigan, then your best par 
liamentarian, who led your filibustering scouting parties. The gentleman 
from Virginia was so thoroughly overwhelmed by the argumentation and 
denunciation coming from these able debaters of your party, urging mi 
nority rights, that on the subsequent Tuesday he withdrew his proposition 

It seems to me that gentlemen on the other side, when they undertake to 
say that we are revolutionary —that we are guilty of “parliamentery revo- 
to use the language of the gentleman from Kansas—oucht first to 
at their own record. That record convicts them. The gentleman fiom 
as, When he talked about “parliamentary revolution,’ ought to have 
ght of his own conduct on the apportionment bil). 

a * * * & * tk 


Ail [ have to say to geutlemen is that when they charge this side of the 
House with “parliamentary revolution,” they are, in view of their own re- 
cent action and sentiment, nothing more nor less than whited sepulchres, in- 
side full of dead men's bones, outside fair and seeming before the people. 
I prove, therefore, what I say. 

¥ Ws * n ae xt * 


The gentleman from Iowa |Mr. Kasson] referred to the fact that we are a 
great representative body. Soweare. He declaimed eloquently that the 
majority here should rule. He asserted that no other body like ours in the 
history of the world would ever allow a minority to dictate terms. Ah, did 
he forget that in the English Parliament of six hundred and fifty-odd mem- 
bers, forty only, by motions to adjourn and other “ obstructions,’’ had kept 
that great Government of the British Empire almost in the very throes of 
agony for weeks and months asthe only way to remedy great and century- 
old wrongs borne by a portion of the United Kingdom without redress? 

These Wrongs, now and by recent events confessed to be great, unredressed 
grievances, are in process of relief by the courage and persistence of a small 
minority. Does he not know that the great premier of England threatened 
to throttle that minority by a cloture’ But even he, sir, had not the cour- 
age or strength to bring that cloture to a division, and minority right re- 
mains to-day, as it has been in the British parliamentary constitutions for 
hundreds of years, as a fundamental part of those rules which were made 
in the interest of the minority for the protection of parliamentary privilege 
and civiliberty through all the ages. [Great applause. | 


lution,’ 
loo) 
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. : | 
Mr. President, Iam and have been, with many others opposed | 


to the passage of this bill, ready to vote atany moment. There 
has been no filibustering in the sense in which it occurred in the 
House of Representatives at the time to which I have been re- 
ferring. There have been no motions, such as were made in 
1879, for adjournment and adjournment to a day certain and ad- 
journment to a particular hour and for executive business, con- 
suming whole nights. Senators here have claimed the right of 
discussion—it may be prolonged disoussion—they have claimed 
the right to exhaust themselves and exhaust the subject; they 
have proclaimed that, in their belief, the passage of this bill 
would produce widespread ruin and disaster, perhaps revolution; 
that it would increase and intensify the want and suffering of the 
people. 

They bave a right to these opinions; they have a right topre- | 
sent them te the American people; and whilst [should have been 
glad to have seen this debate terminated, and am willing at any | 
time so far as I am concerned to see it done, yet I think it is 
highly inexpedient, unwise, and destructive of this body and the | 
respect which it should have with the people of this country to 
close debate over the heads of these Senators by a change of the 
rules. 

Mr. President, the history of this country is full of instances | 
where, through such action as this, great public detriment may 
have occurred for the time, but where the result was highly ad- 
vantageous to the people, and subsequentevents vindicated such 
action. 

So, for one, I wish to say that the observations which have 
been made here, inviting and vindicating achange of these rules, 
without regard to the limitations imposed by this body, for the 
purpose of passing the pending bill or any other bill, are, in my | 
opinion, the most fatal and destructive things to this body which | 
could oceur. 
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L believe that the American people look with 
exhibition which this bodyhas made. I believe { 
a million majority of the people would sustain ¢ 
may be their opinion upon the question of policy 
are in favor of repeal or against repeal, whether 
coinage or against free coinage—I believe thx 
sented by this body of insisting upon the fullest 
pression of opinion and judgment, and prolonged 
of a great public question, commands their 
spect. If it does not, then the arguments of th 
men who have gone before us are all wrone and 
of the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury 
[ have repeatedly said, opposing,as I do, the rep 
man law, that I justify and vindicate him as an 
cer for following his own judgment under the c 
circumstances which have existed in this cour 
months past. 

1 wish further to say, that the speediest way to | 
vote on this bill is orderly procedure here. If pu 
concentrating and consolidating throughout this c 
be felt in this Chamber, and all Senators will bend 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, in what Iam al 
regard to the pending motion, I trust I shall not be b 
misrepresenting the position of the Senator from 
MILLS]or that of the Senator from New York [Mr. Hu! 
not mistaken in their position, [feel bound tosay that 
tions which they have submitted for the consideratio. 
ate, as I understand them, appear to me to be litt 
monstrous, and I must express my surprise that 
their experience, ability, and patriotism should, in 
the United States Senate, or in the United States Sen: 
erately propose to violate not only every tradition of | 
butevery law which has been adopted for its governm 
its foundation to the present time. 

I want to say here and now, sir, in connection with 
ositions of those two Senators that if they should be ado 
the Senate, it would reduce this body to a plane with 
meeting trying to elect a town constable; if their prop 
should be adopted by the Senate, we shall have bedlam 
body, if not anarchy, instead of orderly procedure and di 
deportment. 

In order that I may not be misunderstood, I will stat 
understand to be their position; and I am sorry the 
from Texas is notin his seat. I understand the position 
Senators to be that at any moment, at any hour, on any 
majority in this body may change its rules without rega 
mode provided in the rules for the government of the } 
by the exercise of brute force a majority of this body to 
of its own motion, without regard to the rules, intr 
amendment to the rules and pass it in utter disreg 
code of rules which I hold inmy hand. Theeffectolt 
be, as Lunderstand, that a majority to-day may modify o 
the rules to suit itself; and if that majority fades by t! 
to-morrow, that majority may reverse and revoke that 
make another. ThatI understand to be the propositi: 
two Senators, the one from Texas and the other from N 
I repeat, Mr. President, to my mind it is little less t 
strous, and fillsme with surprise and amazement. 

I hold in my hand the code of the standing rule 
ate, 40 in number, followed by the rules of procedu 
tice in the Senate when sitting on the trial of imp: 
followed by rules for the regulation of the Senate wil 
United States Capitol. They are followed by the stan 
ders of the Senate, not embraced in the rules, and suc! 
acts as affect the business of the Senate, and so on. 

The fortieth rule provides as follows: 

SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULI 

No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any p 
shall be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifyi 
the rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended 
pose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by th« 


| consent of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause 1, KR . 


Sir, I had always supposed, until this new dispensa 
Senators from New York and of Texas, that this bod) 
much governed and controlled by that code of rules as an 
on this continent is governed by the code of rules which i 
for its own government. I had supposed that this code « 
was as binding upon me as the Constitution of the United 
and the laws made in pursuance thereof are binding upo 
citizen of this country; but we are told by the Senator ro 
York and the Senator from Texas that we are not bound by ' 
rules; that a majority of this body, in the exercise of its © 
will or caprice, may trample on or amend the rules of this ! 
If that be so, why p 
the farce, the absurd farce, of keeping these rules on our ¢ 
for our guidance? Why not make a bonfire of them, and re! 


| this Chamber of the impediments which they make to our pro 





iad jc anal rt 





Le cia, Sa aE 


aa 


#6 














"oe eile 
.es? Why not turn over to these two distinguished leaders | enterprise that t pro} 
YS ’ @ : : . : ; : 4 ( itf ur “ti i t ti i 

, 7 dispensation, asthe | ders of theirso-called majorit nomen evn | A , 

4} is tion of all the business of this senate, if thei ‘ ; [ part in 1 ye! i 

col ct one: a P . nerate « Pry? ‘ 9 
= tor from Texas told us yesterday evening that e th 
:” : ~wOyYOL i tt { sili ‘ ‘ 
i tl iherent right and power to amend the r a a catkins fi " 
lenied that,sir? Ibave heard no denial of such * pr hae 4 thee want % a 
( cours This, i1K ‘ very ower pal oe Lt : y bod | 3 stor for violatit . 
> } s ! % ha wert TNatc LLroL O l 
its 1108, . I I , it ) notice 30 | » 3 
ln in end { ggested 1c Optea t ay 
i . , » \ ‘ 4 
V y,as pres by the fortieth ; : 
. L iawiul ) d i | 3idine O o 4 = 
sof rule e da tic erence to = } 

( on Rules, a report from that committee, debat : : 

, . e ) ‘Abo l 
rt.and the adoption or re} 1ofit. Thati len " a ; ; : 
1 method, I had always supposed, in a deliberati He pre ds 
ry body tg amend the rules of its conductand actio ; 
*. we are told, because certain Senators find thems« a ces i 
ty in this body, overan is to have one bill passed 
t we shall throw to the in l scatter from our sig t ¢ 
I save been sanctified by time and roved Dy the : , : 
ste stitutional lawyers this country has eve1 produce ’ 1 they a 
majority shall 1ro shod over the minorit 
Th, 1 I l Col I L 

1 leasure ln utter disre ra ot the ohts or to I ; 
it ‘bat 1 under ind to be the proposition of those two ! i . 
ate If | have misrepresented them shall be delighte 4 
th ill correct me : : 

‘ nee has come over the spiritof the dream of my d O Stn 4 

ti riend from Texas. I do not know that my fr : 
Yew York ever h lream. [Laughter.| The Senat ¢ 

lexas has made a record on this subject. He has been i i 

t lic prints in regard to the rights of minorities and ma an te 

orities; he appears in the public records of this Congress f1 
quently on that subject; and, whilst consistency has been 
to a vel, and I think correctly so said, I should not hold el ty ’ 

t] -onorable Senator down to the utterances of a lifetime in | ' yit : terin ' tor t 
order that he comply with that quality of ec ney 
. ~ aw at ; See Chen the distineuis ' 
pec” use ali i re 1cir mings, especiaily men LiKe ™ > 

. ) ° . - , ~ } ix I orninst n nthe . 
tl senator from Texas and the Senator from Ne York: th ‘ iSK 1g st W ! | 
, . . . . 5 thae sideration and 1 re 
are allowed to change their minds; but, Mr. President, \ nj} ' consideration and p co 
that change does take place, some better reason should be as vas anol ae 

. . . . . . l i ‘ I 
signed for it, I respectfully submit, than that now assigned b oe a 
those two Senators. nt f the irky a I 

[ find in the North American Review of December, 1889, a , phere of patri n. Bu 

. 6 . l m, « Ltr ed the de ns « 
ago, anarticle prepared for that periodical by the te void the obetractions t 
senator fr \fter paying his respects to y to the Executi 
ican party in paragraph, he Lys: 
e Hou 4 i nded, primarily, to facilitate the « i | I Republicans again have a 
it they lso in led, like ot r laws, to protect the w i ft sure the Esso 
n In th rst} rapb of his parliame ry manual, Mr to be carried throu 1d the 
Jefferson quotes with approva sla lage of Spea Onslow. who : ations Chev have en 
characteri LS he ablest among the Speakers of the House of Com! . 1 
Mr. Onslow said-that the rules of proceeding as instituted by ir a © IO Says 
tors, operated as and control on the actions of the majorit a I wa thor ! 
that they were “in many instances a shelter and protection to the mir \ mitt arged with the dut. »Y 
against the attempts of power i f i 
He then gives what Mr. Jefferson said, which has, I believe, | § 
. oun 7 eT ( 
been quoted here this morning. Then the writer goes on and | ; st ; va J 
says: : 

Before these checks again 3 are removed, it he g is left out in t I 
should be shown that the natu and that it is 1 Ho on that occasion. but the Ser 
now actuated by a spirit of want standard of mora ; 4 

‘ . } > by oa y ry no nearmittin 
perfection is reached by Repub Democratic op a at D rmittin 
nents will throw no hindrance in gress nout hen Lh ds 

May I be permitted, Mr. President, to par ( SS this or any ¢ 
tence, to say that when the high standard of moral pet ! i 1e conclur Lis ‘ 
reached by the so-called majority of this body Lil »m 
opponents will throw no hindrance in the way "e8s 

The same argument now made against the ru c . 
made with equal force against the Constitution of the 
constitutions of all the States that compose the U1 
are but rules for the govern f political s ind oO 
there are obstructions throw! 3 the |] t ity | ‘ t 
The founders of our Government ha n u ! s 1 
that the multitude clothed with 1 power V da n 188 
single despot; that arbitrary power was th »y tr * 
or many. Ves, « 

And in the very teeth of that assertion, so true, so wise , 
profoundly true, the Senator from Texas proposes, aided : ~e 
Senator from New York, to come into this body and ves 
trary power with the majority of this body to change the saat HW 
at their own caprice and will! v. It 

Therefore, to prevent those who were cho ‘ LW t t ’ 
coming lawbreakers, they prescribed in all t nst i ) 
beyond which they should not go. All these were usele l ritie La 
jorities were not sometimes maddened by the t of power : inspir i 
the rights of the weaker party In all these cc t 3 , . oe 
peopl. jealous for the preservation of their natural 1 te ‘ © king! 

he government from interfering with the freedom of re , rt ; 
speech, and freedom of the press, et ite yt on 1) 

\ . . - 

Further on the Senator says: sai 

The demand for the removal of the limitations in the rules means that th w are these secu 
party in power are fatally bent on mischief: that they have some desperat« t price a maio 
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to do anything of that sort. 


cise, is a tyrant. 
ances 


Hence our Government is a government of checks and bal 
Itis a government of limitations, delegations, and prohibitions. 


Then, further on, the distinguished Senator said: 


Yes, Mr. Speaker, majorities within their limits as defined by the Consti- 


But there are some | 
powers that our fathers thought it dangerous for majorities to have, and 


They put majorities under 


tution are supreme. That ought to be satisfactory. 


they said that majorities should not have them. 
the ban of suspicion. They surrounded them with limitations. They di 
rected the vigilant and watchful eye of the citizen on all their movements. 
Again, he said: 
Here, sir, is one place where the minority is superior to the majority. 


try any citizen in time of peace. 


not close our mouths. Free speech is one of the rights which is safely se 


cured within the bolts and bars of the Constitution; it is far beyond the 


reach of the strong arm of the majority. 
* ~ a me de * 

They said in many things majoritiesshould be supreme, and in many oth 
ers that minorities should be supreme 

Then, again, the Senator said: 


But, Mr. Speaker, it is not only in our national Constitution we see these 
limitations thrown around majorities. 
inthe Union. What is itfor? 
for. 
tonness, to use the word employed by Mr. Jefferson. 
it that power which all history shows it has so grossly abused. 


Further on the distinguished Senator said: 


ay 


The rules prescribed under the power conferred by the Constitution of the 


United States are for the protection of the minority, and they have done it 
from the foundation of the Government. 
ing rules. 


It is not alone to facilitate business. Of course rules are intended 


to secure the orderly procedure of the business of this Lody, but at the same 


time they are intended to cause the House to halt, to pause, to reflect, and 
in some instance, where it may become necessary, to go back and inquire 
of the sober second thought of the people again. It is on the sober second 
thought of the people our Government resis. The people themselves may 
become mad. They may become wanton with power, and the very security 
of our free institutions rests on the fact that the sober second thought, in 
the language of one of our illustrious forefathers, will bring them back to a 
sense of their duty to their fellow-citizens and themselves, and thus preserve 
the blessings of free government for themselves and their posterity. 

x se % * * * * 


Mr. Speaker, what we have done on this side of the House was simply to 
call the attention of the people of the United States to the fact that the ma- 
jority in this House had broken the bounds assigned to it by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and that it Was ravening like a wolf in the fold at 
night, that it was coming into the House in defiance of the constitutional 
mandate to make rules for the government of its procedure--rules for the 
protection of the minority as well as rules for the expression of the will of 
the majority in the prosecution of che business before the House. 


So, I might continue to read, all in the line of the sentiments 
thus so forcibly and eloquently expressed. In three years from 
that time, to-day, in this body, the Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from New York propose to override the limitations and 
restrictions which the Constitution places upon the majorities, 
and to railroad through this body a motion to change the rules, 
as they say, to enable the Senate to transact business. It will 
never be done with my consent. I recognize the rights of ma- 
jorities to express their verdict in a constitutional manner; no 
man more readily does than myself. 

The Senator from New York propounded a question to the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBots] awhile ago, and asked him 
when we could get to a vote with 20 Senators obstructing and 
opposing it. I will tell the Senator when we can get to a vote; 
I will tell that Senator now when we can get toa vote. If this 
majority, from which he proposes to take the bridle of restraint, 
will do as the founders of this Government did when it was or- 
ganized and formed, formed for future generations, compromise 
the differences between the majority and the minority of this 
body, then a vote can be had. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Possibly the majority might be a little obstinate; 
sometimes majorities are, as well as minorities; and they might 
not desire compromise. What then? 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, Mr. President, it is the highest evi- 
dence to my mind that the bill ought not to pass, if that is the 
case, particularly when the Senator has announced that he pro- 
poses, if he can get assistance in this body, to remove the re- 
straint from that majority and pass the billover the rules, Con- 
stitution, laws, rights, and every other consideration which has 
controlled the deliberations of this body. Isay if that majority is 
actuated by such motives and from such a consideration as that, 
the bill ought not to pass until, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Texas in his speech in the other House, we have had the 
opportunity of appealing to the judgment and verdict of the 
American people upon the subject. That is my position. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. 
one thing: the question which the Senator was going to answer, 
as I understood him, was the question I had propounded to the 





Why, sir, they knew that power when vested 
either in a million of people or in one man, without any limit upon its exer- 


A 
majority can create a navy, but it can not create a military commission to 


A majority can close our ports, but it can 


It is so in every State constitution 
{tisto protectthe minority; that is whatitis 
It is a check to the madness of the majority or its caprice, or its wan- 


It isto take away from 


That is one of the objects of mak- 


The question of the amendment of the rules is | 
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Senator from Idaho [Mr. DuBotrs]; 
of this Senate desire to pass the pending bill, which th 
is a wise bill, demanded by the best interests of the eo 
asked the Senator to point out how the majority is to 
bill under the existing rules, provided the minority do 1 


which was, if the n 


> RASS 


them to pass it? Ishould like to hear a frank, plain 
answer to that question, and not a generalreference to | 
stitution, rules, and matters of that kind. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will give the Senator from New Y, 
rect answer, and thought [I had done so. When the 
finds itself in that condition in this body, with a stron 
mined, sincere, anxious minority, the way to pass a b 
make some concession to that minority. If that is not do 
bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. HILL. Then, I understand, if the Senator wil 
me a little further, that it is not the majority which p 
in this body, and the bills passed do not reflect the sent 
the majority, but they reflect the sentiments of the mi: 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HILL. And therefore the plain doctrine, enunci 
the Senator now for the first time, is that the majority . 
pass bills they want to pass, but that they must always 
mise with the minority. I do not believe in any such di 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, no, Mr. President, the Senator fr 
York has made a side issue, and he begs the question v 
says that the majority here never pass a bill through th 
without the consent of the minority. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will indulge me a moment, | 
not interrupt him further, I think. I understood him 
IT am not so far off, I think, that I did not correctly und 
him—that if the majority desired to pass a bill under th« 
cumstances and refused to compromise, then he said t! 
bill ought not to pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. And I repeat it, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. And there I take issue with the Senator. 
Mr. BUTLER. I repeat it, and I have no apologies to 1 
for it; and I repeat to the Senator what I said the other day, | 
seven-tenths, I think nine-tenths, of the measures which 
come laws in this country are the results of compromise. D: 
the Senator pretend to say that because the rights of the mino 
ity are recognized in a measure, it does notexpress the judgment 
of the majority? Is that the position I understand the Senat 

from New York to take? 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Ishould not interrupt the Senator otherwise 

Mr. BUTLER. I have not the slightest objection to int 
ruption, for I want to state my position, and I wish to he 
Senator's. 

Mr. HILL. My position is—and I submit that itis the cor 
position under our form of government—that the minority 
the right to express their views, have a right to endeavor to 
ress their views upon the majority, but if the majority in t! 
ignorance, in their wisdom, in their obstinacy, or in their 
ishness desire to reject the views of the minority, they bh 
right todo it. I say that I can not find anything in the Con- 

stitution of the United States which says that a minority of t 
United States Senate can pass « bill. [Applause in 
leries. | 

Mr. BUTLER. Nor I, Mr. President. 

Mr. HILL. If there is such a provision let it be pointed o 
Mr. BUTLER. I have made no such statement. Ih 
stated that a minority could pass a bill; I have stated, wh 
repeat, that a minority is clothed by the Constitution and 
rules made in pursuance of it, with the right to prev 
passage of obnoxious measures; and when the majority |! 
pressed itseif in a constitutional way in accordance wit! 
rules, then, 1 submit, it has the power and the right to pass me 

ures; and not till then. 
Mr. PALMER. May Iask the Senator from South C 
a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. Let me ask the Senator does he believe 
majority have a right to vote on a measure? 

Mr. BUTLER. It depends on how the majority behave them- 

selves whether they have a right to do it or not. [Laughier.| 
Mr. PALMER. When it does? 
Mr. BUTLER. Then i think they have a right to vote. | 
Mr. PALMER. Do I understand the Senator that the major- 
ity must accede to the demands of the minority before they can 
vote? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, they can vote. 
here all the time. 

Mr. PALMER. On the main question? 

Mr. BUTLER. We have been voting here for the last two 
months on some question. 
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1893. 


Can I, 


Mr. PALMER. Oh but on the main question. 
Se a stor from Illinois, be allowed to vote for repeal? 


yes: 


Vr. I'TLER. The Senator must answer that question for 

Bucy I do not control the Senator’s vote. I say to the Sena- 
te a that he has a right to vote whenever we reach a vote un- 
der the rules 


Mr. PALMER. Whenever I get an opportunity? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. When can I have the opportunity? 

Mr. BUTLER. When debate is exhausted. 

Mr. PALMER. I may not be with the majority, but does the 
Senator mean to say that I can have a right to vote only when 
the oe conclude to concede it to me? 

Mr. BUTLER. Whenever the debate is concluded and the 
nor ie think they have had ample time to debate the question, I 
nted the Senator from Illinois will have the right 
his vote. I only control my 


mi 
take it for gr 
to vote. | have no control over 
own, 

Mr. PALMER. 
T can et 

Mr I'TLER. Precisely; you van not vote, because the rule 
gives as ight of debate. 

Mr. PALMER. That is the Senator's interpretation of the 
rule, that until the minority conclude that the majority may 
vote, they can not vote? 

3;UTLER. When debate under the rule is exhausted, of 
course you have a right to vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand the Senator to say that the in- 
terpretation of the rule of the Senate is, that until the minority 
consent the majority can not vote? 

Mr. BUTLI Now letmeask the Senatora question. Does 
he not admit that the rule as now existing in our code of rules 
gives the minority unlimited power of debate? 

Mr.PALMER. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator denies that the rules under 
which we are acting do not give the minority unlimited power 
of debate, then, of course, the controversy between the Senator 
and myself is ended. 

Mr. PALMER. May I 


Until the minority conclude that [ may vote, 


be allowed to make a statement? | 
believe that in all discussion before this body the minority have 
the right in good faith to exercise the right of free debate, but 
when minorities maintain the right to debate for the sake of ex- 
hausting time I deny that right. 


Mr. BUTLER. Nobody has done that. 
Mr. PALMER. It has been claimed here—— 
Mr. BUTLER. Nobody has done that 


Mr. PALMER. Tb 
tive debate. 


has been what may be called obstruc- 


Mr. BUTLER. That is amatter of opinion. Whois to deter- 
mine whether I am obstructing now or not? 

Mr. PALMER. May I answer the question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. First, the Senator himself; secondly, the 


majority of this body. [Applause in the galleries.] 


Mr. BUTLER. I did not hear the Senator’s answ er. 

Mr. PALMER. I said, first, the Senator himself, under his 
own—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
state his point of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in gross violation of the rules of the body 
for the galleries to make any expression of approval or disap- 
proval of what is occurring on this floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
enter a motion to have the galleries cleared? 
Mr. HARRIS. I will demand it, if the 

peated; but not now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair takes this occasion to 
state to the occupants of the galleries that if the offense again 
occurs, upon the motion of the Senator from Tennessee, the gal- 
leries will be cleared. The Chair has more than once called the 
attention of the occupants of the galleries to the fact that any 
— of approval or disapproval is a violation of the 
rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to add that it does not require a mo- 
tion, butit is one of the duties of the Chair, independent of a 
motion, to warn the galleries, and to order them cleared with- 
out motion if the offense is fepeated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Upon the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, the Chair announces that upon a repetition 
of this offense the Chair will order the galleries to be cleared. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I am perfectly well aware th: 
under the rules of this body, which the Senator from New Yo = 
and the Senator from Texas are so ready to trample on, to cast 
aside and discard, and convert this Senate into a town meeting 
I am perfectly well aware that it is one of the provisions of that 


XX V——170 


The Senator from Tennessee will 


offense is again re- 
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code of rules that no applause shall be allowed in tl 

and if I have been the means, while nobody applauds me the 
friends of the Senator from New Yo ‘have gathered | f 
the purpose of expr — thei probation o: his method 
should be very gli ud, Preside nt, to invite that Senator out 
upon some street corner, . wikare he and I can ve it out ore 
| the masses. 

| Mr.MANDERSON. Mr. President, I rise to a point ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT The Senator from Nebraska will 
state his } oint of order. 

Mr. MANDERSON. lLask for the enforcement of t Q 
The Senator who is called to order must sit down, and he can 
not proceed without leave of the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the Senator call me to order? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well. 

[The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
= l . be seated. 

-MANDERSON. Lask that the words as spoken be read 
am, the Re ae 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words will be read. 

The Reporter read as follows: 

Mr. BuTLER. Mr. President, I am perfectly well aware that under the 
rules of this body, which the Senator from New Yor k and the Sena ym 
Texas are soready to trample on, to castaside and discard, and conv« this 
Senate into a town meeting—I am perfectly well aware that it is one of 8 
provisions of that code of rules that no applause shall be allowed in a 
leries; and if I have been the means, while nobody applauds me, if the 
friends of the Senator from New York have gathered here for the pu of 
expressing their approbation of his methods, I should be very 5 Mr 
President, to invite that Senator out upon some street corner, where ! and 
I can have it out before the masses 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I have simply this to say. 
[ realize, in the heat of discussion, that much is said which should 


not 


terl 


8 said. This debate for the last few days has been chirac 
ed by a degree of personalities unbecoming to the Senators 
who have used the personalities and not befitting this Chamber. 


[ think all that is necessary is that, in a cool moment, the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina shall hear a repetition of the words used 
by him, and he will see, upon a moment's retlection, that they 


are hardly fit for this presence. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I must confess 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I move that the Senator from 
outh Carolina be allowed to proceed in order 

Mr. MANDERSON. I second the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from Tennessee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
will proceed in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. This is like a thunderclap. Ido not know 


xactly how to proceed if I am to be hauled up on a short turn, 
as I was a while ago by the Senator from Nebraska. I was as 
unconscious as a man ever was in his life of violating any rule 
of order of the Senate. WhatIsaid to the Senator from New 
York was said playfully. I take it for granted that he so under- 
stood it. 


Mr. HILL. Icertainly understood that the Senator was speak- 
ing, as he sometimes does, in a Pickwickian, sense. 
Mr. BUTLER. Thatis a betterexpression. But it seems to 


have struck everybody around me, and the Senator from Ne- 
braska rises with the utmost solemnity and dignity and cool- 
and hauls me over the coals. Of course, I] am very much 
o that Senator when he rye I am going wrong that 
d exercise the position of a sort of censor morem over 
me; but I must confess I was taken e iatheuly by surprise to have 
it supposed that I had ever violated any rules of the Senate. [t 
has never been my habit, it is not now, to make personal al- 
lusions unless some Senator sees fit to attack me. Nothing was 
further from my purpose than to say anything that was unkind 
or unpleasant to the Senator from New York. 

it was said in a Pickwickian sense. ems 
Senate seems to be getting into a very serious mood after having 
been in a very ae ious one in the gallery; and I simply wanted 
to keep up that feeling, if possible. As my friend from Ar 


ness 
hl i 

obliged t 
} 


ie shoul 


As hee x presses it, 


Kansas 


Mr. BERRY] asennad to me, | meant to speak on the corner, not 
to fight. I had no idea of inviting the Senator from New York 
out on {he corner for the purpose of doing anything else except 


the it was all; 
rhtl would give them 


indulging in a little oe stumy -speakin or; 
id as the galleries were applauding, [ thou; 


a 


a wider range, where they could hear the Senator better. 
jut, Mr. President, I think this is one of the results of th 


proposition of the Senator from New York himself and of the 
tor from Texas. 

Mr. HILL. What proposition? 

Mr. BUTLER. This performance here in the Senate. |] 
think it is one of the natural and necessary results of the prop- 
osition of the Senator from Texas and the Senator from New 
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York that the majority shall change the rules of this body with- 
out regard to the mode or method by which they shall be 
changed. It seems tome that way. Clothe the majority with 
power, unrestrained, unlimited, unbridled power, and you will 
have a town meeting or a» mass meeting here at any time you 
le ase. 

; Mr. PUGH. Ora despotism. 

Mr. BUTLER. Or a despotism, because the history of man- 
kind proves that power is awe aggressive and never ~atisfied, 
except it is accumulating more and more. 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator from New York a ques- 
tion, and I should like to ask the venerable Senator from Illinois 
a question—one ata time. How do they propose to get around 
the difficulty which they say is confronting us to-day? I should 
like to have an answer from the Senator from New York first. 

Mr. HILL. Let us first ascertain what the difficulty is. 

Mr. BUTLER. The difficulty, [ understand, complained of 
by the Senator from New York is because we can not get a vote. 
That I understand is the complaint made by the Senator from 
New York and the Senator from [llinois. Now, I should like 
the Senator to tell me how he proposes to get around that diffi- 
culty and get to a vote. 

Mr. HILL. In the first place, to answer the Senator from 
South Carolina, we must ascertain what the difficulty is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I leave that to the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty, I understand, is that by reason of 
the imperfection, the weakness, the omission, and, as I think, 
the unconstitutionality of existing rules, with the minority act- 
ing as now, and as they assert they propose to act, it is utterly 
impossible for the majority to carry out the constitutional pro- 
vision which requires them tolegislate, and that, therefore, these 
rules are just as defective, just as unconstitutional in practical 
substance and effect as though they had in their very terms pro- 
vided that the rules should never be changed without the con- 
sent of the minority. 

That is the difficulty that confronts us, and I am free to say 
unless the minority retreat from their position, unless the mi- 
nority consent that we may vote, if they continue in the attitude 
they have now assumed and threaten to continue, we can not 
pass the pending bill or any other bill that the people demand. 

That is the difficulty. Now the remedy. I argued the other 
day, sir, that it was always the right under the Constitution for 
the Senate (and when I speak of the Senate I speak of the ma- 
jovity of the Senate, of course) to make rules. The right is con- 

erred by the terms of the Constitution. In that same Consti- 
tution, which gives the majority the right to make rules, is con- 
ferred the right and the responsibility of legislation. We have 
the power to make the rules; we are required to legislate. 

In order to carry out those two purposes I go further and say, 
the power to make the rules implies the power to change them; 
and whenever the majority of this body discover that it is utterly 
impossible for them to legislate without a change of the rules, 
they have the constitutional right to so change the rules as to 
enable them to legislate. The difficulty? There is no difficulty, 
sir, in carrying out this constitutional provision. 

Mr. BUTLER. If the Senator will allow me right there, be- 
cause he and I are together up to that point 

Mr. HILL. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nobody has denied, I have not, the right of 
the Senate to change its rules. Nobody has denied that. it has 
been done over and over again in this body and the other. The 
point I would like the Senator—— 

Mr. HILL. I understand the Senator thinks the majority 
have a right to change the rules without the consent of the 
minority. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is what I am coming to. 

Mr. HILL. That is the point. The Senator is very near 
right to that point. 

Mr. BUTLER. I admit the right of the majority to change 
the rules. Nobody denies the right. 

Mr. HILL. Itseems to me thatis the remedy for the whole 
difficulty. 

Mr. BUTLER. Nobody denies the right of the Senate to 
change its rules; but the point where the Senator and I part 
company is as to the manner of changing those rules. I under- | 
stood the Senator to say that the majority could get up and by 
a simple resolution at any moment change the rules. DoT un- 
derstand that to be his position? 

Mr. HILL. The precise hour, form, and manner of offering 
the resolution will be determined when the majority conclude to 
amend the rules. The Senator need not be impatient. 

Mr, BUTLER. Oh, Mr. President, that is not the question. 
The Senator has not answered the question. I asked him if in 
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proceeding to amend those rules he would be guided by the pro- 
visions of the code of rules under which weare governed? That 
is the point I should like him to answer. 
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Mr. HILL. I insist upon it that any restriction in th 
whereby the majority are deprived of the power of ma\ 
amendment is not binding upon the Senate, because ot : 
the rules might bind the Senate so that it would be in 
tochangethem. In other words, my position is simply { 
whether the rules say directly that the majority shal] 
the amendmentof the rules or whether by other pro 
permit the minority to prevent an amendment, it amo 
| Same thing and has the same effect. 
|} Mr. BUTLER. ThenI understand the position 
| is about this: that the rules bind the minority | 

or control the majority. Is that the position? 

Mr. HILL. That is not the position. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ishould be glad to have the matter. 
then. 

Mr. HILL. AsI stated yesterday, and I repeat it { 
formation of the Senator, upon all ordinary method 
cedure they are binding upon both. In reference to 
of umendment, we can not tie ourselves up so that th 
have not the power to amend the rules. 

Mr. BUTLER. But, if the Senator will pardon me 
tied ourselves up by a code of rules to which the Sen 
scribed when he took the oath as a Senator of the Unit 
Now, I understand the Senator to say that he is not 
that code of rules except in so far as it may meet his ay 
tion. 

Mr. HILL. If we have, as the Senator says, tied ou: 
so that we can not change them, then I propose to untie t} 
so that we may be permitted to change them. 

Mr. BUTLER. How, Mr. President? 

Mr. HILL. By simply presenting at the proper time an 
and place and occasion, to be determined by the majo: 
amendment to our rules, and then proceeding as regulate 
the majority to vote upon it. There is no practical difficult 
- majority of the Senate desire to change the rules. T 
all. 

Mr.BUTLER. ThenI understand the Senator, in procee: 
to change those rules, would disregard Rule XL? 

Mr. HILL. What is Rule XL? 
Mr. BUTLER. Rule XL reads: 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part ther 
Shall be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying preci 
the rule or part proposed to be suspended, modified, or amended, and 
purpose thereof. Any rule may be suspended without notice by the un 
mous consent of the Senate, except as otherwise provided in clause |! 
XII. 





of t] 
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Do I understand the Senator from New York to say th 
proceeding to amend the rules he would ignore the provisi 
Rule XL? 

Mr. HILL. That rule is very easily complied with; 
should prefer, and have already given notice of, an amend) 
under the strict terms of that rule. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say t! 
would not consent to amend the rules except as provided in 
code of rules itself. 

Mr. HILL. Ihave not said that. I said I have thus f 
ceeded under the strict letter of the rules. What positi 
majority should take upon this question, if a majority de 
change the rules, will depend in my judgment very mu 
the attitude of the minority. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then I understand the Senator to say t 
will not be bound by the code of rules in proceedings to a1 
them; but, as [ understand him, he would amend the ri 
cording to the will of the majority at any hour of the d: 
many hours as wesit here, at any day of the week, in an) 
of the year, by the will of the majority. 

Mr. HILL. I have said that the power to amend the ru 
a constitutional right, and it overrides any particular rule 
which in any manner restricts or limits it. But the majo 
have a right to proceed under the rules, if they sce fit or d 
to do so, and unquestionably the majority would proceed, : 
have proceeded thus far, strictly underthe very rule menti: 
by the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not asking what the majority would 
Iam asking what the Senator from New York would do’ 

Mr. HILL. T hope, sir, that Iam one of the majority. | 


| sume Only to speak for myself. I hope that before this debai 


through a majority will be found by my side ready to insist uj: 
the constitutional right to amend the rules, whereby we can carry 
out the provision of the Constitution which vests in the majority, 
and not in the minority, the power of legislation. 

Mr. BUTLER. To that proceeding there would be no obje 
tion—not the slightest. 

Mr. HILL. Then we agree. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have finally got the Senator down to the 


point, which was rather difficult to do { confess. If he will pro- 
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ed in that ae: if he will proceed in the manner provided i 


the rules themseives, he will find 
him on a ion frankly, freely, honestly. Nobody here, I 
has denied the right of the majority of this body to 
srules. A manwho would deny it would fly in the face 

They have beenchanged and modified overand over 
as long as this is a deliberative body. 


} 


that the minority will mee r 


repeat, 
change it 
of history. 
vin, and p ‘haps will be 





m The other House of Congress are amending their rules from 
+} to time, but they doitin anorderly, constitutional, regular, 
law ful way, and no parliamentary body that I have heard under 
, popular government has ever clothed a naked, unbridled ma- 
$e vy with the right to amend its rules or transact any oth 
business. 

Mr. — In order that we may understand each othe: 
further, and possibly better, does the Senator claim the rightofl 


mntof the rules? 
except that 
mselves. 

y general. 
me the right to unlimited 


nam 


rht 


limited debate on every am¢ 
Mr. BUTLER. [ claim no ri 

: by the Constitution and rules the 
Mr. HILL. That statement is | 
Mr. BUTLER. If the rules give 





£Pivenu 


which is 


++ 
ret 


debate, and my conscience and my judgment and my _—* to ) mn} 
constituents justify me in conducting that unlimited de 5 
shall proceed to exercise that right. 

Ir. HIT L. Can not the Senator answer it in any other way? 


He pi 


rTriven 


tosuggest how cz ike majority amend the rules, although 
powe r under the Constitution toamend the rules, if the mii 
are to enjoy the right of unlimited debate upon the 
Son involved? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, we would rely upon the per- 
suasive powers and eloquence of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I fear ¢hat would not be sufficient to induce thé 
mit ag toamend the rules. 

JTLER. We would rely 
i STEW ART. We expect t 
thr aa 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not 
from Nevada says we expect 
York before we get through. 

Mr.STEWART. He has tak 
hi : of his speeches. 

. BUTLER. Iam very glad to hear that. I thin 
maki! ig progress w ith the Senator from New York 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly, he is on the fence. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think he isa little over on our side, 
when the persuasive eloquence of my friend from Nevada shall 
have a little further sway, I think the Senator from New York 
will drop entirely on our side of the fence, 

Mr. STEWART. I think so, too. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think perhapsif the New York election was 
over he would come over to our side. do not know about that, 
but I am inclined to think that would have some influence and I 
am not saying that reproachfully at all. 

Mr. HILL. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will not repeat it; it is a little badinage. 

Now, Mr. President, returning to the Senator from Texas 
{[Mr. MILLs], who, I am sorry to say, is not here, he treated 
yesterday evening to a m graphic- 

Mr. HOAR. Before t! enator proceeds to that new point 
Ishould like to ask him a_practical question to get at his views, 
if there be no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
linia yield to the Senator from Mass wchusetis? 

= BUTLER. Of cours 7 . President. 

-HOAR. The rule at pres ent provides that for the morn 
ing ia ir, which is two hours only certain topics shall be taken 
ent; which very easily may, if any- 


up, except by unanimous cons 
body chooses to debate them, always fill up the morning hour 


ot te 
OPLvLy 


‘efers not to answer in any other way. I was simply going 
} 


very que 


upon that to convince us. 
o convince him before we 


cat 
BY* 


about that. The Senator 
the Senator from New 


so sure 


to convince 


‘ 


en our side of the question in 


we are 


and 


us 


A‘ 
1a 6S 
A 


Now, suppose an outgoing political majority just before th 
4th of March should extend that rule to the entire day, and 


should leave behind them acertain calendar,as they would have 
the right to do, by having a rule that the Senate is always tl 
same body; and they provide that only the subject prescribed i 
that calendar should be taken up in the entire day except by 
unanimousconsent. They give place on the 4th of March, unde 
the new elections of the third of this body, to a majority of an- 
other political faith. Under such arule, constitutionally adopted, 
that majority can never proceed to take up or consider the great 
measures which the people expected to be accomplished when 
they changed the political power in the country. 
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Now then, they set themselves to amend t hat rule, and under | 


the rule two Senators may divide the twenty-four hours between 
them. One of them may move for an adjournm ent and have 
the Presiding Officer count the Senate on it, and then alternate 
a motion for a recess, and spend twelve hours in that way. 
Other may take his place and spend the other twelve hours. 


The | 


That method of proceeding being in perfect accord with the 
rules of this body would? nt f \ it the will of tw 

alone, the body from changin; son of the new maj 
which has come it 

Now.does the Senator ho t . no power in ti 
to prevent that thing? You can ve e the 
ruies according to the rules, dec you n \ eto 
do it, and therefore no political « a ( 
can take place in-the Senate until every St its 

enator. I ask the Senator if his logic do t to 
that position, and if] pts that pos 

BUTLER. No, Mr. Pr Le? Lt ) 
Senator from Mass: t ( ly < 

ind what appears to me (and [ say it wit An 

to him) a very absurd proposit 
r. HOAR. Itis not 

Mr. BU TLE. That is the way it strikes m O 

in ays suppose an extreme case, and 1 one prop 
S ator is an extreme cas The rl ‘ 
lieve, that all public officia are ) ‘ 

co ding 1 WwW ihe p ) I oO Te 

wing its 1 ifs in Ad rdal ! ( Oo 
sense and common ‘ ir i 
business. The Senator might 
very extreme questions w V i e no re ! 

Will the Senator allow me to ask ] ’ ” D 
Senator from M chust ( 3 ly can ¢ 3 it 
rules except in accordan th co es its 

Mr. HOAR. Ido 

Mr. BUTLER. Youdo 

Mr. HOAR. Ido 

Mr. BUTLER In what m ! 

Mr. HOAR [ wil it if t senator wan me to do it 
Before stating it, however, I should | to add o ‘ 
tenc to what I have j istsaid. Although | have put anextrem 
case, it is no more extreme than that which confronts this body 
it the present moment, when a Senator who half a minute ago 
was in his seat said toa m ity of the Senate, ‘*‘ You know you 
can, not pass this bill,” not meanin human being who heard 
him understood him to mean—that he ‘ the minority would 
persuade and change the major We lerstood 1 to 
mean that we know there is noconstitutional way in which the 
majority, desiring to pass th: , could do i 

Now, then, [answer the Senator's question. Iwillanswer it with 
great ple wure. [ say that if the ve 1 Mmotv1o f ( e 
these rules, which tie uj; preve the Ame in ) 
changing the political polic of this country at the will of the 
minority, and that motion were presented to the Presiding Offi- 
cer after the vate, or aft notLor to adjourn and take ‘ 
cess, or the call of a quorum, or whatever moti isually called 
filibustering, had gone so far in th on of the constitutional 
Presiding Officer of this body, wh 3chosen by the American 
p ! oa oy wae Senate, and h his duty pres¢ ed for 
hi ‘ the Consti tution fundamen iy int b in L sf) 





when it had reac he a the point which implied 








the further discussion was intended to prevent actior ould 
be in his power and would be his duty to say to the t 
** Shall I put this question without fu debate or d 
motion?” and thereupon to directthe yeas and nays to b 
permitting nothing to interfere, and if : ority of t 3 
say ‘‘aye” it would be his duty to put that qu 

We have power to p ibe it is true, b 
rule beside that we prescribe, and that was pre 

ir masters, the American pe¢ >, when tl en Con- 
titution. That is a rul OF : ry 
r that the Senate has adopt l great ts 
in that chair would, in m; judg ent, be bour ° 
did in the other Ho to obey i 

Mr. BUTLER. In other words, I I 8 

iation of the higher , trine, as | 

Mr. HOAR. Constituti It is uw ti 
] » than the law they practice on 

Mr. BUTLER lhe Senator from M 

eep his tem , because I have been ve miable w 
inte ipted me, and there is no need for him to 

Mr. HOAR. If my friend will permit me,h l, 

ive up my own temper I shall not take his in exe ze 


Mr. BUTLER. Let the 
now, and we will proceed amiably 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Th: 


Senator pr serve his ov 
about this matter. 


» Senate 


will be ino 


Mr. BUTLER. I say in my judgment the stat e by 
the Senator from Massachusetts is a reaffirmation of the rhe 
law doctrine. That my judgment. Of course, I take it, the 
Senator, with his views, will give me the right to have my own 
ovinions without subjecting myself to his animadversions 
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The Senator from Massachusetts says that ina certain contin- 
ency which he has stated it would be the duty of the Presiding | 
)fficer of this body, upon a motion, to cut off debate, and that he | 


alone shall be the judge as to when the minority have sufficiently 
discussed the question pending. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to apologize to the Senator from South 
Carolina for the fact that I shall be obliged to absent myself 
from the Senate for a littie while and that I can not remain and 
hear what undoubtedly will be a very eloquent answer. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very sorry that the Senator is going 
away. Of course he is entirely excusable, as he has explained to 


me; and the entenie cordiale has been entirely restored between | 


us. 

AsI understand the proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, it is that whena majority of this body determines that 
arule ought to be changed, some member of the majority may 
make a motion that debate shall be concluded, and thereupon it 
is the duty of the Presiding Officer to declare the debate ended. 

Now, Mr. President, where would that place a minority? <A 
majority of one of the great parties of this country is in control 
of the Senate. The Presiding Officer of this body is in political 
accord with that majority, and the minority are turned over to 
the tender mercies of the majority and that partisan Presiding 
Officer. Isthat the position in which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts and those who think with him, would place the minority? 
I scarcely think so, Mr. President. 

In the Government of Great Britain that has never been done. 
They adopted cloture in the House of Commons after a long and 
bitter contest by the minority; but the Speaker of the House of 
Commons is a ee a He is put there to protect the mi- 
nority in their right of debate, and he will decline to close a de- 
bate when in his opinion the majority are acting in a wanton 
manner. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question to ascertain a fact? Does there reside 
a power anywhere in this body under the rules to declare when 
debate has closed and the Senate shall proceed to vote? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not think there does; and as much re- 
spect as I have for the patriotism of my party friend who pre- 
sides over this Chamber to-day, as fair and impartial and as 

mtriotic as I believe him to be, I would resist any effort to make 
him the depository of the power to say when debate shall termi- 
nate in this body. I would resist it with my party in the ma- 

ority, because if believe it would be subversive of the very 
foundation principles upon which this Government is built and 
framed. 

It isa very different thing in the British House of Commons, 
where the Speaker of the House isa nonpartisan. He is put 
there to protect the minority, the idea being that the majority 
is able to take care of itself, which is true. But what earthly 
chance would a minority have with the majority of one part 
and the Presiding Officer of the same party to carry throug 
party measures? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senator from South Carolina, with 
his permission, whether he thinks the method of selecting the 
presiding officer of the British House of Commons is superior 
to the method by which the Presiding Officer of this body is se- 
lected? 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not discussing that point. It has not 
the slighest reference to what Iam saying. That would opena 
door of discussion which I do not propose to go into with the 
Senator from Kentucky. Iam stating a fact, and when he de- 
nies the fact, I will then talk to him about it. The speaker of 
the British House of Commons is a nonpartisan. It is so under- 
stood; and it is understood that he is put there for the purpose 
of protecting the minority. What protection would a minority 
have in this body with a presiding officer and the majority of 
one party? Sir, I would never consent to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir; two, if necessary. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Pending a proposition to amend the rules of 
this body, who is to decide when the conclusion of the debate is 
to be reached? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senate decides for itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who are the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. It is this body, sitting around here. TheSen- 
ator is a part of it, and he has a right to his opinion as well as I 
have to mine as to how long he should talk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But how am I to express m 
minority of the Senate, or those who differ with 
to continue discussion indefinitely? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Rhode Island is not afflicted 
with such an amount of modesty that he can not get in whenever 
he chooses. He is not ovorwhelmed with modesty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg pardon; it is nota question of modesty. 


opinion if the 
me, conclude 
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Mr. BUTLER. It is, because the Senator can get the flooy os 
almost any time he chooses. es 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ican get the floorfor the purpose of { . 
but not for the purpose of voting, I am sorry to say. <3 

Mr. BUTLER. Then somebody else wants to talk. [T, 
ter.] After the Senator has uttered his eloquent phrs ses 
| electrified this body and the galleries with his powers of , 
| quence he ought to give some other Senator an opportuni 
express himself in a feeble way, I should think. 
| 


Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that is a fair 
to my question? 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 think I have answered it. The Senato 
asked me who is to judge when a motion is under discussion ¢ 
— the rules, when the debate shall end; I say the Senat 
itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that, if the Senator will pardon me, js 
just what I say, and I say the Senate itself isa majority of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, then, let the majority determine it, but 
do not let the Presiding Officer doit. That isthe point | make, 
I know very little about the rules of either body, I am very frank 
to say; but [ understand that under their present system in the 
other House the Committee on Rules determine when debate 
shall end and when a vote shall be taken. Is not that the case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the Committee on Rules bring in a prop- 
osition. The House itself must adopt it. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Committee on Rules does practically de- 
termine it. If the majority sustain the Committee on Rules, 
then the vote is taken? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; that is the case. 


Mr. BUTLER. Thatisthe rule,I understand. Now, thereis 


some sense and some reason in that procetiure; but the idea of 
depositing that power in any one man appears to me to be mon- 


| Strous, particularly in view of the conditions which I have stated 


might arise. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ihave not undertaken to be the represent- 
ative here of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] in his 
absence, but I did not understand him to take the position that 





the Presiding Officer could determine the question, but that the 
Presiding Officer should submit the question to the Senate and 
let a majority of the Senate decide whether debate had pro- 
ceeded a sufficient length of time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understood the Senator from Massachusetts 
to state the Presiding Officer should put the question and not 
recognize anybody for a dilatory motion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I think the Senator is mistaken 
about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
my statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstood the Senator from Massachusetts 
to say that the Presiding Officer should submit to the Senate the 
question whether debate had proceeded at sufficient length, and 
upon a decision of the majority of the Senate that debate should 
close, then he should put the question without further dilatory 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The REcORD will speak for itself. I under- 
stood the Senator from Massachusetts to make that statement. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] yes- 
terday stated, and it has been stated by the Senator from I\linois 

Mr. PALMER] to-day, and I believe by the Senator from New 

rork [Mr. HILu], that the Senate is paralyzed; that the Govern- 
ment is paralyzed. The Senator from Texas stated that the Sen- 
ate could not pass an appropriation bill. Why could not the 
Senate pass an appropriation bill? Has the Senator made an at- 
tempt to get one through this body? Hasany Senator attempted 
it? Has any other measure than the one which is pending been 
suggested for the consideration of this body, except the motion 
to amend the Journal made by the Senator from Geloredo, which 
we are now discussing? 

How, then, is the Government paralyzed; because the majority 
can not have its way? Oh; no, Mr. President, this Government 
is not paralyzed. 

T will not include the Senator from New York, because he has 
modified his proposition; but, if the proposition of the Senator 
from Texas should prevail, I tell him the Constitution of this 
Union will be paralyzed. 

This Government did have a partial stroke of paralysis about 
thirty years ago, but in the course of four years it accumulated 
to itoelt more power than any government on the face of the 
earth, and it has more power to-day. I[f it had not had that gi- 
gantic power, such valiant warriors as the Senator from Texas 
and myself, perhaps, would not have been compelled to lay down 
our swords, but we did. It was the power the Government had 
accumulated around itself in four years, more gigantic and por- 
tentous than any ever held by any government upon the face of 
the earth, and tt is the strongest Government to-day on earth. 


It was entirely upon that hypothesis I made 
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How, then, can it be said that the Government is paraly: ed 
because one little measure can not get through the Sen: 
rapidly and as hurriedly as its impatient ad vocates demand of 
the minority? All this talk about the paralysis of the Govern- 
ment is to me, Mr. President and T say it without disrespect ~ 
absurd and ridiculous. This particular measure muy b 
lyzed forthe nonce, and it ought to be. 
ance with what has been suggested here to-day, there will be a 
paralysis of the Constitution of this Union from which it will 
never recover. q 

But the Government is going on all the same. Itis collecting 
its revenues; it is meetin: its obligations; it is supporting its mil- 
itary and naval establishments; it is sustaining all the executive 
departments of the Government; and Congress yet lives, not- 
withstanding bill No. 1 from the House of Representatives is 
still on our table. I think we ought to hold our hands up to 
high Heaven and implore the great Giver of all good that we 
may survive notwithstanding House bill No.1 has not yet passed. 

The Senator from Texas said that he would grasp the hand of 
the Senator from Ohio on this measure. In his next breath he 
said that he was in favor of bimetallism or silver, but he rushes 
into the arms of the arch enemy of silver, and I[ do not say that 
disrespectfully or intending to be personal. He rushes into the 
arms of the arch enemy of silver, and oh, Mr. President, whata 
scene that would present to the American people, a scene fit for 
the gods and men to behold! The Senator from Texas and the 
Senator from Ohio embracing each other in a warm, cordial, 
voluptuous embrace! I would feel like exclaiming as the dis- 
consolate Hamlet did when the ghost of his murdered father 
presented itself to him: 


te as 


1ra- 


Angels and ministers of grace defend us! 


What a picture it would make for the artist—the Senator 
from Texas and the Senator from Ohio embracing each other 
over the silver question! If that would not be an instance 
where extremes meet I do not know where we could find an illus 
tration. 

And if we live long enough we shall behold another scene per- 
haps that would furnish a spectacle never before presented to 
the American people or to any people. 
are reached, if the Government gets over its paralysis, and when 
a tariff bill for revenue only is reached, if it survives that paraly- 
sis, how the Senator from Texas will rush into the arms of the 
Senator from Ohio and embrace him again and again, and shake 
hands across the financial chasm! 

Then he taunts those of us who vote with the venerable and 
distinguished Senator from Kansas with following the Populists: 
that ‘‘the Senator from Kansas, Mr. PEFFER,” is the exponent 
of all the isms, of wild ideas; that he is a wild-eyed man, leading 
us astray; and the Senator from Texas says, de gustibus non est 
disputandum! That is true, Mr. President. He says, ‘‘ politics 
makes strange bedfellows.” There is no doubtaboutthat. But 
the strangest of all the political bedfellows this country has ever 
known will be the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Texas. 

I say to the Senator from Texas that so long as the Senator 
from Kansas stands for the great toiling millions of this coun- 
try against the money power I am his friend, and will stand by 
him. If [ had to choose a file leader in the great political con- 
test confronting us I would take the man for my leader who 
stands to his guns for the rights of the masses of this country 
against about ten or twelve men in the city of New York who 
can bring ruin and distress and destruction upon the country in 
one night. So, sir, I am not abashed at the taunt. 

But, Mr. President, the age of wonders and surprises will not 
end with seeing me in the armsof the Senator from Kansas, and 
the Senator from Texas in the arms of the Senator from Ohio. 
We shall, I hope, live to see a long, fond, cordial, gushing em- 
brace between the Senator from New York and the President 
of the United States. [Laughter.| That would be a picture for 
the artist. How long and lingering and loving it would be! A 
bucket of boiling hot water, Mr. President, could not separate 
them. 

So the age of surprises has not passed, and I do not believe it 
will pass as long as this Congress is in session. Weare going to 
have a great many such surprises. It would not surprise me to 
see my venerable friend from Nevada rush up to the White 
Houseand embrace the President. {Laughter.] Soatlast, whilst 
we have heard very direful predictions and prognostics about 
what is going to become of the country, that it is paralyzed, the 
Senate is paralyzed, the Government is paralyzed, I think as 
long as these love scenes continue there is no danger of a revo- 
lution or of the Government stopping. I regard them as very 
hopeful signs of the future. 

lf the Senator from Texas will come as near getting over the 
fence on this rule question as the Senator from New York has 
done, I shal! sleep much more profoundly and soundly than I 


If we proceed in accord- | 
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have done since last Monday. I have no doubt he wv n 
what he calls that sober second the it of the peop | 3 
no doubt that he will not persist in which would d Oy 
as I believe it would des roy, the usefulness of this body, which 
would destroy its great underlying conservat Y ciple, which 
| has so long and so successf illy and so: v sustained th uurden 
imposed upon it by the Constitution and laws. Mr. President, 
we had 
* * * rather bear those evils we 
Than fly to others that we ow 1 
If, after the excitement of this debate hass wided,a ‘ t 
of this body shall deem it wise to modify its sin a reas , 
and conservative way, | do not know that I sh»li object; but the 


When the election laws | 


idea of attempting it now, with the heat of division and « 8 

tion burning in the minds of us all, would bring dis ister, a in 
my judgment, mortification and ultimately humili n on 
this Government. I would, therefore. counsel to be pxti -nt x 
who are manifesting so much impatience, demandin 

the Senator from Lllinois |Mr. PALMrR] has done over and ove) 
again, that I, one of eighty-five members of this body, sh SAY 
when a vote shall be taken, as though a mun so insignific is I 
should undertake to determine when a vote sh be take 

L know that my venerable friend, I trust he will pardon rv 
ealling him ‘‘my venerable friend,” is the l»st man in the 
United States who would take one single step towurd d 
that underlying conservative principle which has pres our 
institutions so long. I know he is impatient for this « oO 
end, but not more so than I: and IT think [| have suggested a 
method by which it can be ended with entire regard the 
rights, the feelings, the interests of every Senator upon this 
floor: and it can bedone, Mr. President, withou iving a sting, 
as I said the other night, to be carried away from this Chamber 
to rankle in the bosom of any Senator. 

[tcan be done with entire regard for the best interests of all 
the people, those who reside in the financial centers as w 
those who inhabit the plains of the West and the broad of 
the South, where all can have recognition and protection ne- 
cording to their deserts, and according to the opinions of ir 
representatives. Itis with that,Sir, and with nothing less than 
that shall I be satisfied: to nothing less will I consent. 

There are millions and millions of p-ople in this countr nd 
I am one of them, who sincerely believe that the currency is too 

| much contracted, or. if not too much contracted, is so distrib- 
uted as to bring hardship, ruin, loss, and unhappiness upon 1 
lions of the American people; and it is always wise statesman- 
ship, Mr. President, it is to-day, and has always been since pop- 
ular government was born upon the earth, to make reason ible 
concessions to a large body of people who sincerely believe in a 
particular line of policy. 

Such concessions can be made without sacrifice of principle or 





without injury to anybody: and when some of our friends can 
relieve themselves of the conviction that they are politically in- 
fallible and concede that there are some other people who have 
political convictions and ideas as well as themselves—whenever 
we reach that point, my word for it, this question will h» set- 
tled, and settled fairly and honorably. 

Mr. TELLER. With the consent of the Senate, I ask that I 


may be allowed to withdraw the amendment | offered for the 
correction of the Journal of the proceedings of Monday |: 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the req of 
the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none. | e 
be no further objection, the Journal ill stand approved as 
read. The Chair hears no objection, and the Journal is ap- 


proved. 
PURCHASE OF SILVER BI 
Mr. VOORHEES. 


ILLION. 


I move—though I donot know thata motion 


is necessary—to proceed to the consideration of the unfinished 
business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in 
order: but the Chair will entertain the motion of the S oO 
from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES i move that the Sen te proceed to t! on- 
sideration of House bill No. 1. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to ask if the morning busin is 
closed: 

[The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ente ns the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana to dispense with morning business 


and proceed to the consideration of House bill No.1. The 
tion is on that motion. 


The motion was agreed to. 


q ues- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the bill 
by title. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act, 


approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘*‘ An act directing the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes.” 
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Mr. MARTIN. Before the regular business is proceeded with, 
I should like to ask unanimous consent to introduce a bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will yield to morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
bears none. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 1095) for the relief of John 
A. Rollings and James Gilfillan; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1096) making a judgmenta 
lien on all real estate or interest therein of the debtor in the 
District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Disrrict of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 1097) to admit to the 
mails as second-class matter periodical publications issued by 
or under the auspices of regularly incorporated benevolent and 
fraternal societies and orders and institutions of learning, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1098) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Winfield S. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1099) to refer the claims of George 
A. Eggleton and others to the Court of Claims; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1100) to grant an honorable dis- 
charge to William Morris; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill 8. 1101) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Daniel Merritt; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1102) to regulate 
interstate commerce, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S.1103) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. With the consent of the Senator from 
Indiana in charge of the repealing bill, I desire to give notice of 


an amendment to the rules and ask unanimous consent that it 
may be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
read, in the absence of objection. 
The Seeretary read as follows: 


Amend Ruie XIT by inserting an additional clause, as follows: 

“When upon a vote by yeas and nays it shall appear to the Chair upon 
recapitulation and before the announcement of the result that a quorum 
has not voted, he shall call upon Senators present who have not voted, by 
name, to vote, and shall direct the Secretary to add to the list of the Sena- 
tors voting the names of the Senators present not voting, including those 
announcing pairs, or Who may or may not be excused from voting, and to 
enter the same in the Journal; and ifthe whole number constitute a quorum, 
and it shall appear that a majority of a quorum (or two-thirds of a quorum 
where the Constitution prescribes a majority of two-thirds) has voted on 
either side, the question shall be deemed to have been determined and the 
result shall be announced the same as if a quorum had voted.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
ordered to be printed in the absence of objection. 


W. L. HARDY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. GEORGE submitted the followiay resolution: which was 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to 
be printed: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, directed to 
communicate to the Senate the present status of the claim of W. L. 
Hardy, John L, Carter, and William T. Holland against the Government of 
Spain for damages occasioned by their illegal arrest on board the brig 
Georgiana, off the coast of Yucatan, by a Spanish warship in May, 1850, and 
their subsequent imprisonment; what obstacles exist to the enforcement of 


said claim, and what action, if any, is needed to be taken by Congress in ref- 
erence to the settlement of the same. 


eee, tC CL 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. | 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (H. R. 3963) to amend sections 828, 833, 847, and 1014 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to clerks’ 
fees, semiannual returns of fees by district attorneys, marshals, 
and clerks, commissioners’ fees, and to offenders against the 
United States; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3963) to amend sections 828, 833, 847, and 1014 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to clerks’ | 





PAYMENTS 
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I 
The Senate, a 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) torepeal a part of ana 
July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purch 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, a 
purposes,” the pending question being on the 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. QUAY. 


The VICE-PR 


read. 


The SECRETAI 


ported by the Committee on Finance in line 26, after 
‘** debts,” by inserting the following: 
This act shall take effect on the Ist day of January, 1896 


Mr. QUAY. 


The VICE-PR 


and referred to the Committee 
jection. 


The VICE-PI 


eS 





fees, semiannual returns of fees by district attorneys, yn 
and clerks, commissioners’ : 
United States, was read twice by its title, and referr 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


fees, and to offenders 


7URCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 
s in Committee of the Whole, 


resum 





ame 


I desire at this time to submit an a: 


which I intend to propose to the pending bill, which 
be read. 


ESIDENT. The proposed amendmen 


2¥. It is proposed to amend the amend 


i 


Task that the amendment may be ref 
the Committee on Finance. 


ESIDENT. will be 


in the absen 


The amendment 
on Finance, 


RESIDENT. The Senator from Kan 


PEFFER] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. PEFFER resumed the floor in continuation of the s 


Mr. VOORHE 
The PRESIDI 


yield to the Senator from Indiana? 


Mr. PEFFER. 
Mr. VOORHE 


HOU 


previously begun by him, but, without concluding 


ES said: Mr. President 
NG OFFICER. Does the Senator fro: 


Yes, sir. 
ES. Mr. President, this has been avery fi 


SE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, October 19, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
NV. CANTER. 


Prayer by the Rev 


n Ki 


commencing at 10 o’clock, and everybody has been on a str 
I donot know that it would profit anything to spend another |! 
hour or hour in session at this time, and, with the consent of the 
Senator from Kansas, I move that the Senate take a recess unt 

10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at5o’clock and 4 minutes p. 1 
Thursday, October 19) the Senate took a recess until to-morr: 
Friday, October 20, 1893, at 10 o’clock a. m. 









OCTOBER 1 


iS 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and app: 


MAD 


The SPEAKEI 


Mr. OUTHWAITE, 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
Monday when the bill comes up. 

TheSPEAKER. The question had been suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, that the bill should be considered in the 
Committee of the Whole; and the Committee on Rules merely 
added that clause so that the question may be determined when 


E TO CONTRACTORS ON 
OF NAVAL VESSELS. 
i laid before the House a letter from t! 


ACCOUNT OF 


tary of the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to House resol 
lith instant, information relating to payments made 
tractors for construction of vessels for the Navy on acco 
speed, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Nai 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


with 


It is a resolution providing for th 


w 


Mr. Speaker, I am instructed b 
Committee on Rules to report back resolution No. 3 
stitute for the same. 
for the consideration of the bill H. R. 139. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That on Monday next, the 23d instant, immediately after t! 
ond morning hour, the House shall proceed to the consideration o! 
H. R. 139, a bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy thro 
the United States, and the consideration thereof shall be continued aft 
second morning hour each legislative day thereafter until said bill 
have been fully je of; said bill to be considered in the House, or | 
Committee of the Whole, as determined by the rules of the House 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. i 
suppose that the bill would have to be considered in the Hous 
This is a very important matter, and I think that the bill shou 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. Speaker, that will be determined « 


} 


he 


Under the rules of the Ho 











f 
~ 





he bill comes up as to how it should be considered. This order 


] 
; not determine that 
\ WILLIAM A. STONE. Then that will be determined by 


\ 
+] rer 

SPEAKER. Lt ill, under the rules of the House, w 
t iatter co .es up for considera ion. 

WILLIAM A. STONE. Could not that be determined 
no 390 that we May know how we Wl vote on the adoption ol 
t] ier. 


DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the order be read 


‘he resolution wasagain read. 
Mr. DINGLEY addressed the Chai 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. LI did not yie ad the fioor, ex -ept for a 


} iO. 
*) DINGLEY. The gentleman will pardon my suggestion that 
the clause, ‘‘ to be consider n the yuse or in Committee of the 
Whole as the rules may d rmine,” amounts to nothing, beca 
the rules determine that this bill shall be considered in the Hous 
If this is to be considered in the House, I want to suggest to 


the gentleman from Ohio that there will be no opportunity t 

an is isan important bill, on which 
there is no division on party lines, and we should have oppor- | 
tunity to goon with each section and amend it as we proceed to 
consider it. WhatI was going to suggest to the gentleman is 
to amend the order so that the bill should be considered in th 
House as in Committee of the Whole. That would give an op- 
yortunity for general debate, then for general consideration, | 
and that puts entirely beyond question the previous question. 
We could then consider it section by section, and each section | 
could be taken up and amended; otherwise, if it is to be consid 
ered in the House, not as in Committee of the Whole, then of 
course only one amendment and an amendment thereto will be 
in order at any time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This resolution does not determine that 
question at all, but leaves it to be determined on Monday next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does determine it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Rules did not deem 
it necessary or wise at this time to determine that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio thai 
the last clause does determine it; and it must be considered in 
the House unless otherwise agreed to. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. There is a difference of opinion as to | 
that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The rules determine that it shall be consid- 
ered in the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This order says that it shall be consid- | 
ered according to the rules of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The rules determine that it sh 
be considered in the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. There is a difference of opinion upon 
that. The gentleman says it will be determined one way, and 
other gentlemen say it will be determined the other way. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why not determine that at thi 
tim t 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Why not have the Speaker deter- 
mine it now? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is nothing in the bill t 
appropriates any money 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman is mistaken. This bi 
increases the charges on the Treasury, and therefore should | 
considered in the Committee of the Whole, unless otherwise or- 
dered. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Every dollar of expense is paid 
out of the estate of the bankrupt. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It ought to be considered in the Committ 
of the Whole. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg pardon of the gentieman fro 
Pennsylvania. Provision is made in this bill to summon juror 
eo instanti, upon a trial of these cases, to be paid out of the fund 
of the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [Ifit is to be considered in tl 
Committee of the Whole, that is entirely satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania that the bill is upon the House Calendar, and 1 
Speaker supposed that the bill carried no charge against t! 


id section by section. 














Treasury, and would be considered in the House under the ru 
if the House so determined. It was submitted tothe gentleman, 
and the gentleman from Texas said that it seemed to him that 
the bill should be considered in Committee of the Whole, an 
without undertaking to decide that question, as some point was 
raised upon it, this order simply provides that it shall be con 
—— as determined under the rules of the House, and left 
at question to be decided upon an examination of the bill. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 
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SERSON| sus 


mined now. Is there any ob 
of tAe Hous 
The SPEAKER. 


CULBERSON. 
‘he SPEAKER. 
f the gentilen 


» of the W hol 


LBERSON. 


I should think the 
‘it in Committee ' 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. My ans 





question was orde! 
was acdonted 


. OUTHWAITE 


er be laid on t 


atter motio: 


» SPEAKET 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committ 
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eign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommenda- | ought to be confined in a State prison if they violate the 
tion the bill (H. R. 411) to require steam vessels of the United | the confinement there would look to me to be inhuman. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 19, 





States of 1,000 tons or more to have one engineer and helperon; Mr. LOUD. If you go there you must try to keep out of tho 
watch in their engine rooms while under way, and to require all | Stite prison. (Laughter. ] 


steam vessels of the United States continuously under steam for | Latter 
more than ten hours to carry two licensed engineers; which was | of reformation, and the doing as little harm as possib 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- | theory that obtains, at least, even if it is not always 


port, ordered to be printed. 
SECTION 4131, REVISED STATUTES. 


Mr. MALLORY also, from the Committee on Interstate and that standpoint. 
Foreign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommenda- : : ; eee ee ee 
tion the bill (H. R. 101) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Stat- | formation at all. I suppose the prison is located where the p 


utes of the United States; which was referred tothe House Calen 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed 
PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. MEYER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation a concurrent regolution | SMITH] would be here this morning. 
providing for theappointmentof a joint committee to reorganize | interest in the bill, and I am now informed that heissick. 1 
the personnel of the Navy; which was referred to the Committee | prison is located at Yuma, and this land is wanted by the Te: 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- | tory for that purpose, and can not be used for any other purpose 


companying report, ordered to be printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call. The second morn- s ; 
ing hour begins at nineteen minutes past 120’clock, and the call | 700% Comes to be admitted further along, o certain amoun 


rests with the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
The SPEAKER proceeded to call the committees. 


GRANT OF LANDS TO ARIZONA, 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on Public Lands was called). | As a matter of fact the Territory of Arizona has had no gi in 
Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 3627) granting to Arizona | land for any public buildings. 


certain lands for use of Territorial prison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand that, but the yn 


8a 


at ed in 

this country. I have no objection to this grant of tend, nder 
the statement of the gentleman, unless it is objectionable from 
Mr. MCRAE. Upon that point, Mr. Chairman, I have no ip. 
peo: 


| ple want it. I was never in the Territory of Arizona. 
Mr. LOUD. The penitentiary has been there forsome 
and is evidently intended to be permanently located there. T) 
climate is as favorable as anywhere in that vicinity. 
Mr. MCRAE. I thought the gentleman from Arizon) 
I know he feels quit: 


‘he 
ri- 





without reclamation. 
Mr. LOUD. It is some distance outside of the village. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. When the Territory of A 


land will be granted for State purposes. Will this grant of 

given for the penitentiary now, be deducted from the grant tl 

will then be made? 
Mr. MCRAE. That could be provided for in the enabling act. 


int of 


Mr. WILSON of Washington. The statement is made that 
this land is worthless. Why encumber the State with lind that 


Be enacted, ete., That the following tracts of land, fractional sections 12,13, | is not worth anything? 


14, 15, 22, 23, 24, and 25, township No, ® south, range 23 west, Gila and Salt 
River base and meridian, Territory of Arizona, containing 2,115 acres, lying 


Mr. MCRAE. Our information is that the land is now worth- 


a6 > oy an ft, i rj . ; . 2c poaolai a 
in the junction of the Gila and Colorado Rivers, be, and is hereby, granted to on ~ ~rhenangenet. and that th continue rae B _ laime 
the Territory of Arizona for the use and benefit of the Territorial prison at \ erritory proposes to reclaim it with prison labor, and use 


Yuma. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, ought not that bill be considered 
in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule it should be considered in 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3627) granting to Arizona certain lands for 
use of Territorial prison, with Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee in 
the Chair. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. SMrrH of Arizona) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$627) granting to Arizona certain lands for the use of Territorial prison, beg 


leave to report that the said bill has received the careful consideration of 
the committee and its passage is recommended. 


At the a of the Colorado and Gila Rivers in Arizona and lying be- 
tween said streams are fractional! sections 12, 18, 14, and 15, 22, 23, 24, and 25, 
of unoccupied and unclaimed public lands. This land in its present condi- 
tion is worthless for any seed »se Whatever on account of the frequent over- 
flow of said rivers. The land can not be utilized without great expense in 
construction of levees to prevent the overflow of said streams. 
The land lies directly adjoining the Territorial prison grounds in the vil- 
lage of Yuma and can be reclaimed by prison labor and made valuable as a 
yrison farm and thus relieve the = of the Territory o?7 some of the bur- 
oe of taxation under which theylabor. Arizona has never received one acre 
of land or one dollar of aid from the Government in the construction of any 
public building. The land granted in the bill is now worthless, and will in 
all prokemniiny forever remain so. It can be made valuable and productive 


under the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, the report states all the facts 
in the possession of the committee in relation to this land. 

Mr. SIMPSON. How much land does this cover? 

Mr. MCRAE. About 2,000acres,I think. It is alotof swamp 
land near the town of Yuma, where the Territorial prison is lo- 
cated. There are no claimants to the land and no settlers upon 
it, and the object is to grant it in trust for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is the Territorial prison or peniten- 
tiary at Yuma? 

Mr. MCRAE, That is my information. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Without knowing much about it 
it is my understanding that, so far as the temperature is con- 
cerned, Yuma is about as near Hades as any place on earth; and 
I will ask the gentleman whether he thinks this grant of land 
should be made at that point, looking toward the encouragement 
of a permanent location of the penitentiary at Yuma? It seems 
to me, if I was an inhabitant of Arizona, I should want the State 
prison where it would be more comfortable. It is true people 


it for a prison farm. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then the statement that it is 
absolutely worthless is inaccurate, if it can be reclaimed? 
Mr.SIMPSON. Andevenif the prisonisremoved from Yuma 
the land will be made valuable for some other purpose by the 
labor that is put upon it, so that it will be no detriment to the 


ople. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Ar 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE] if there was sufficient evidence presented 
to the committee that this was swamp land, or land that is va 
less for other purposes now? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes. We had the statement of the Delegate 
who is perfectly familiar with the land. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You have no doubt on that point? 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no doubt whatever. The gentleman 
from California [Mr. Loup] is familiar with it, as I understand. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the bill so drawn that there can not some 
claim be made hereafter to this land, as there has been often to 
swamp land in other portions of the United States? 

Mr. McRAE. The swamp-land grant has never been extended 
to Arizona. This grant describes the lands by numbers 

Mr. DINGLEY. I notice.that when we have given swamp 
lands for various purposes, other claimants have come in, and 
we have had to buy the land several times over. 

Mr. MCRAE. This is the first grant of this land for any pur- 
pose, and I am informed that it is not in conflict with the claim 
of any settler. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Is this really swamp land?’ Is 
it not overflowed land? 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not understand there would be any dis- 
tinction between overflowed and swamp lands. They are usually 
termed swamp lands if overflowed and unfit for cultivation. The 
swamp-land grant does not apply to Arizona, nor to any State 
admitted since Oregon. There is no trouble on that point. 
There is no present claimant to the land, so far as we can learn 
from the records in the General Land Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply desire to have the bill so guarded 
that when we give away land the Government will not be called 
upon by and by to give something additional from the Treasury, 
on the ground that itdid not give as much as the parties ex- 

cted. 

_ Mr. MCRAE. Oh, Mr. Speaker, there is no danger of any- 
thing of that kind. If the Congress of the United States will 
always be careful not to grant its lands more than once, there 
will be no trouble of the kind the gentleman refers to. The 
trouble of which he speaks has grown out of the fact that the 
Government has undertaken to grant the same lands for two or 
three different purposes, sometimes to the States for reclama- 
tion, then to railroads, and in some cases the same lands again 


‘ 


Soe 


— i 


to private indiv iduals. That has necessarily created a conflict 
c on the different grantees and claimants and has made 
ee ible. But there is no difficulty of that kind here. This land 
vribed by numbers so that it can be easily located. The 

t » character of the land. 


oes not depend on the 
,AN NON of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
amendment in lines 10 


1s whether he will not accept an 


is des 


oe u 
M r’. 
Rn 

and 11? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the bill is not 


yet op nto amendment. The general debate has not yet been 
1 7 
closeu as 
Mr. MCRAE, Iask unanimous consent that the general de- 
bate be clo ed 
any » was no obi jee *T ion. 
ANNE »N of Illinois. Now,I ask the gentleman whether 


after the word 
for the 
This leaves 
and 
than 


accept an amendment to strike out all 
in lines 10 and that is to say, the words * 
use and benefit of the Territorial prison a aioe ? 
.e grant of land absolutely to the Territory of Arizona, 
ives it also to that Territory to the land for other 
rison purposes if it sees proper 
My reason, I will say to the 
amendment is this: tnat if this land be 
of A ‘izona for prison } nur p ossibly later on athe the Ter 
ritory, or after the Territory becomesa State, it may become de- 
sirable to remove the State prison from the very unhealthy. |lo- 
cation where it is now established, and where in my judgment 
it ought not to be located at all, to some other point. 
TALBOTT of Maryland. In that case the land will 
yh to the Government. 

CANNON of [llinois. Certainly: but here is a constant 
bia by the grant of this land, which may become censiderably 
improved by prison labor, to keep this establishment in this place 
all the time where in my judgmentit may not properly be located. 
For that reason it seems to me we might very properly make this 
grantabsolutely, and give the Territory, or the State later on, the 
power to use the land for any other purpose it sees fit, and not 
let it stand as a constant bribe, so to speak, to maintain the lo- 
cation of the prison at the point where it is now established. 
The land, as | understand it, is useless without irrigation, and 
can only be made valuable by considerable labor to be bestowed 
upon it. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a good suggestion. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have no objection whatever to that. We | 
usually make such grants in trust for specific purposes. The 
Territory asks for the land for the purpose indicated in the bill. 
But I have no objection to making the grant absolute and un- 
conditional, and let the Territory use it as they see proper. | 
want the committee to understand that the amendment will make 
this a grant without limitation. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman from Illinois if the 
amendment he proposes eliminates from the bill the purpose for 
which the grant is made? 


ith not 
izont 
use 


gentleman, for suggesting the 


granted to the Territory 


ro 
&* 
e 


oses, 


re- 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Therefore the Territory of Arizona, if the 
amendment be adopted, can use the land for any other purpose 
whatever? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Oh, yes. 


Mr. BRETZ. Certainly. 
land in fee simple. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why do you propose to remove the limitation 
fixed upon the grant in the present bill? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have just stated the reason. 
erybody understands that this is the hottest place on earth. 

Mr. SAYERS. Where? 

Mr. CANNON of LiJinois. Yuma, where this prison is located. 

Mr,SAYERS. But this grant does not prevent the Territory 
from changing the location of the prison if they see ph amp 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am inclined to think if the grant 
was made as provided in this bill, for the express use and bene- 
fit of a Territorial prison,tit would be a strong inducement to re- 
tain the prison at that point. 

Mr. MCRAE. Lask for a vote on the amendment of the 
tleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMA N. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out in lines 10 and 1! the words 
ritorial prison at Yuma.”’ 


The amendment gives them the 


Ev- 


gen- 


“for the use and benefit of the Ter- 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the committee now rise and report 
the bill as amended favorably to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee ac cordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported ‘that | 
the Committee of the Whole having had under consideration | 
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the bill H. R. 3627) had directed him to report the Same [avor- 
ably to the House with an amendment. 

Theamendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e ossed and read a 
third time: and being engrossed,it was n« read the 
third rare and pass d. 

Mr. \ANNON < aa, 2 ask that the title of the b be 
wena’ to conform to the action of the He 

Mr. McRAE. That is ocane ! hope w be don 

Ir. SPRINGER. 1 suegest that t ti read 3 
granting lands to the Territory of Arizona 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the title wi 
stind as indicated by the gentleman from lllinoi 

There was noo ject mm. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to recons th l 
votes just taken was laid on thet ) 

The SPEAKER Has the Committee on Public I ny 
further bills to eall up? 

Mr. MCRAE. We have no ot! ill to ea ip at thi 18 

tAILROAD STATIONS, ET IN THI TERRITORIES 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (when the Committee on Terri 
tories was called [ ¢ p the bill (H. “ 1106) to require 
railroad companies operating iilroads in the Territo e 

ght of way granted by the Government to estab s 
and depots at all town sites on the lines of said roads estab Led 
by the Interior Department. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

enacted Chat all railroad companies operating railroads through 

ritories of the United States « ght of way ‘tained uncer any 

ant « ct of Congress giving to said railroad companies the right Va 

over the public la 3; of the United States rll be requ i to establi und 

1 1in passenger stations and freight depots at all town sites esta hed 

in . Territories on the line of said ra vd by a ity of the eriol 
Deparment 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, w + reas i e 
afte the passa e of th ct Y juire 8 ad I Ss toesta i 
all town sites provided for in the precedi enget 3, 
freight depots, and other accommodations necessary f[ receiv is 
charging passengers and freight at such points, and upon failure rid 
companies to establish such tions and de 3 W the time | ed 
for by the order of th ecretary, said companies sha e liable toa fli B00 
fore uch day thereafter until said stations i depo be esta ed, 
which shall be recovered in a suit vrought by the United State the 
United States courts in Territory through which rid railroa i 
pas 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The Committee on the Territo 
ries have directed me to offer certain amendments, which end 


to the desk. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to make a point of order 
against this bill. If l understand the case correctly, it comes from 
the Committee on Territories. The point I wish to make hat 
the bill should have been reported by the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and that therefore it is not properly before the House. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. The bl is reported some two 


wee ritories. and is on the House 


ks ago by the Committee on Ter 
Calendar. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONEs But if it had no business there, 
that fact would not cure the difficulty. 

The SPEAKER. What is thedifficulty which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE| suggests? 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. The difficulty is that the bill p 


tains entirely to railroads, and that the Committee 
has properly - ji irisdiction of the bill. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Icanass e the gentleman that 
that there can be no possible question as to the j diction of 
the Committee on Territories in legislation of pos» character. 
The bill only applies to railroads which are built upon a right of 


way granted to the railroad by the Government 
It simply requires such railroads to erect depots at 


n sites 


tow 


which have been located and est iblished according to law 

If the gentleman is friendly to the bill, he should not object to 
its consideration. 

if he is opposed to it, I should hope that so merito 
measure would not be sent to a committee of which heis amem 
ber. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Territories without 
objection, and both friend and foe have discussed its merits be- 
fore that committee admitting and confirming its jurisdiction. 

If we refer to the Committee on Railroads every bill that 
speaks of railroads, and if that committee should be as friendly 
to them as my friend seems to be, we would never have any legis- 
lation except such as the railroad people might sanction. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman’s remark is a 
practical admission that the bill has been referred to the wrong 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 


f 


Pennsylvania that this isa public bill: and the method of cor- 





ee tcl 


% Se RY Aiba tle 
Sarg Td CINE SRE A 


ea cae 


rte 





2714 


recting the reference of a public bill, as described by the rules, 
is different from that prescribed in regard to private bills. An 
erroneous reference of a public bill may be corrected any morning 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, either by unani- 
mous consent, or on motion of a member representing the com- 
mittce to which the bill has been erroneously referred, or on 
motion of the committee claiming jurisdiction. And where a 
public bill has been suffered, even erroneously, to be considered 
by a committee, and that committee has reported it back to the 
House, there is no way of raising the question of jurisdiction if 
the bill is a public bill. The case is different in regard to pri- 
vate bills. 

But the Chair will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that, as the Chair understands, this bill is practically an amend- 
ment of a charter granted to a railroad company to pass through 
lands in the Territories, which original bill was reported by the 
Committee on Territories. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I submit, then, the parliament- 
ary inquiry whether this bill ought not to go to the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. So far as the Chair is informed as to the 
purport of the bill—and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] had shown the bill to the Chair—it is a bill simply 
requiring railroad companies which have received grants of 
public lands through the Territories to maintain stations at 
town sites established by the Interior Department. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. And there isno appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill makes no appropriation, but sim- 
ply requires these companies to maintain stations at these points 
where town sites have been established by the Interior Depart- 
ment. Tat is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair therefore thinks the bill may 
properly be considered in the House. The Clerk will report the 
amendments proposed by the gentleman from Alabama on behalf 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section I, after the word ‘‘at’’ in line 8, insert the words “ or within one- 
fourth of a mile of the boundary limits of,’’ so as toread ‘‘at or within one- 
fourth of a mile of the pee ees | limits of alltown sites established in said 
Tert itory on the line of said ra lroads by authority of the Interior Depart- 
a the second section by striking out in lines 1, 2, and 3 the words, 
“the Secretary of the Interior shall within a reasonable time after the pas- 
Sage of this act require said railroad companies to establish at;’’ and insert 
**said railroad companies are hereby required within three months from the 
gee yA to establish at or within one-fourth of a mile of the boun- 

ary i 0 

In the 8th line of the same section strike out the word ‘the’ and insert 
*‘said;" and after the word ‘time,’ in the same line, strike out “ provided 
for by the order of the Secretary.”’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill as it would 
stand with these amendments. 

The bill as proposed to be amended was read. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Unless some gentleman on the 
other side desires to discuss the bill, I will move the previous 
question. 

Mr. DINGLEY,. I think we should have some explanation of 
the bill before that is done. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN]. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, some days ago when the ques- 
tion of the outrages committed in opening the Cherokee Strip 
was up for consideration I made a statement that by virtue of 
certain rules and certain things done by the present Interior 


Department, the orders of the last Administration had been re- | 


versed, and that men claiming to be Indians, in the language 
of the gentleman from Illinois, were allowed not only to take 
certain allotments upon which they had made improvements, 
but were allowed by this Administration to go to the railroads 
and there take up the lands upon which the railroads had made 
their stations, their side tracks, and improvements. That is veri- 
fied by the fact that the Secretary of the Interior now desires 


the passage of this bill, compelling the railroad companies to | 


build stations and side tracks at the town sites which he has des- 
ignated, after he authorized the so-called Indians to go in in ad- 
vance of the white settlers and monopolize and take up the lands 
which had for years been occupied by the railroad companies 
with their stations, side tracks, and depots. 

The Interior Department has gone farther than that. 
fuses to allow the people who have located at the railroad sta- 
tions—and there some of them have towns of two or three thou- 
sand people—to even obtain a post-office, although they are 3 or 
4 miles from the town sites located by the Government. In other 
words, the attitude of the Interior Departmentis this: You peo- 
ple must go to our town sites. We have allowed the Indians to 
steal the town sites, and we intend, now that you have settled 
there, to cut you off from having a post-office. We propose to 
compel you to go.to our town sites and patronize them. 


It re- | 


| 


} 
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In reference to the merits of this bill, Mr. Speak 
say this: The people who have located Government { 
are entitled to recognition, and ought to have some f 
do their business; but I object to this plan. which h F 
augurated by the Interior Department, to ‘ hog” t] 
or rather compel the railroads to build stations at t 
and deprive the settlers now living at the railroad toy 
benefits of a post-office to transact their business. 
object to the passage of this bill, although it is a 
should be amended in all justice and equity; but I. 
must reproach the Interior Department for trying to 
thing in one place,and another atanother place. To. 
railroads to build stations at their town sites is ri 
say,on the other hand, that to work in connection wit! 
Office Department and get them to hold up the estab! 
post-offices at the other towns is wrong. 

If there is to be town-site fights there, if these p 
ested in this subject are to be placed in that attit 
is coming, I regret to say, when I believe that this co 
have its attention attracted to that question, because { 
tor does not rest now with the Interior Department: 
occur there by virtue of these opposing towns each 
murder, because they will be nothing less, must be | 
doors of the Interior Department. 

They have laid the foundation for these troubles out 1 
authorizing the stealing, for itis nothing more or | 
pat of these so-called Indians, of points that always h 
c<nown as railroad stations, where all trains have st 
have allowed men to go in there against the protest of t 
of the Cherokee Nation, who wired me yesterday that 
ones allowed allotments did not belong to the Cherokee N:- 
tion. They have allowed men to go and take these rail t 
tions. Now, the Interior Department has located oth 
and it is because of that this legislation is insisted on h« 
an effort on the part of the Interior Department to get out 
cover up the investigation which [ have asked for at the 
of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, in answer t 
gentleman from Oklahoma, I desire to say that the law op: 
the Cherokee Strip authorized certain allotments, I think s 
enty-one in number, to Indians, each allotment containi: 
acres. 

The evidence before the committee seemed to be prett; 
that certain parties made contracts with the Indians pure 
all or nearly all of these allotments and then arranged wit 
Indians, [ presume before the transactions were made, to 
the allotments located as near as possible to the railroad d 
The controversy between the Interior Department and t! 
road seems to be practically limited to the town of Eni 
that place the Indian allotments were seiected so near the « 
as to take up the ground, and it therefore became impossi 
the Interior Department to establish a town site at that } 

The Secretary of the Interior therefore laid out the to 
at what appears to be the most practicable locality for t! 

se. 

Theevidence before the committee, I think, clearly e 
the fact that the Indian allotments which were loca! 

Enid depot were owned by men who either contro! 
road or who had a controlling influence with the rail: 
cials. 

The newspapers inform us that Mr. Dunlap, who, [| 
a railroad superintendent, announced that the railro 
would not stop at the town site of Enid, and said if 
Office Department established a post-office there they w 
up a catch to take the mail and go through at the us 
and immediately after making the statement a numb 
were sold at the old town. 

It is charged that this order by Superintendent Dun! 
made for the purpose of selling lots, and to give the peop 
derstand that the old town would be favored by the railro: 
that the town site established by the Secretary of the | 
would not have railroad facilities. 

The town site of Enid, established by ihe Interior D 


| ment, now has ‘a snes of fully 4,000 people, and yet th 


road company refuses to give them any railroad facilities. 

It refuses to take on passengers or to stop and put the 
It refuses to either receive or deliver freight, and our in 
mation is that the trains pass through the town at the 
speed. ; 

The Government having established these town sites and p 

le having located and become citizens of these towns, it w 
ye an act of the grossest injustice on the part of the Governme! 
to allow a railroad, the right of way of which was granted by ac! 
of Congress, to refuse to establish depots at such town sites and 
give the people facilities similar to those whichare exacted from 








hy the State laws of many of our States. When Con- 


‘ted the right of way in this case the law provided 





may at any time amend, add to ul this ac 

y propose by this bill to require of this railroad the 

ideration for the people of the Territory which would 

os uired from them by State law if the railroad was located 

’ Kansas. Is it not a fact that the railroad 

stations, depots, and sidetracks for two or 

3) at the very pla es where this change is pro- 

. WHEELER of Alabama. It is true that they have; but 

t ge is that the railroad people, or people in close con- 

QD yn with the railroad, bought up the Indian allotments and 

} m located close up to these depots, so that 1f Was not pos- 

‘ or the Secretary of the Interior to comply with the law 

tablish .a town site at these point He was therefore 
oO lled to select some other LOCuU ity 


WILLIAM A. STONE. Under this bill, if there should 





iblished in the Indi: Territory, or in any other Terri 
to a site for a town the railroad company could be compelled 
to a1 ‘ta station there whether there were any pe ople in the 
not 

WHEELER of Alabama. Neither the Interior Depart 
ment nor anyone else can establish town sites now; they are al- 
ret stablished. They were established pursuant to a law of 
tl st Congress, which opened the Cherokee Strip. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Butunder this bill it is not neces 
sary to have anybody living in a town in order to have a depo 
established there by the railroad company. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. But every town at the town 
sites established by the Secretary of the Interior does in fact 
have a good number of inhabitants, and the one at which the 
railroad refuses to establish a depot has 4,000 people. 

WILLIAM A. STONE. I know; but the mere fact of es- 
tablishing a town site would require the railroad, under this 
bill, to build a station there. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. This bill does not require an) 
thing in the future. It simply requires depots to be built at 
town sites already established, and as I stated, there is no law 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to establish any 
other town sites. 

Mr. WiLLIAM A. STONE. It does not say so. 

\ir. WHEELER of Alabama. Yes, it does; it says ‘‘ townsites 
established.” It does not say ‘‘ to be established.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Itsays “ all town sitesestablished 
on said road by authority- 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Butitdoes notsay ‘ town sites 
to be established,” and there is no authority by which they can 
be established in the future. Ifa law should be enacted direct- 
ing other public lands to be opened for entry and authorizing the 
location of town sites, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE], would not insist that railroads hold- 
ing their right of way by a gift from the Government should b« 
authorized to refuse to establish a depot and refuse to stop their 
trains at town sites located and established by the Government. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But the provision is not con- 
fined to town sites already established. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Itsaysso. Itsays “ townsites 
established.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But that language micht in- 
clude town sites hereafter established. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Well, to carry out your view, 
it would read ‘** town sites now established.” 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is necessary, becauseif the | 


Interior Department should hereafter establish a town site, the 
railroad company would be required, if this bill were a law, to 
locate stations there whether there were any people or not. 

Mr.WHEELER of Alabama. Will the gentleman tell ine of 
any authority by which the Interior Department can now estab- 
lisha town site? 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Hasthe committee any information | 


as to whether the grades are such that depots and side tracks 
could be built where this bill requires? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The committee investigated 
that with great care, and they found there was no serious diffi 
culty about the grades or the cuts. The reports that we have 
show a cut of some 5 feet, which railroad men say would not be, 
unfavorable for depot purposes. I have in my handan affidavit 
on this point, which is as follows: 

DistRicr OF CoLUMBIA, City of Washington, ss: 

I, Morris Bien, being duly sworn, on oath depose and say that I am an 
employé and an officer of the General Land Office in the city of Washington; 
that as such officer I was detailed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office to proceed to the Cherokee Outlet and there take charge of laying out 
and platting the town site of Enid, Okla.; that a plat of the said town site 
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subject the fullest investigation p 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Hav 


r. WHEELER of Alabama 
most criminal for Congress to sta: 
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been criminal in delaying this matter so long 
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Mr. WHEELER of Alabam i. 
in our duty, but quite a number 
informed us that the bill as it sto 


justice, and asked the committee to give the railroads a] 
ore acting on the bill. I believe my friend from Kans 
one of those who made this re t \ny delay that 
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that I introduced this bill in less than an hour te 
i the first intimation of the refusal of the rail 
stop their trains at the town of Edin, and the first d 
introduction of the bill that there was a quorum of the « 
tee in the city of Washington I reported the bill to th 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It will not hurt the bill at all. 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama, Let me examine the bill so that 
I may see how the amendment will read. 

Mr. BRETZ. That amendment will simply carry out your 
idea. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (after examining the bill). I 
have no serious objection to the amendment; it would not inter- 
fere with the special purpose we now have in view. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let it be understood; then, that 
the word ‘‘ already” is to be added after the word ‘‘sites” in the 
eighth line. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, this bill does not compel the rail- 
road companies to stop their trains at the Government town 
sites. It provides that the railroad companies over the right of 
way granted by the United States ‘shall be required to estab- 
lish and maintain passenger stations and freight depots at all 
town sites established in said Territories on the line of said rail- 
roads by authority of the Interior Department.” 

Now, I wish to say I want those people to have railroad facil- 
ities; let that be understood; [ want the trains tostop. Butthe 
point I made was this, that the Interior Repartentasdeaires Con 
gress to legislate to compel railroads to favor certain town sites, 
while on the other hand that Department is using all the power 
at its command to prevent the Post-Office Department from es- 
tablishing post-offices at railroad town sites. All I ask is a fair 
de.l for both interests, and let the ‘‘ survival of the fittest’ work 
out the problem. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. We gave the parties in interest 
a very full hearing. We never heard that the Interior Depart- 
ment was interfering with the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. FLYNN. I wish ‘to say in justice to the committee that 
I visited the chairman of the committee and he kindly consented 
to hear from all these people. Then my requestsceased. I feel 
that I owe it to the committee in justice and fairness to state 
that | believe they have heard all sides concerned in this matter; 
and I have no desire to antagonize the action of the committee. 
My only purpose is to call attention to the unfairness which is 
being exercised by the Interior Department. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. What has the Interior Department 
to do with the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Nothing at all. 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman from Alabama consent to 
amend the bill so as to compei the trains to stop—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I have aareat to yield to the 
gentleman from [illinois |Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the House will give me attention I think 
I can explain this matter in a moment. 

ir. CANNON of Illinois. 1 wish you would; I would like to 
understand it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Several years ago Congress authorized the 
creation of a commission consisting of three persons appointed 
by the President of the United States to treat with the Cherokee 
Nation for the cession of what is known as the Cherokee Outlet 
to the United States for settlement by actual settlers. That 
commission performed its duties and reported to Congress an 
agreement entered into with the Cherokee Nation by the com- 
mission acting on behalf of the United States. 

Congress, when that agreement was submitted, amended it in 
several particulars. One of the portions of the original cession 
which was slightly amended by Congress had reference to the 
rights of about sevent so-called Cherokee Indians—or white 
men, practically, who claimed to be Cherokee Indians—who had 
settled upona portion of the Outlet, without authority of course, 
because the Supreme Court of the United States has held that 
3 as to thatOutlet no person had any right under the law to settle 
upon it or to take ownership of land in it. 

But these seventy persons had done so, either by mistake or 
designedly; and these commissioners, having due regard to the 
condition of these settlers and desiring to protect them in their 
rights, provided in the agreement that those seventy Indians 
might each take 80 acres of land inside the Outlet. It was 
understood, perhaps, at the time that they were to take the lands 
which they had improved and settled upon; and the Interior De- 
partment required as to heads of families that they should do 
this. But those lands, it seems, were not quite sufficient to 
meet the necessities of the case, as the children of these heads 
of families were also entitled to take 80 acres of land each. 

The law officer of the Department held that as to the children, 
which constituted a part of the seventy individuals to whom | 
have already referred, they were entitled to take lands where- 
ever they chose in this Cherokee Outlet. They chose what they 
supposed were the best lands in the Territory, that is, what they 
considered the most valuable lands, adjoining the depots and 
stations of the railroad companies, the Santa Fe line, the Rock 
{sland road, and other companies operating in the Territory. 
These persons who took the lands adjoining the depots and rail- 
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road stations expected to get valuable lands for town-sj:, 
poses rather than for farming purposes. 
The Interior Department, while required by the law 


decisions of the law officers of the Department to allow +) - 
members of the family to take lands wherever they pleased jn +. 
Territory—I say while they were so required by the dec; a 
the law officer of the Department, allowing them to take sh. 
lands wherever they chose—the Department endeavored ; he 
same time to do justice to the aebeal settlers who came in after, 


ward, because the allotments to Indians were made before 
first day of the opening was fixed. They took these, as [ jaya 
said, near the proposed town sites, near the stations of the pa; 

roads; but the Interior Department having been requir 

by law to establish town sites, where land offices were ty be Jp. 
cated, and which were to become eventually the county se ts of 
the different counties when the Territorial organization \ 

pleted, removed along the line of the railroad from wh: 
prospective or future town site was established by the G ; 
ment to another place than that where the depots or railroag 
stations were established. 

Mr. TURNER. Will the gentleman allow a suggestio: 
not one of the town sites, at which a depot is sought to b 
lished, at the present time a land office? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis. The land offices that were established 
in every case were established at the places where the Interior 
Department fixed the town site, and not where the railroa 
tion was established, and, as I have just said, this was don 
feat the object of the speculators who first made their appear. 
ance before the commission and afterwards before Congress to 
get in this bill the exclusive right, before anybody else was pei 
mitted to go into the Territory to make a selection, and the In- 
terior Department, in order to do full justice to the actual settlers, 
found it necessary to remove the town sites from 1 to 3 miles 
distantfrom the points where the railroads had established their 
stations, for the reason I have just stated. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. ILIyield twominutes more t: 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen, was d 
ing no injustice whatever to anyone. Noone was injured except 
the speculators, because there was no town established around 
these stations, nothing but the railroad station and depot 


th 
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was an easy matter for the railroad company to transfer its de- 
pot or station to the new town site, easier than for the town 
site to be transferred to the railroad station, because it must 


be remembered that in some cases these towns had grown to 
from three to five thousand population. Several thousands of 
persons in many instances have located at these points; and yet, 
notwithstanding that fact, the railroad companies positively re- 
fuse up to this time to offer depot facilities or to take on or put 
off the mails at these points. 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have but two minutes: 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. [hope the gentleman's time will b 
extended, because this is an important matter. 


Mr. BRYAN. This bill provides that the companies shail es- 
tablish passenger stations, freight depots, and other accommo- 
dations necessary for receiving and discharging passengers and 


freight at such points; and further provides that upon failur 
said companies to establish such stations and depots within 
time provided for by the order of the Secretary, etc. 

Do we understand that to mean that the Secretary has any right 
to prescribe what kind of station or depot the railroad comp 
shall provide? 

Mr. KRIBBS. That has been stricken out. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That, I understand, has been removed from 
the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Everything about the Secretary 
of the Interior has been eliminated from the bill. 

Mr: SPRINGER. Now, if the members will turn to page 191" 
of the Recorp of this session they will find the decision by .\' 
torney-General Hall, of the Land Office, addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which laid down the law for his guidance 
and on which he acted in allowing the Indians, members of the so 
families, to locate their lands wherever they chose in the Ter 
ritory. 

Mr CURTIS of Kansas. What is the date of that? 

Mr. SPRINGER. May 10, 1893. That was the authority on 
which the Secretary acted when compelled by the law, not by 
his own wish, to allow these Indian speculators to take posses- 
sion of the best lands in the Territory. The only way now to do 
justice to the actual settlers is to do, as the Secretary did, put 
the town sites elsewhere, and require, as this bill does, these 
railroad companies to furnish — facilities at such town sites. 
It seems strange that we should hesitate a moment to adopt 


ot 
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tringent measures to require the railroad companies to furnish 
“ ascary facilities at the town sites established bylaw; butsuch 
a ns to be the case. ee 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I understand the roads were au- 
horized and constructed before this bill was brought in here? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. : 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the town sites or the lands ad- 

eent to the railway stations, established under the law, were 
taken by the Indians or their families, and they located on land 
ad jace nt to the stations of the railway companies, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Stations heretofore existing. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Heretofore existing, and existing 
atthe time that the Outlet was opened. Now, that being done 
under law, as the gentleman claims, and the location of town 
sites also being under law, the Secretary of the Interior located 
town sites from two to three miles from the stations as they 
were legally located before the Outlet was thrown open, so that 
you have a station located at the time the Outlet was thrown 
open, or a number of stations, located at certain points; and then 
by the new order, town sites are located two or three miles 
away, so that if this bill passes you compel the railway company 
in this conflict to locate stations two or three miles from the 
stations as they were originally legally located. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Three and three-quarters 
miles. 

Mr. PICKLER,. Every two or three miles. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. While I do not know anything 
about these railroads, and do not even know their names, it 
seems to me that in this conflict the railroad company, witha due 
regard to its business, must locate its stations and maintain them 
where the business may demand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Would not you suppose that the business 
demanded it in a town of 4,000 inhabitants? 

Mr. CANNON ofIllinois. Ishould think so, and Ishould think 
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Mr. SIMPSON. I have only five minuies and can not yield to 
the gentleman. I| say, therefore, that if the Interior Dep 
ment has erred at all, it was through its agents in some way 
letting out the fact, or the news getting out in some w that 
the Government would locate their town sites or cow t 
towns atthese original points where the rai ids had th sta- 
tions already established. Now, under the ullowin the 
railroads the rightof way through the Territ they ar vd 
at each station, every 10 miles, a piece of land feet w 

| 3,000 feet long, where their depots are locat« 

Now, take the Indian allotments. That takes up nea 
adjoining lands to the railroad depot grounds. It ta 3 up th 
balance of the town: and therefore the railroads and the Indian 


allotments had all of it, and located nearly all the town: so t 
Government, in defense of the people, were compelled to move the 
miles south of the railroad stations. Now, the rail 


townsites 2 


roads refuse to put depots there, and facilities for the use of the 
people in their freight, mails, etc., and this bill is to compel the 
railroads to locate their stations at these Government townsites, 


| county seats, and land offices. 


any railroad company, for its own interests, would locate a sta- | 


tion there. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Where there is a post-office and a United 
States land-office, but where the company up tothis time has re- 
fused to stop its trains or to build a station! 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. It looks tome very much as though 
two sets of speculators are proceeding, both under the law, to 
profitat the expense of the railway company, without reference 
to the public service. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The railway companies have 
bought these allotments and sold out the lots. 
their money and accomplished all they want in the speculation, 
and now they stop fighting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What I think is just is, that those persons 
who took locations under the law and came in upon an equality 
with all the people who entered there, ought to be first regarded, 
and that their rights ought to be protected, as against the rights 
of those who secured special and exclusive privileges. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. That is to say, the owners of town 
lots at a certain set of stations that were located before the Out- 
let was thrown open have different interests from the owners of 
town lots two or three miles distant. It is perfectly patent that 
you can not maintain stations every two or three miles; so that 
this whole thing is to be fought out between the town-lot specu- 
lators, without regard to the business of the country, at the ex- 
pense of the railway company. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itis to be fought out with regard to the 
business of the country and with regard to the actual bona fide 
settlers of the country. That is what this bill requires, that the 
business interests of the Territory should be regarded and not 
the interests of the speculators. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. 

Mr. SIMPSON. 1 am a member of the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, and have looked into this bill somewhat, and know 
something about the conditions existing in that part of the Ter- 
ritory, having been over the ground. 

It is well known to gentlemen who have investigated this sub- 
ject that this is a contest between a lot of land-grabbers in the 
main; that the railroad corporations have gone into the land- 
grabbing business. There is no doubt of that. I think, how- 
ever, that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNN] is mis- 
taken in saying that the Interior Department is to blame for 
these conditions. 

The bill allowing allotments to these Indians was so amended 
in the Senate as to allow the agent of the Indians to locate this 
landanywhereinthe Territory. The bill, asit passed the House, 
originally provided that these Indians should be limited to their 
improved lands that they lived upon, and adjoining lands; but 
the bill was amended in the Senate soas to allow the Indianagent 
to select land anywhere in the Territory. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas rose. 


They have made | 


Now, then, there is an average of over 5,000 people in each one 


of those towns. I have here two very large petitions signed by 
the citizens of this town of Enid. Nearly all the citizens have 
signed the petition to have a railroad station located there 

[ have a map and survey of the town, showing the grade, and 


showing it is possible to have the depot located on acrown where 


they will have a grade both ways in starting, and where it m 
be located at very limited expense to the railroad. 

This bill has been so amended that the railroads will not be 
required to put the depot at any special place, but they shall 
locate it within one-fourth of a mile of the limits of the town- 
site, thereby giving them liberty to locate it on either side and 
to select a good location. This is in the interest of and for the 
protection of the people on the public lands, including the town- 
[It isa bill to circumvent and overreach the land grab- 
bers who have been acting in collusion with the railroad corpora- 
tions in this case as they have all ov the Western country: and 


sites. 


it isa bill that ought to pass without a single objection in this 
House, 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gen n has expired. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas |[Mr. MCRAE}. 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the essential point in th lot- 


ment to the Indians as it occurs to me has been overlooked in 
this debate. It is not true that the Interior Department loc ited 
any towns at the present railroad stations before the Indian al- 
| lotments were made. It may be true that the Secretary would 
have located them there if the Indians had not taken the lands 
adjacent under their allotment contract. The act and ee- 
ment, under which they took the allotment lands, authorized 
them to take themanywherein theStrip. Theactdeclares that 


| 


| 


the allotment shall be made “‘ by” the Indians, not ‘‘ to” the In- 
dians by the Department. 

The word ‘‘ by ’ was stricken out in the Senate, and the word 
‘*to” inserted. This, with other amendments, was disagreed to 
by the House and the bill went into conference. The S« 
amendment was finally yielded, and the bill passed in the shape 
that I have stated, and can not be held to mean anything except 


iate 


a deliberate purpose to allow the right of selection by the allot- 
tees. 

So, I think the Department properly construed the act to mean 
that the Indians should be allowed to take their allotments, 
which they had contracted for, wherever they wanted them 

After the Indians had selected their lands adjacent to the pro- 
posed railroad stations the Department, to prevent a monopoly 
of the townsites by the railroads and [ndians, located the \V- 


ernment towns where they are now located. 

There was never any location of townsites by the Secretary 
at the stations near where the Indians made the selections. The 
simple question involved in this bill is whether Congress will 
require the railroads running through the Strip tofurnish ac- 


commodations forfreight and passengers at the towns established 


regularly and by authority of law. I think the bill sho be 
passed promptly. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. [ti nderstood that this bill 
comes up to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. When the morning hour is called again this 
bill will be in order. 

COR CTION 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speaker, on examining the report of my re- 
marks upon the Geary bill in the Recornp as publishe iis 
morning I find that I have inadvertently mad« nis of the 
personnel of the Supreme Court at the time the Scott law was 
sustained, and at the time that the recent decision was rendered. 
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I spoke of the personnel as substantially the same in both in- 
stances, not remembering at the moment that the Scott law was 
sustained some three or four yearsago. I have corrected the 
matter in the RECORD, so that in the subsequent publication it 
will be correct. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill 
Hi. Rh. 2650. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BARTHOLDT, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. TYLeR, for ten days, on account of important business. 


PRINTING BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Dockery in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. The Clerk will report the title of the 
pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (BH. R. 2650) to provide for public printing and the distribution of 


public documents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, when the 
committee rose on yesterday there were three amendments pro- 
posed to the pending section in relation to the number of Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORDS to be furnished—one by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. COOPER], one by the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PickLER], and another by the gentleman from ILli- 
nois[Mr. Smrraj. I have conferred with those gentlemen and 
I think we have arrived at a satisfactory conclusion. At any 
rate, recognizing the fact that there is a reasonabie and just de- 
mand for an increased number of this publication, more particu- 
larly during this extra session, I have evolved out of the three 

oropositions an amendment which 7 send to the desk, and which 
Fed those gentlemen to accept as a substitute for theirs, in 
order that we may get along with this bill. 

I wiil state that my amendment embraces the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana, making a permanent increase of 
8 copies in the number of the Recorps furnished to members, 
and provides that those 8 copies shall go to public libraries desig- 
nated by Members and Delegates. In addition to that, it also 
increases the number to 14 temporarily, during this extra session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 76, line 292, as follows: 

“Strike out ‘twenty-two’ and insert ‘thirty; of which number 8 copies 
shall be sent, one each, to such public or school library as shall be desig- 
nated for this purpose by each Representative and Delegate in Congress. In 
addition to this number, 14 copies of the Recorp of the extraordinary ses- 
sion of the Fifty-third Congress shall be furnished to each Representative 
and Delegate.’” 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment, the 
amendment to the amendment, and the substitute will be con- 
sidered as withdrawn. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, before that is acted 
upon I wish to say that the amendment suggested by myself on 
yesterday, which provided for increasing the number of Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORDS assigned to each member from 22 to 50, 
I believed then and believe now was nothing but just and reason- 
able, and necessary to meet the demands of the people. The 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD contains all the proceedings of Con- 
gress, and there is a growing desire on the part of the people of 
this country to keep themselves abreast with the times and to 
know what their representatives in both branches of Congress 
are doing and what legislation is being enacted. There is no bet- 
ter medium through which this information can be furnished to 
the people than the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD itself, and I believe 
it would be eminently proper, and for the interests of the people, 
if we could have the number increased not to 50, but to 100 for 
every member of this House. 

Weare all of us called upon for more copies of the RECORD 
than we can possibly furnish; but, sir, as I have never been in- 
clined to obstruct business in Congress since I have had the 
honor to be a member, as I have never yet sympathized with 
those who do captiously obstruct the business of legislation, and 
as I hope that by taking the action which I am about to take I 
shall furnish a good example to another branch of Con \ 
wrestling over a question upon which they seem to be 
agree, and further, as I am willing now, and always, if I can 
get all I want to take part of what I want, I will accept 


to 
not 
the 
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amendment proposed by the gentleman from Tenno 
—_ it will be adopted. 
he CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendm, 

amendment and the substitute will be regarded as wij 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I y 
ask the gentleman what is the number provided in ¢ 
amendment. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will state to th 
man that it will give each of us 44 copies of the Recorp. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report ¢) 
ment for the information of the Committee. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr.Chairman, I mo 
out the last word 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh,I ask the ve) 
to let us go ahead. We have only thirty minutes to, 
this bill this morning. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 


I do not think the 


| ought to go to the libraries. 


| 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
them there. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is all right. 

The amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON was agreed to 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Vice-President and each Senator, 44 copies; and to tl 
and Sergeant-of-Arms of the Senate, each 25 copies; to each Re; 
tive and Delegate, 22 copies, and to Clerk and Sergeant-at-Arms 
House, each 25 copies; to be = daily as originally publish 
revised and permanent form, bound only in half Russia, or | 
form, as each may elect. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I of 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Line 292, strike out ‘“Sergeant-at-Arms ”’ and insert ‘‘ Doork 
use of the House.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To thelibrary of each of the eight Executive Departments, a1 
Observatory, one bound copy. 

To the Soldiers’ Home, and to each of the national homes 
volunteer soldiers, one copy of the daily. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend line 321, after the word ‘‘observatory,’’ by inserting 
Institution and the United States National Museum.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I move | 
that paragraph in line 323 by inserting, after the w: 
diers,” the words ‘‘ and to each State Home.”’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to t 

Mr. BRODERICK. I move to amend by inserting in li 
after ‘‘ soldiers,” the words ‘‘ Homes established for eit 
eral or Confederate suldiers.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand 
substantially the same as the amendment of the gent 
Nebraska, 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It is; but I will with 
amendment in favor of that of the gentleman from Kan 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Public Printer is authorized to furnish to subscribers the (a 
ORD at #8 for the long and # for the short session, or $1.50 per mon 
ble in advance. The ‘‘usual number” of the CONGRESSIONAL Ri 
not be printed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, I move to amend by 
ing to the paragraph just read the following: 


The daily and permanent RECORD shall bear the same date, which s! 
of the actual day’s proceedings reported therein. 


Mr. PICKLER. I would like to know what the ‘‘ usual ! 
ber” means? I do not understand that technical term. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This provision means tha! 
the copies heretofore printed as the ‘usual number,” being |./34, 
shall not hereafter be published, because we provide in the terms 
of this bill for the whole distribution. 

The amendment of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was agrecu 


to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
of War is hereby directed to ascertain what number of 


Well, you : 


I offer the an 


+hat +) 
vudad t 
le 
ix 


1an fron 


The Secretary D 
copies of the first five volumes of the Rebellion Record is required to com: 
plete sets of this serles in the possession of libraries or persons supp!icu 
with subsequent volumes under exist: provisions of law, whether such 
distri>ation has been through the War Department or otherwise; and the 
Public Printer is authorized and directed to upon the requisition 
of the Secretary of War, the number of copies of each volume required for 
this . Which shall be used exclusively by the Secretary of War for 
completing such sets. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I movetoamend by adding atthe 


end of the paragraph just read, the following: 


And the Public Printer is further authorized and directed to furnish a 
Amnlete set of the Rebellion Records to each Senator and Member of the 
ro ent Congress notalready by law entitled to receive the same. 
presen ’ 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I make a point of order 
an n that amendment. I do not think it is in order. 

“<tr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why not? It has been custom- 
vy. | understand, to give new members of Congress these Rec- 
ords. That is all the amendment proposes. * 

“Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. W ell, Mr. Chairman, I am 
ynalterably opposed to this Congress voting to itself the people’s | 
mn ney at the rate of $220 per member. That is what this reso- 
lution means. It will cost $220 per set to publish thesy Rebel- 
lion Records. We propose to publish for our individual ise 
hooks to the amount of $220 per member, and place them in our 
yeysonal libraries, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The g 
terms of his amendment, proposes to except 


ary, 


ntleman, by the 


members of Con- 


gress who are already entitled to receive these documents. But 
? : . 44 ‘ be ly @ ’ - 
how did such members become entitled to this work? They 


acquired the right under a provision similar to this, inserted in 
an appropriation bill of the last Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON] suspend for a moment? The Chair 
thegentleman tosubmita pointof order. Will he please state it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenness It is substantially the same 
point which I made yesterday. Ido not think that a temporary 
provision of this kind ought to be inserted in a bill which pro- 
poses to make permanent provisions in regard to the publication | 
of documents. ‘he Chair overruled my point l 
for that reason I have indulged in these remarks 
ing the ruling of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is constrained to overrule the 
point of order again to-day. 


understood 


yesterday; and 
without await- 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to say further, Mr 
Chairman, that the linesrelating to this publication, which have 


just been read as a part of this bill, ought not to be there. Th 
provision was enacted into law in the beginning of the last Con- 
gress; it is already on the statute book. It was included as part 
of the text of the original bill,and by oversight was not struck 
out when the bill was introducedin this Congress. Itoughtnot 
to be in the bill because it is already the law. 

Mr. TURNER. When the gentleman spoke of an expense of 
$220 for these volumes, I presume he meant $220 per set. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I mean that each member 
who votes for this publication will vote himself $220 worth of 
books. 





Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Ido not so understand the mat- 
ter atall. This provision is only to give these Records to thos 
who are new members. We who have been in previous Con 


gresses have already received our sets. 
sets to the new members? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In order that we may know what the 
amendment is, I ask that it be read again. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
say that during the last Congress there was inserted in an ap- 
propriation bill, without notice to members of Congress, and 


Why not give similar 


without their knowledge—there was inserted in the Senate and | 


agreed to in conference, as I understand, a provision by which 
each member of the Fifty-second Congress was to receive this 
publication. It costthe Government of the United States $96,000 
to make this present to members of the last Congress. That 
provision was passed in this House without the knowledge, I 
venture to say, of fifteen men here. 

I did not know that it was in the appropriation bill; and our 


“Watch dog of the Treasury” failed to notify this House that it | 


wasthere. That action was taken at the first session of the last 
Congress. In the second session I undertook to repeal the pro- 
vision which had been adopted; I offered anamendmentto strike 
itout; but the proposition failed. I repeat thatduring the long 
session of the last Congress there was inserted in an appropria- 
tion bill, without one word of debate upon it in this House, a 
provision which mado to us a present of these worksfor our per- 
sonal libraries. 

Mr, BRETZ. I wish to say that my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] does great injustice to my colleague, Judge HOL- 
MAN, when he says that my colleague failed to notify the House 
that we were voting $220 to each member. I distinctly recol- 
leet, and the RecorD wi!l show the fact, that my colleague bit- 
terly opposed that proposition, stating on the floor of the House 
that that was just what we were doing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I would like my friend | 








from Indiana to turn to that speech, if hecan. The g 

from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] may have objected to the amend 
ment by number, but nobody knew what the number referre¢ 

| know that a great many members of this House did not k 

that they were getting sucha present until Congress had ad 

journed for that long session. Tha vision, as IT ha ted, 
cave all the members of the Fift Se ma 4 ( Copy of 
this publication at a cost of $220 for eax nber in t g- 
gregate about $96,000. Now, this pi sition ec t 

give the new members, who were not members o 

Bet cress, the same number. I do not know 

th s but if there are a hundred new members here 

the Senate it will amount toa hundred times $220, or $2 

Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was recogni 

Mr. PICK] R Will the gentleman y 
to ask the chairman of the committee a que i 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I wishto askthe chai the com 

h the information w long i ( ’ 
publication of the rebellio co \ 

Mr. R HARDSON of Tennes ! rj 
date, but when this report was being prepar 
us the gentleman in charge of that woi 
member, that they could get through ab 1 
corres? y. . 

Mr. PICKLER. Then i 

t time 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Ter ) i 
completed, but each session of Congr l ep on h this 

| dditional 1 rinting done for the new mbers 

Mr. PICKLER. But while the work is 1 nt 

the members here are, I thi | i 

‘ought to receive them. Solongas the volum re b pub 
lished why not let the members have them When the work is 
completed, and the complete 3 could ba furnis that 
would be a different th hg, and the w I no } 

nt for distributing them among the members as now applies 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenn .. su lere are al 

bout ninety volumes published, or the work v ike tl 
ber of volumes; and this proposition ) be 1 
ourselves a present of that publication. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, as far as that is concerned, y an 
consider it making ourselves a present of every document 
cet from the Government 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No; itis a very different 
case. Other documents are received for our constituents, b 
this proposition is a direct present to ea ember of the Hous 

Mr. PiCKLER. Well, they will go to the public lib es in 

| each member's district in time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If they goto the libraries 
in the districts there is no use in limiting it to » cop rhe 
gentleman is mistaken in that, however. This proposition is for 
the personal use of the members themselves. 

Mr. PICKLER. While I am not in favor of an int Li I 
tinuation of this, it does seem to me that as the work is to co 
tinue only up to 1895 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. About that time. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing Well, abo hat time. Isa 


it is to continue no longer than that, it is not too much to let t 
members of Congress have a set of them. 

Mr. WILLIAM. A. STON Mr. Chairman, in the first pla 
it may be said that there ought nev 
of the war of the rebellion pub ished. On account o 


r to have Deen al CU ds 


that may be entirely true. But inasmuch as they have be 
published, and have been given to members of Congress, it 
seems to me no more than fair and right to give to the new 
members the same privilege that we have had. Therefore] 
have offered the amendment in good faith, believing that 
would be simply complimentary to the new members to gi 


them the 

Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Chairman, if the ge 
me I wish to ask him if we continue this don 
tion with the present Congress to every new 

t a member of the last Congress, tl 

ss will want to distribute the Rec n 
f that body, and so on with the Fifty-fifth Congress, and 
indefinitely to the end of time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no. Because the public 

my l after awhile. 

Mr. SIMPSON. And where is a stop to be put to this kind 
of expenditure? 

Mr. WILLiAM A. STONE. ButI submit to the 
from Kansas that it is absolutely unbecoming 
members of the Fifty-second Congress to raise t 
members of the Fifty-third Congress. 


6 recoras. 





was n 
Cong 


bers 





+ 
star 


gentleman 


who were 


to us 
he limit on the 
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Mr. SIMPSON. Well, it become me, at all events, for I 
voted against that proposition. 
Mr. PICKLER. 


for copies of this work. Now, it seems to me very y 
very much after the fashion of the dog in the manger, 
Will you take the books if they are given to | gentlemen who have been supplied should say that 
rou? | members shall not receive copies of this Rebellion R, 
Mr. SIMPSON. Iwill take the books, because if I do not it | do not believe there is any justice or right in it, and I g 
it will not save the’Government any expense. They will be | lieve the country will sanction or back up a sentiment 
printed anyway. But it is useless to found any argument on | oughly impregnated and weighted down with selfishness 
that. We can not put a stop to the extravagant expenditures of | kind of a sentiment necessarily is. 
the people’s money here too soon. The people of this country are entirely willing to ap) 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But this does not benefit us. It | action of Congress whenever it is directed toward the 
isfor the people. tion of information, and this is a work that is valuable. 
Mr. SIMPSON. Perhaps not the individual Congressman, | sired by the people of this country. 
but some special friend is favored. At all events the people Mr. SIMPSON. This copy is not for distribution. 
have to pay the bill. Mr. DOOLITTLE. I understand that; but I suppos 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It seems to me that the gentle- | ber receiving a copy of this work would have a right to ; 
man ought not to begin on the new members of this Congress. | over toa library, where it would be accessible to hun 
Mr. SIMPSON. We must beginsomewhere. The members | people. 
of the Fifty-fourth Cougress will be told they ought not to begin | I have in my own State a great number of Grand Arm 
on the new members of that Congress. | and I have received from these Grand Army posts reques 
Mr. HICKS. Well, do not beginon this book anyway. work. 
Mr. SIMPSON (continuing). And the Fifty-fifth Congress will Now, gentlemen, the Congress of this country can afford 
be told that they ought not to begin on the new membersof that | fair and just to the people of this country. 
body, and soon. Now, Iam opposed to this kind of expendi- Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. ill the gentlemar 
ture of the money of the people. me to ask him a question? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STON Kk. Letus begin by cutting off some Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will. 
other publications then, and not cut this one off. Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Do you not know 
Mr. RICH ARDSON of Tennessee. I wish to make an appeal | when this publication was made, in the Forty-seventh (\ 
to my friend who offered this amendment [Mr. WILLIAM A. | that 26 copies were ordered to be sent to every Cong nal 
STONE]. The printing of this document was authorized by a | district, to designated libraries, and persons named by meme 
provision in an appropriation bill. It does not properly belong | of that Congress; so that 26 copies of this work must b> goi: 
to this bill. Lask my friend to withdraw this amendment, and | into your neighborhood? 
to offer it when we consider the appropriation bill. If it is to Mr. DOOLITTLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, we had no memb« 
be done at all let it be done in the same way that it was hereto- | Congress at that time, with the exception of one Delegate, 
fore ordered, and do not make this committee order it. there are a good many States now that were Territorie 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should be very glad to oblige | time. At all events, this country will not suffer froma lit 
my friend, but I can not do that. | penditure of this kind; and I am tired of this grum, pi: 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that | of economy, especially when it comes to disseminating inf 
the learned chairman of the Committee on Printing [Mr. Ricu- | tion to the people of this eer, and it is not fair, gent 
ARDSON of Tennessee] is somewhat at fault in relation to the | to the members whoare unsupplied. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!”| 
facts as to how this book was printed in the Fifty-second Con-| Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, | aw a new 
gress. I listened to that discussion with great care, because I | member of Congress, and therefore it does not come with bad 
was here when the original printing of this book was author- | grace for me to oppose this appropriation. [ am very anxio 
ized, and while I was already in receipt of a copy, and had not a | to have these records. There are in the Rebellion War It 
Spa eee of personal interest in the matter, I voted for it because | some things about those who are near and dear tom 
believed it to be right. | would be of great value tome. I propose sometime to have tha 
The additional copy which I received went to one of the Grand | book, but I have not heretofore been rich enough to buy any « 
Army posts in my district, and I want to say there is no reason | put withinmyreach. Thereareagreat many things, Mr. Chair- 
why every Grand Army post in the United States that wants a | man, that I want which I conceive I have no right to vot 
copy of this Rebellion Record should not now have it. | self out of the Treasury of the United States; and bec: 
he appeal which the learned chairman [Mr. RicHARDSON of | Fifty-second Congress took this action in this matter it is no ar 
Tennessee] now makes to my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. | gument why we should commit the same error. 
WILLIAM A. STONE] to wait until we reach our regular appro- If the Fifty-second Congress voted a book to each of its 1 
priation bill, isthe ordinary softsolder given to gentlemen who | bers, not for purposes of distribution, not for purposes o 
make such propositions, That willnot come until the judgment | seminating useful information, as the last gentleman hiss \id, 
day, perhaps, if then; and if we have to wait until it comes from | but for the purpose of putting it upon the private library shelf 
the gentleman’s committee asan original proposition with regard | of each member, then that Congress made a criminal legislative 
to the public printing, we will also have to wait perhaps beyond | error; and I do not see it is any reason why we should fall in! 
that, as we have to wait for everything else except that which | their footsteps and put ourselves in the same attitude. | ri 
suits the particular notion of this learned gentleman. no false cry of economy. Wheneveritcomestoa public | 
Therefore, having voted in the last Congress to give the new | I am in favor of the Government of the United States putting 
members of the Fifty-second Congress each a copy of this book— | its hands into its pocket and pulling out the very last dollar nec- 
those of us who were here before having received it previous!y— | essary to subserve public purpose; but I am not in favor, her 
I do not see any reason why we should not now give those who | and now, of the y of economy, the body of the people, as we 
come in as new membersof the Fifty-third Congress, each acopy | boast we are, putting ourselves upon record as expending money, 
of this book, in order that a large number of posts and the pub- | not for public purposes, but for private purposes. 
lic libraries in the United States which have not the book may | Mr. CooPER of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, the gentlem:n 
be supplied. This is one of the most valuable publications the | has just taken his seat has made my speech, but t e 
Government hasever made. A century from now it will be prac- | phasize it. I wish members to understand that this pro) o-!tlon 
tically invaluable and can not be purchased. It can not be re- not to furnish libraries with this work, or to furnish Grand 
printed on account of its size. e have now the facilities to! Army posts with the work, and not to put it into the hands: 


ct RS eas 


ee 





| 


who 
desire to em 


furnish the public libraries in the United States with copies, by | 


giving each new member an additional copy. That will make 
perhaps an hundred additional copies, which will go far toward 
supplying the deficit. For this reason I believe the amendment 
of my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM. A. STONE] should be adopted. 

I have not a particle of personal interest in the matter, any 
more than I had in the vote which I gave in the last Congress, 
because I was already inreceiptof my quota for distribution, and 


law. 


the people, but to put it in the hands of members of Cong'ess: 
‘*to each Senator and member of the present Congress not: 
ready entitled to receive the same” is the language o! the 
amendment. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that we can not go 
so far as that in this bill. We will load it down so that it \ ill 
become absolutely necessary to defeat the entire measure 1! 
put provisions of this kind uponit. This must stop some time. 
We will always have some new members here, and the argument 


had received a copy for myself, which came under the original | made in their behalf would make the publication perpetu:!. 


We must go slow now in the matter of appropriations. \\° 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me it comes | hear from the Treasury Department that there will be a deli- 


with exceedingly poor grace from those old members of this 
House, who hive heretofore been supplied with this work, to 
object to the new members receivingit. There is great demand 
for it all over the entire country. I have received numerous 
letters during the short time I have been here, making requests 


ciency of $50,000,000 during this fiscal year, and that the receipts 
of the Government are not equal to the expenditures from dey 
to day. We can not afford to follow the precedents of the Fifty: 
second Congress, nor of the Fifty-first Congress, in the matter of 
expenditures; but we must begin to make precedents now. I 
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| 


. | 
have favored some slight increases here and there during the | 
consideration of this measure, but in every instance with the | 

JUS < 


serving the people and supplying them with such infor- 
mation as can be gathered from public documents, through the 
dia of public libraries. In every instance I have opposed 
such increases as were intended to put additional matter at the 
ersonal disposal of the members. Mr. Chairman, this is a good 
reform bill, a bill to save money and to better serve the 


view of 


nv 


vill, i 
Pp ople. : 
travagant, and unnecessary amendment upon it. : 
Mr. MCKAIG. Mr. Chairman, as a member of thecommittee, 
I desire to call the attention of the gentleman to one fact. 
hill is the result of the sitting of the special joint committee of both 
Houses authorized under concurrent resolution of February 9, 
189], not only to systematize the printing of this Government, 
but also to cut down the expenditures. 
Iouse, we continually hear upon this floor criticism of the Com- 


that are reported from it. 
the purpose of producing a bill of such a character as to cut down 
the expenditures for the printingof the Government there were 


I hope we will not destroy it by putting this selfish, ex- | 


This | 


Now, as members of the | 


frequent examinations of experts upon this question, in this city | 


during the three or four months the committee was in session, 


between the end of the Fifty-first Congress and the commence- | 


ment of the Fifty-second. 


Now, the intention of this bill is to cut down the expense of | 


printing, but if you look into it, you will find that you are gradu- 
ally loading up the bill to such an extent that it will be neces- 


sary, as has been stated here, to defeat it in order toavoid going | 


beyond what has been done heretofore in the way of expendi- 
ture for printing. Our public printing now costs us $3,600,000. 
Of that large amount only $300,000 is expended under the au- 
thority of the printing committee of this body. The rest is 
done under permanent laws which have been put upon the stat- 
ute books, enabling the Departments to have this work done. 
You have added $45,000 to this bill already for an extraneous 
matter, a republication of the book on Diseases of the Horse. 

Now, you propose to put in a publication that will cost, ac- 
cording to the number of new members you have, not less than 
$25,000 or $30,000, or perhaps $50,000. So yousee thatthe very ob- 
jectaimed at by this investigation, the adoption ofa better method 
of systematizing the work and the cutting down of expenses 
is likely to be entirely defeated. Now,I appeal to members of 
the House, if it was necessary two or three years ago to author- 
ize a committee to sit between Congresses in order to mark out 
forms bywhich the cost of public printing could be reduced--if that 
was necessary at that time when the Treasury was full, how much 
more necessary isit now with your Treasury virtually empty! 

Are we to go before the country with the record of having 
brought in a bill for the purpose of reducing the cost of printing, 
yet having passed that bill in such form as to carry the cost be- 
yond what it was three or four years ago? Do gentlemen, by 
lading down the bill in this way, want to make it necessary for 
us to kill it? This amendment relates to a new matter, a mat- 
ter that does not belong to this billat all. If you want this prop- 
osition considered, why not introduce a resolution and let it come 
before the House on its merits, instead of thrusting it into this 
bill and making it the instrument for consigning the bill to its 
death? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
lution? 

Mr. McKAIG. No, sir; I will not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
upon it? 

Mr. MCKAIG. I will not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. And your chairman will not? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Such a matter would not 
come to our committee; it would go to the Committee on A ppro- 
priations. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 
a resolution and send it to your committee, will you report it 
favorably? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will never vote to give 
this to members of Congress. I will say that. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WILLIAM 
A. STONE, the Chairman announced that the noes seemed to 
have it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. 

The committee divided. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon this question the ayesare 48 and the 
noes are 57. The amendment is rejected. 

A MEMBER. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BAKER] makes the point of no quorum. The hour of 
o'clock having arrived 


XX VY—171 


I voted against it before. 
Will your committee vote favorably 


I ask for a division. 





Will you vote in favor of such a reso- | 





| 
| 
| 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (interposing). Mr. Chair- 
man, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Did not the Cha n- 


nounce that that amendment was lost? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ch , but the 
New Hampshire made the point of no quoru 


gentleman from 


and the Chair 


ir al 


m 


heard him while making the announcement. The hour set for 
the special order having arrived, the committee will rise 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. O'NEIL of Massa- 
chusetts having taken the chair as Speaker p Mr. 


DOCKERY, from the Committee of the Whole on the stat a 
Union, reported that they had had under consideratio1 
(H. R. 2650) to provide for public printing and binding: the 
distribution of public documents and had come 
thereon. 


to no res 


‘ATIVE 


Mr. 


THE LATE MUTCHLER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore 


REPRESEN 


Massach 


O'NEIL of 


a | The Clerk will report the special order. 
mittee on Printing on account of the extravagance of measures | ; . I om ; 


When this testimony was taken, for | 


The Clerk read as follows: 





Resolved, That Thursday, October 19, 1893 o'clock p. m., be fixe he 
time for payingappropriate honor to the memory of Hon. William 
late a Representative from the State of Pennsylvan 

Mr. REILLY. Mr.Speaker, | offer the resolutions that | send 

| to the desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound rrow the ani ‘ 
ment of thedeath of Hon. William Mutchler, late a Representative f he 
State of Pennsylvania, and tender to his family assurances of sy y in 
their sad bereavement 

Resolved, That the business of the House be suspended that opp ity 
may be given for fitting tribute to the memory ofourd wed collea and 

| to his eminent public and private virtues, and great public servi 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted tothe Sena und, 
as a further mark of respect, that upon the conclusion of these cere nies 


the House shall adjourn 


Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, William Mutchler, a Represent- 
ative in Congress from the Kighth district of Pennsylvania dur- 
ing several terms,departed this life at his residence in the borough 

| of Easton, Pa., on the 23d day of June last at fifteen minutes be- 
fore 3 o’clock a.m. Soon afterour assembling here in August 
I made formal announcement of the fact to the House, stating 
that at some future date his colleagues would ask the House to 
lay aside its public duties and set apart aday, that fitting tribute 


might be paid to the memory of our lamented brother. 

In asking the House at this time to suspend its usual delibera- 
tions for this purpose, we but observe a very praiseworthy cus- 
tom that has obtained in both Houses of Congress from the for 
mation of our Government. Nor do we ask it as a mere formal 
ceremony, but to testify our appreciation of a faithful member 
of this body and our admiration for an esteemed colleague. To 
me itis a painful duty, characterized by grief for a long cher- 


ished friend. Of all the tributes of the human heart, of all the 
sentiments and feelings incident to human nature, there is, Mr. 


Speaker, perhaps none so ennobling in their character, so re- 
fining in their influence, and so elevating in their tendencies, as 
that feeling of reverence for the loved one dead. Whoe 
pict the anguish of the heart-stricken widow left to mourn the 
loss of her devoted companion through life, or the heavy-laden 
sorrow of the affectionate child for the devoted father. Wesre 
so constituted that, in the attachments men form for eac) 
in their associations through life, the separation by death awek 
ens the noblest impulse of our heart and arouses the keenest 
pang of sorrow. 

tam sure, Mr. Speaker, that such sentiments as these prompt 
the members of this House to participate in and witn: these 
memorial exercises to our departed colleague, for I may say no 
higher evidence of the esteem in which he was held can be found 
than the many sincere expressions of regret made by m« 


n de- 


otner 


mbers 


| over his death: and the fact that the most prominent members 


} 


I understand that, butif we introduce 


of this House, and those who were most intimately acquainted 
with Mr. Mutchler, made known their desire to testify their ad- 
miration and respect for the man by taking part in these cere- 


| monies. 


») i+ 


= L 


William Mutchler was born December 21, 1831, at Chain Dam, 


Northampton County, Pa. He was the son of John and Mar- 
garet Mutchler, and one of seven sons. His father was a de- 
seendant of that sturdy German stock who imbued with love of 
Oo ee institutions left their native land, took up their abode 


in our young Republic, and contributed so much to its devel- 
opment and marvelous growth. Mr. Mutchler’s father settled 
many years ago moving from the State of New Jersey, in North- 
ampton County, Pa., engaging inthe businessof afarmer. He 
lied when the subject of our sketch was only 7 years of age, and 
young Mutchler was thus early in life compelled to assist in sup- 
porting the family. He did not have any of the usual sdvan- 

ges of life in the way of enjoying facilities for education, but 
in his younger years he manifested those sturdy traits of char- 
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strongly characterized his career as a man. 

Later, profiting by the industry of himself and his brothers, 
William was enabled to acquire facilities for a better education, 
and for several years, though at considerable inconvenience, he 
was enabled toattend the famous academy of Dr. Vandever in 
Easton, and later in life began the study of law in the office of 
his brother, H. M. Mutehler, esq. Although not favored with 
the means or facilities of obtaining an extensive education dur- 
ing his minority, yet Mr. Mutchler became and was quite an 
accomplished scholar. He was a close student, a great reader, 
and was thoroughly well informed upon all branches of litera- 
ture. He was familiar with all the works of the great authors, 
with history, poetry, arts and sciences, as well as the Scriptures. 
He was particularly well versed in the sacred writings, and it 
afforded him great pleasure to discuss and discourse upon the 
Books of the Testament, both old and new, their origin and 
history. 

Whiist reading law he was made deputy sheriff of his county, 
and served in that capacity for several years; and was married 
to Miss Louisa Cope, daughter of Cope, then sheriff of 
said county, to whom was born six children, all of whom are dead 
save one—Howard—who is the worthy successor of his father in 
this body. in 1860 Mr. Mutchler was elected by the people of 
his county to the office of prothonotary, and reélected to the 
same office, serving from 1860 to 1866, and it was in these posi- 
tions that he acquired that practical education which so well 
equipped him, and which he found of so much value afterwards 
in the practice of his profession. He also held the office of as- 
sistant assessor of internal revenue from 1867 to 1869, and was 
chairman of the Democratic State committee of Pennsylvania 
for the years 1869 and 1870, in which position he displayed ex- 
traordinary executive ability and qualities of leadership. 

Mr. Mutchler was, a6 we all know,a man of splendid physique 
and appearance, one that would attract attention in any assem- 
bly, and elearly indicated the strength of character, the gener- 
osity of heart, and power of intellect'that characterized him. It 
was appavent at once that he was.a man destined to beand to be- 
come prominent among his fellow-men. He enjoyed the un- 
bounded confidence and respectof his people, as was demonstrated 
by his repeated elections by handsome majorities, and the fact 
that in his own county he never had opposition for a nomination, 
and this was the secret of his long-continued power with his fel- 
low-citizens. 

As a lawyer he brought to the »ractice of his profession zeal 
and fidelity that made his clients’ cause his own. Honorable 
and honest in all his dealings with court and client, he enjoyed 
the recpect of all, and the elequent and sincere tribute of the 
bench and bar of his county at the time of his death is the high- 
est testimonial of his standing with them. He was of sound 
judgment, studious and painstaking to seek the right, and un- 
tiring in his efforts to sustain it. He was first elected to this 
House asa member of the Forty-fourth Congress, in which he 
served with distinetion and ability. He was also a member of 
the Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Fifty-first, Fifty-second, and 
Fifty-third Congresses, and his associates here can and will cheer- 
fully testify, that his service all of these years was characterized 
with a degree of fidelity, ability, and patriotism that distin- 
guished him as a devoted Representative of his people and his 
country. He served asa member of various important commit- 
tees of the House, and in the last Congress rendered invaluable 
mannan as a member of the important Committee on Appropria- 

ons. 

Mr. Mutchler was a man of kindly disposition, social and gen- 
erous in all his relations. He was a most devoted husband and 
affectionate father, who idolized his family, and who worshiped 
at the hearthstone as an altar. Asa friend he was sincere, un- 
eit and unswerving in that loyalty that he made his own 
standard of friendship, and as a man he was broad and charitable 
enough to make all mankind like him. He was a great lover of 
nature in all its phases, and found much pleasure in communing 
with it in all its forms. Heseemed desirous of delving into and 
unraveling all the great mysteries of nature which surround us, 
and its study was a source of interest and pleasure to him. He 
was of that disposition that could “‘ find tongues in trees, books in 
the running brooks, sermons ‘in stones, and — in everything.” 

A subject of especial interest to him, and one upon which he 
loved to dilate, was the science of astronomy, with which he was 
qgvite familiar. To read the stars, to wateh the course of the 
te to admire all the grandeur and beauties and wonders of 

» heavens, was always a matter of enjoyment, and nothing af- 

forded him more genuine pleasure than on a clear night when 
the heavens were brilliantly studded to visit the Observatory, 
and, with the aid of a powerful telescope, look in admiring won- 
der on the grand panorama there presented. The heavensseemed 
to have an especial attraction for his mind, and the sun, that 
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acter, of self-reliance, industry, and perseverance, which so | ‘‘ovreat orb of day,” the fountain ofall light and life, ¢} 


his unbounded admiration, and often he expressed { 
‘*When I die bury me with the setting of the sun.” [); 

of their lamented dead was gratified by his family and 
and as the last remains of William Mutchler were lowe, 

the cold and silent grave in the beautiful cemetery ; 

home the setting sun was sinking below the western hor 

Mr. Mutchler had been ailing for some time prior to 
mise, but until very shortly prior tohis death it was not : 
that his condition was at all serious or alarming. I | 
he was complaining and had been unwell during the | 
of this House, and [ am strongly inclined to think, Mr. 
that his indefatigable labors, his earnest application to 
borious duties which devolved upon him as a member o 
propriations Committee, tended to exhaust his vitality a 
upon his system. We parted after the adjournment, \ 
in company with his wife he made a visit to Florida wit 
of recuperating his wasting energies and regaining his 
health. He returned from the trip apparently con 
benefited by it. 

I met him here in Washington shortly after his return 
he appeared to be enjoying tolerably fair health, but his: 
had done its work and its ravage on his system was telli 
the month of June last, in company with several fri 
went on a fishing expedition up into the mour tains of I: 
vania, but immediately on their arrival there he was seized \ 
an attack of illaess that was alarming in its character. H 
taken back home, and for a few days seemed to be recov 
but the inexorable decree had gone forth and he was com) 
to bow to that inevitable decree, ‘‘ That it is appointed { 
men once to die,” and in his homes, to him so dear, attended 
his devoted wife, without any apparent struggle or pain, 
mented colleague, as I have stated, passed away as if in 

Mr. Speaker, I bring this garland and place it on the | 
my departed friend, and pay this humble tribute to his men 
We entered upen our careers as members of this House at | 
same time, and stood side by side in front of your desk when 
the first time the oath of office was administered to us. \ 
were acquainted prior to that, but from that time an intimacy 
friendship grew up between us that, I am glad to say, contin 
up to his death. During our serviee together here we were c 
eompanions, enjoying each other's confidence, and I am proud to 
say, each other’s friendship. If at any time our course on public 
matters were not in harmony it was only because of a differe 
of conviction as to our respective duty and in no way estran; 
our pleasant personal relations. 

When I visited Easton to attend his funeraland viewed his 
mains I felt from the habit of long association as if I must ; 
some recognition from him, and instinctively, as I stood b; 
bier, I reached out my hand as for the usual greeting betw: 
us, but.only to be reminded by his cold and irresponsive hands 
that he was silent in death, and I must be compelled in parting 
to bid him only asilentfarewell. Asinlife I esteemed my fri 
so in death shall I cherish his memory. 

Mr. Speaker, generations of men come and go and follow each 
other as do the billows on the ocean’s crest rising in their 
jestic form, crystal crowned, only to fall and be dashed to piecvs 
on the shore and disappear; but it can not be, Mr. Speaker, t! 
all there is of this mystery of life is the narrow span betw: 
the cradle and the grave. Must we be forced to the belief 1! 
all these great endowments given to men such as our lamented 
friend was gifted with, bright intellect, exalted virtue, nobility 
of character, and all that we admire in mankind die wit! the 
body and are buried in the grave. 

It is not given to us, Mr. Speaker, to know all these giv 
mysteries, but though it may be above it is not against reason 
to indulge in the confident hope and entertain the firm conviction 
that beyond the grave there is a brighter and happier wor 
where the beloved ones on earth shall meet again. The great 
mystery beyond is revealed to our friend. Let us hope that |) 
is at rest. 

Behold, I shew you a mystery; we shall not all sleep, but we shall all | 
changed, 
Ina moment, in the twinkling of an eye, at the last trump: for the trump 


shall sound, and the dead shall be raised incorruptibie, and we shall 
changed. 


Mr.CHARLES W.STONE. Mr. Speaker, William Mutchler 
was my friend, and I deplore his death as a personal {bereave- 
ment. 

He was a Pennsylvanian, and the great State we both loved 
mourns the loss of a filial and devoted son. 

He was an American, and from the ranks of the Nation's law- 
makers has gone a loyal, brave, and true public servant. 

Bounteoustributesof reverence and affection have already been 
offered to his memory by his brethren of the bar and sorrowing 
neighbors and constituents. To these it is befitting that his as- 
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~ al 
pa ; siccihimiaamnieaiai —E , ; casita 
eociates in this House add their testimony to his high qualities | But, sir, his work is done; his c weer is ended H 
as tepresentative, and the expression ol! their sorrow at the | tl is Hous is filled and worthily filled by another, an 
loss a truste i, honored, and loved associate. : vWuten ec remains < the 
\ .quaintance with Mr. Mutehler commenced before we t | of loving friends and trus ns ; has not 
; mbers of this House, but it was notintimate, and came on ev will lon cherish th Lory nth a 
thr eh the courteous interc purse of casual meetings. ' | vays loyal and true, o te} 
fer olitically, and we ref rs sparated geographic: , but dur- nt, a2 flicient. 
i common ser ice in this House we ‘ow grad WuLy | I Ty RR I1KINRI NG a ' 
together until, during the last session, we oft n ate at th mu isio 3ee Appendix 
table and enjoyed many of the confidences ol intim ite frien: . TRA 
In ny resvects we stood on common ground, Our earl) ‘ SINGHA) I Speak 
s many instances of parallel experience, and¢ ' 
tercourse @1 larged our sy npathy and strengthened our mutu y latec from Pennsylvania, the | \ 
I the news < hi h ) l ) \ l Ly not \W 
» pe? nal loss »! na ved hi ( vy, \ 
itchler was a man of tractive aud winning qualiti it is to me, since we can! 
‘hed his fri 3 to him as with bands of iron. He w ! I auty ol adding le wore to the men ) 
rue to them with a loyalty that knew no thought of d ! ereat associate and collearue vor 
sertion or betrayal,and they trusted him with estion, wit lity to find exp i ite to 
out itation, and without doubt. His rugg onesty, his n ( integ bilit 3 a st 
ti dor, his fidelity to every trust and to every friend were | pure and lofty patriotism whic ways ed ¢ 
the lid underlying traits of anoble character. He was modest, 
unostentat ous, sincere, generous hearted, broad minded an lo his marked physical conditions as as 8 ’ 
leve! headed. He disliked display, never posed, and did noth- | f 1 his stead) 
ing simply for effect; in short, to use the expressive words of toil from bovhood he learn lf-den t 
another, he was ‘‘a perfectly natural man.” He was simple in | ive school of necessity. Fr the | tof labo 
his habits, plain in his tastes, quiet in demeanor, straightfor- | t nobility of self-reliance. tising from th 
ward in action. He was manly, independent, self-respecting exertions. he early became poss lof aspi 
He asserted and guarded his rights with gentle modesty, but | b timate association with 
with manly dignity. Hebowed tono dictation, he acknowledged | tifo elations. As he rose fro umbl to 
no master. He owned himself. abor and responsibility » never lost ce ve yeu te 
lawyer he attained greater success than most men who | pathy with his first surroundi r 
come to the baraslateinlifeashedid. He was not accomplished ligations above which he so st ’ ) endid 
in the learning of the schools. His early education was but th heart was in as close, int rent, ipathetice t 
werage academic training of hisday. His preparation for the 1c humblest and most unlettered as it was with tl 
bar « e | ‘gely throu 1. the practical expe ience of the pro t and wisest of his constituents His pie e l 
thonotary’s and sheriff's offices, and only later did he grapple | and noble creed; they trusted him and I L 
with the seience and } hilosophy of the law. His logical mind, | grew we wry in his work for th . Hew 1 wit 
clear insight, direct methods, and untiring industry speedily | dice, afriend without hypocrisy, a politi without 
g him efficiency, and he became a strong and successful law- | statesman without guile, a ph throphist without | 
l hristian without cant. Hew ligger thanany party 


yer, enjoying the fullest confidence and respect of both bench | ¢ 
and bar. broader than any church ¢e 

As a member of this House he commanded the confidence and A strict partisan, when the behest of a great bod 
respect of all, and the closer attachment and affection of those | meant not the good of country, his rugged int 


? 


who knew him intimately. He could not be called eloquent, but | all allegiance at the call of patriotism. He co 


was clear, logical, direct, and candid in statement, and his px cajoled, bribed, nor intimidated. His stat 
fect fairness, large views, and broad statesmanship gave signif- | as his constituency and Stat his pat ! " 
icance and foree to his utterances, and always commanded re- | country; his philanthropy embraced the univ il wo 


spectful attention. He was a solid rather than a brilliant man. | manity everywhere, regardless of creed, color, or 
What he accomplished was by no sudden flight, no meteoric flash | and held it in intimate, sympathetic touch. H 
of genius, but by quiet, faithful, persistent labor. counsel, prompt in action, as gentle as he 











lcan not better delineate his Congressional career than to quot true to self, loyal to friends, iful to o t 
i * 
his own words, uttered in this House in the chaste and feelin proud of popularity which eserved, he sh ) 
tribute paid by him to the memory of the late Samuel J. Randall. | shadow of hypoe \ lis ief aim \ lo right w 
Said he: ned right or not. So his constituents came to k 
The one great end and aim of his Congressional life was to do his duty | Bence thelr unswerving Ul Oo Dim, iS 1elLOW 
and this Hoor came to know and hence thelr ad ratlor 
“He waliced attended | * and love for hin 
By a strong-aiding champion, conscience’’— Cu 1 in all thin c t in m } owed 
bringing to the labors of every day the strong common sense and vigorou la vy to his un t nt « ul ie ha 
interest of an earnest, faithful, honest 1 d 1 : ' } 
LVOP i i O V = ) ) ? the 
Every word of this is true of William Mutchler. In uttevir formed became ng st to fo 
them he but gazed into the mirror and pictured his own charac- | ture, which h yen it 
ter. Strong common sense, earnestness, fidelity, and si him none of the glitterand vo l 
were his distinguishing characteristics. He was alway rue i r soared to the obj of his ibiti 
his word, to his friends, to himself. 1d ly t brilliag l y 
He was a zealous partisan, strong in his allegiance to the p try’s« mn his fam ) orev 





to which he belonged, but stronger in his loyalty, to the co lame of the fixed star rather than glimmer, flask 
mands of his own conscience, and when in the Fifty-first Con- | appear like the erratic comet. 
gress his party with almost unbroken front rallied to the : His forceful, yet gentle, life is an object lesson for t 
ard of the free coinage of silver, he had the courage to sep in youth of to-day, to-morroy f 
from them on that question. On that subject he had positiy does, that to him who wills and fortifi 
and well-defined convictions, the result of careful though yerseverance there is nothing impos 
study, and he stood resolutely to them. His love of his | y | William Mutchler is at once an incentive to ho 
was strong. but for his country stronger. and a chart to show the road to we 
He was a true representative of his people. He knew them, | holds dear in pursuit and achievement. 
loved them, sympathized with them, and was their counselo But he has gone from amon . Hiscl is v in Fully 
and confidant as well as leader. His early life on the farm, an 3 his honored and distinguished son, his successor, may his 
later services as prothonotary and sheriff of his county and col ico to his constituents, there is an aching void in the hearts 
lector of internal revenue of his district brought him intodaily, | of hi te associates which no successor, not even i 
close, and intimate contact and sympathetic association with | These walls may echo back words as wise, sentimen ; 
them, and he came to understand their views, sentiments, mo- | patriotism as pure, but the echoes of his voice will oft s heard 
tives, and characters with more than ordinary thoroughness an above them, and in the sacred hours of retrospecti me 
gained a piace in their affections and confidence from which no | to all of us and come in welcome in the silent wat the 
@ssaults of political rivalry could dislodge him. night, in the idle daydreams of midsumm the echoes of his 
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manly voice will ring again through the vaults of memory and 
incite us, I trust, to higher thoughts, loftier purposes; deeds of 
nobler daring, of purer self-abnegation. 

A few years ago, in the prime of his splendid manhood, in the 
perfection of his rare physical and mental endowments, he was 
the last one whom Death would have seemed to mark for his early 
passingaway. Buthis life work was not to be measured by years, 
but by achievements, and his life workisdoneand welldone. His 
brain is still: his voice is hushed; his hands are numbed, but the 
influence of that life work will go on forever, inciting to new 
effort by its example, blessing new generations with its results. 

Every moment dies a man, 
Every moment one is born. 

For every such noble life as that of our late fellow-member 
that thus goes up to its reward, there come down to earth a 
score of such spirits by the ragged rent through which the glad 
soul clove its way through Heaven's dome in its impatient flight. 
Though we do not lack for statesmen, patriots, and friends here, 
the place of our late colleague will never be filled in our hearts, 
for our heads will be low in the dust before the good spirit that 
came toearth tocompensate for him shall have matured for life’s 
noblest actions, highest purposes, and needed work. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I thoroughly agree with all 
that has been so well said, by the distinguished gentlemen who 
have preceded me, with reference to the character and public 
services of Mr. Mutchler, and it must be gratifying indeed to 
the friends and family of our deceased brother to hear the trib- 
utes to his memory which have been paid by gentlemen repre- 
senting both the great political parties of this country which we 
have heard here to-day. Too much, in my judgment, can not be 
said in reference to the high character and noble work of our 
dese.ised friend. 

Pope in his immortal Essay on Man says: 

Worih makes the man, and wani of it the fellow. 


It is not great wealth, it is not so-called royal blood, it is not 
learning, or official position that makes the true man. Itisa 
life of noble deeds, of true manhood, of unselfish devotion to 
fa‘nily, to home, and country, and a walk and conversation void 
of offense that constitute true worth. Such was the life of our 
deceased brother, to commemorate whose virtues we have, for 
the time, suspended public business. I desire to add my tribute 
to his worth, and will be as brief as possible. 

William Mutchler was born in Northampton County, Pa., 
nearly sixty-two yearsago. There he grew up to manhood and 
there he died. He was attached to his home, and never left it 
to seek his fortune elsewhere. He belonged to a race of people 
who have made Pennsylvania what itis to-day—a great Com- 
monwealth, the second State in the Union. They hada language 
of their own, which is knownas Pennsylvania Dutch, ‘‘a dialect 
of South Germany with an infusion of English.” The word 
“Dutch” as applied to this language and to these people is a 
misnomer, for it does not imply a Holland origin. 

The early settlers of Pennsylvania came from South Germany 
and the Upper Rhine and the Neckar regions. They met in 
Pennsylvania and mingled with English-speaking colonists, and 
the two languages became merged into a dialect, which was 
neither German nor English, but a language greatly resembling 
both of the others. The language was characteristic of the peo- 
ple. It was simple, but strong, perfectly adapted to a people of 
plain habits and striking personality. Mr. Mutchler was a typ- 
:cal Pennsylvanian. He was a plain, unassuming, quiet, digni- 
fied gentleman. He was all that he assumed to be,and more 
than that. He was better than he appeared to be. So modest 
and unassuming was he that one might have been with him and 
near him for years without discovering one-half his merit, or 
learning but little of his true worth. 

He was a lawyer by profession, and his mind was clear and his 
ressoning logical. Ue was well informed in history, in political 
economy, and inthe usefulsciences. He waseminently practical 
and always thorough and conscientious in the investigation of 
legal, political, or economic subjects. He held responsible pub- 
lic positions in his own State before his advent into Congress, 
und always performed his official duties faithfully and with due 
regard to the publicinterests. He served ten years as a member 
of this House, and was elected a member of this Congress, but | 
died before the first session assembled. His constituents paid a 
high but deserved tribute tohis memory by electing his worthy 
son to be his successor. If the father could appear among his | 
people again he would doubtless assure them that, in thus honor- 
ing his son, they hed conferred the highest honor and greatest | 

satisfaction upon him. 

Mr. Mutchlers C ngressional career was not continuous. He 
first appeared in the Forty-fourth Congress, when I first made | 


| 
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hisacquainance as we entered thatCongress together. [| Joarna 
during the exciting scenes of that Congress, being the Cono», 


that settled the contest between Tilden and Hayes for tho |», ~ 
idency, to admire him for his fidelity to his party, for his (yjas 
and gentlemanly demeanor, and for his strong and manly « . 
acter. He was not elected to the Forty-fifth and Forty-sixt) 
Congresses, nor to the Forty-ninth or Fiftieth. These’), 


in his Congressional career interfered greatly with his jy 
tion in committee service, for custom assigned him to the 
tion of a new member at each new appearance. But his usefy! 
ness was notimpaired or his worth less appreciated by those w} 
knew him. He was always faithful to the public weal, pro; 

in attendance, and thorough in his committee and legis 

work, ; 

Those who knew him best loved him most. He was a de 
husband, a kind father, an honest and able statesman. He was de- 
voted to his family, to his friends, to his State, and to th 
country. He was faithful to every trust confided to him. He 
verformed every duty that devolved upon him. He lived the 

ife of an honest man, a good citizen, and a true patriot. 3 
death is deplored by all who knew him. 

We who knew him as a brother member of this Hous 
especial reason to mourn hisloss; we miss his wise coun: 
solid and mature judgment, his untiring efforts in the ca 
good government. Our loss, however, will be his gain. He res 
from his labors. He has gone to reap the reward of those who, 
while living, loved their fellow-men. With such, all must 
well, not only in this mortal life, but in the higher and no! 
life beyond the tomb. 

I can not close this brief tribute to his memory more appr 
priately than by quoting the tender words of the Quaker poet 
Whittier: 


itive 


He has done the work of a true man; 
Crown him, honor him, love him, 

Weep over him tears of woman, 
Stoop manliest brows above him. 


* * + 


No duty could overtask him, 
No need his wil! outrun; 

Or ever our lips could ask him, 
His hands the work had done. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I regret that circumstances 
have operated to prevent me from offering any extended ob- 
servations on the life and character of William Mutchler. [can 
not allow the occasion to pass, however, without a single word. 

My acquaintance with the deceased began in the Forty-ighth 
Congress. The friendship established then was strengthened 
as by hooks of steel in the Fifty-firstand Fifty-second Congresses 
through the intimate relations incident to fellow-membership on 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Our friend was an effective speaker, clear, vigorous, and logi- 
cal in the statement of a proposition; but it was in the puains- 
taking deliberations of the committee room that he appeared, as 
it seemed to me, to best advantage. In that relation he was tire- 
less in energy, impartial in consideration, just in judgment, and 
delightful in social qualities. Hisconclusions upon all questions 
before that great committee, which provides for the expenditure 
of the larger part of the people’s money, always commanded re- 
spectful attention at the hands of his colleagues. He was a lov- 
ing father, a true friend, a patriotic citizen, and a wise, conscicn- 
tious legislator. 

Our friend worked diligently, achieved nobly, and passed away 
while yet in the prime of his usefulness. 


Life! I know not what thou art, 
But this I know, that thou and I must part; 
And when or where or how we meet, 
I own to me’s a secret yet. 

* - * 


Life! we've been long together, 

Through pleasant and through cloudy weather. 

*Tis hard to part when friends are dear, 

Perhaps ‘t will cost a sigh, a tear— 

Then steal away—give little warning, 

Choose thine own time, say not “Good night!” 

But in some brighter clime bid me ‘‘Good morning!” 


* * 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, sharing the very common illu- 
sion that words are a proper mode of testifying our sense of loss, 
when a friend whom we loved, or’a public character whoin the 
country can ill afford to lose, is called away, | embrace ihe op- 
portunity which the occasion affords to add my feeble tribute to 
the eloquent, graceful, and touching words which have «already 
been said concerning the character and public services of our 
departed friend, to add one little flower to the chaplet with 
which respect, esteem. and affection have garlinded his memory. 

In this world, Mr. Speaker, we meet with no other event so 
profoundly impressive as death. It is useful to survivors only 
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as they comprehend its lessons. This may excuse the public oc- 
C sion we make of the ceremonies commemorative of the char- 
nd services of departed members of this House, justifying 


acter 


in this conspicuous fashion, and raising into public notice, over | 
aw-made grave, illustrious examples of private worth and | 


this 0 
public usefulness. ; ‘ ae s ; 

Those whose acquaintance with our distinguished friend com- 
mission them to speak only of those excellencies of character 
which found their illustration in an interesting and distin- 
guished career in the service of his country, which he decorated 


and adorned with strict fidelity and disinterested devotion, find | 


an inviting subject for eulogy and a deserving example to extol 
in the public ear. 

it seems, from 
William Mutchler was a self-made man. 


what has been said on the floor to-day, that 
Whatever eminence 
he 
the most of the endowments that had been given him under the 
stimulating inspiration of high and nobleideals. Every success 
he achieved was a victory over difficulties which, to him, were 
always incentives to exertion. Every distinction he won was a 
triumph in honorable encounter. In every struggle he was 


doubly armed, for he never contended without feeling a sense of | 


the justice of his cause. He fought with honest weapons, and 
nobly won or nobly lost; brought back from every field of en- 
counter, or was brought back on a stainless shield of honorable 
defense. 

From what I have heard here to-day and from my own observa- 
tion of his career, among the attributes which summed up a 
strong character and a vigorous personality, there are afew traits 
preéminently worthy to be set before the world as examples, and 
these are expressed by the words honor, courage, and duty. 
These were the precious and conspicuous jewels in the crown of 
his character, and I set them apart to-day and lift them over his 
new-made grave into public notice as the golden texts in the les- 
son of his life. 

Honor, Mr. Speaker, is the noble mind’s distinguishing per- 
fection; and I have the happiness to believe that in no age of the 
world has this perfection been so much in fashion in public life 
as now. Still, occasional notable exceptions which strew our 
public life, emphasize the beauty and excellence of that high 
sense of public probity which makes this perfection ofttimes 
blaze in the public eye, in public servants who, like the virtuous 
Andrew Fletcher, would give their lives to serve their country, 
but would not doa base thing to saveit. Our departed friend 
was the soul of honor, and in this distinguished excellence of his 
character his example should be both cherished and commended. 

[ think also that Mr. Mutchler’s courage was conspicuous. 
The only Aladdin’s lamp that he ever knew was the quenchless 
fire of a heroic soul that no difficulty ever daunted. His cour- 
age never wavered before an adverse cast of fortune. 

He despised servility; he spurned the collar of the master. 
His conscience was his harness; he wore no other. The crack 
of the boss’s whip filled him, not with cringing terror, but with 
sharp, back-striking resentment. He hated the “‘ thrift that fol- 
lows fawning.” He walked erect in the majesty, dignity, and 
conscious rectitude of his manhood. 

In this elevated arena in which he spent many years of useful 
service and which was the scene of his latest and best exertions, 
he evinced on more than one occasion the virile qualities which 
have their root in a manly courage. When inspired by convic- 
tion and commanded by duty he was a heroic fighter. The 
man who broke a lance with him was likely 


To know the joy that warriors feel 
In foemen worthy of their steel. 


But he had none of the pride that is ashamed to yield when 
convicted of error; none of the obstinancy that delights in con- 
tention for its own sake. He never wasted the public time in 
needless words. He had the amazing courage to leave off when 
he was done, an example which statesmen of high and low de- 
gree might imitate with profit to their own and their country’s 
fame. 

Then we have a right, Mr. Speaker, to infer from what has 


nobled. Duty and deathennobleallmen. Promptitude and un- 


of his character. To William Mutchler the command of duty 
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attained was due to an earnest and courageous effort to make 





| safety. 
| and untiring industry, and every question that claimed his 


: : i ; : | sideration was so carefully : 8 roughly investigated in : 
been so fittingly said of him that our friend has been twice en- | 00 carefulsy and 80 thoroughly investigated in all 





temple that enshrines the divinity of duty. These 
acters are the rarest fruit of earth, and their surviving country- 
men ought to garner the fine vintage of their example for their 
perpetual refreshment. 

So I say in conclusion, to all whom it may concern here or else- 


supnerhp ul’- 
i 


where: Time-server, demagogue, politician, calculator, stand 
|} aside! A faithful public servant, and an honest man, passes to 
his reward. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in ris to 
tuke the very brief part in this memorial service, whi 8 


is possible for me, I respond not less to the s stions o b- 


lic duty than to the prompting of private friendship. Had | 
J I I ; I 

known Mr. Mutchler only in his public and official charac I 

should feel myself fully justified in speaking of him in words of 


high and unfeigned eulogy. But it was my privilege from my 
first entrance in this House to know him well; to welcome him 
after a brief retirement, back into its membership, and during 


all this period to associate with him on terms of cordial friendship. 


To myself, as to all in the circle of his intimate friends, his death 
has been a personal bereavement; but I am not less convinced 


that it has been to his district, to his State, and to his country 
a great public loss, and it is to William Mutchler, the member 


of Congress, rather than to the man and friend, that our chief 
tribute here is due and fitting. 

As a legislator he belonged to that class who 
service asa grave and serious commission; who mectits demands 
with a strong and constant sense of personal duty; who give to 
public questions their best and sincerest thought, and who deal 
with them, not in the spirit of self-seeking, but of dedication to 
the welfare of their country. Such men wear weli at home, and 
grow in influencs in this Hall. No oneeverheard Mr. Mutchler 
speak here without knowing he wa; listening to the utterances 
of an honest man, not the honesty of ignorance or narrown 
or the conclusions of haste and carelessness, but the expressions 
of.a thoughtful mind, guided by broad and patriotic principles 
and enlightened by a wide and patient examination of facts 

Such a man faced his public duties with simplicity and bravery. 
Of this the country had a signal illustration in the last Congress, 
when as chairman of asubcommittee it fell to Mr. Mutchler’s lot 
to prepare and attempt to carry through this House 
forms of our pension system. He failed in his effort, as 
man would have failed; but few who witn 
will forget his quiet firmness, his thorough equipme: 
task, and the unfaltering courage with which he took up day 
after day and attempted to perform an unpopular duty; and to 
myself it is a pleasant thought that, having watched him daily 
in this invidious work, I suggested and secured some: wl- 
dement of his efforts in one of the leading papers of the coun- 
ry. 

But I will not dwell on his merits or his unblemishe: 


take up public 


any ot 
} ? 
sed thelong struggle 
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as a public servant. He was faithful to his trust, and what 
higher epitaph can be inscribed on any man’s monument He 
was a thoughtful, intelligent, earnest, and patriotic representa- 
tive of his people,and their long retention of himin their ser vice 


is conclusive proof that they knew and appreciated his wort! 
As a man and friend Mr. Mutchler had the sterling virtues of 
kindliness, sincerity, and truth. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, the House having paused from 
its current labor todo honor to the memory of the departed mem- 


ber. Mr. Mutchler of Pennsylvania, I shall avail myself of the 
opportunity to join in the tributes that are being offered to his 


character and his worth, as well in his individual as in his rep- 
resentative capacity. 

To those of us who knew him in this Hall and in the rooms of 
the committees to which he was assigned Mr. Mutchler was one 
who possessed our entire confidence. His every statement was 
always accepted as the very language of truth, and upon the cor- 
rectness of his judgment we were accustomed to rely with entire 

He gave to his duties at this capital a conscientious 
con- 


its phases that his conclusions were received as those of a man 


| who was not only willing but entirely able to speak the truth in 


its entirety. 
His manners were simple and natural, his courtesy to every 


taus . . : . . . | 
remitting attention to his public duties were conspicuous traits | 
| 


was a “‘ Thus saith the Lord.” 

In this excellence of his character he emulated the fidelity of 
the shipmaster in the story, who in the midst of storms ever 
kept his rudder true. And his entire life exemplified the truth 
that the path of duty is always the upward way; that— 


one was unfailing, and his kindliness of disposition gave confi- 
dence to all who approached him. Added to these social graces, 
which he possessed in an eminent degree, was an unyielding in- 
tegrity of character that never forgot itself, whatever the 
ence in which he chanced to stand or however 


pres- 


potent the influ- 


Not once or twice in our fair land's story nce that was broucht to bea > hi? iorid j is ida 5 
The path of duty was the way to glory. enc 7 — ( oe r upo4 him. Rigid in h ; lf is as 
to personal proprievy and as to professional and politic con- 
My soul, Mr. Speaker, bows in adoration before the human ! duct, he swerved neither to the right nor to the left, but cour- 
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ageously trod the path along which the uprightness of his char- 
acter bade him travel. 

His mind was well disciplined, and unless under extraordinary 
circumstances—and even then but seldom—never overleaped the 
restraints which acareful training had environed it to indulge in 
waywardness of fancy or intemperance of passion. His was a 
strong intellect, possessing the ability to absorb, to reflect, and 
to construct. His mental methods were entirely of a practical 
kind, looking rather to substantial and useful accomplishments 
than to those performances and creations which glitter and at- 
tract, melting away into airy nothingness. These qualities well 
fitted him to be a safe legal adviser and a wise legislator. 

Summing up his character, I knew him as a man of strong in- 
tellect, without superficial adornment, end of an unbending 
integrity, embellished with an unusual grace of manner and an 
attractive softness of disposition in his whole intercourse with 
his fellows, of whatever degree in life. 

It was my good fortune, Mr. Speaker, to be associated with 
Mr. Mutchler during two Congresses upon the Committee on 
Appropriations, and during those years we were so thrown to- 
gether upon terms of close intimacy that I learned to know him 
well. His career as a member of this House during the Porty- 
fourth, Forty-seventh, Forty-eighth, Fifty-first,and Fifty-second 
Congresses was alike honorable to himself and to the great con- 
stituency which he represented. No constituency in all this 
country was better represented than the people by whom he was 
thus honored, and but few constituencies have been served as 
well, His reputation is solid and enduring, and the manner of 
his life at this great capital and the character of his work in this 
House illustrated an ideal republican simplicity and the highest 
and best type of wise, sagacious, and practical statesmanship. 
In his death not only his own district, not only the State of Penn- 
sylvania, but the entire Union has suffered a great loss. Few 
are the men that could not have been better sp ired than he. 

Others, Mr. Speaker, weil acquainted with him prior to his 
coming here, have spoken and will speak of Mr. Mutchler’s 
earlier life, its struggles, its embarrassments and its successes. 
IL shall cont:nt myself with speaking of him only as [I knew him 
in the Fifty-first and Fifty-second Congresses. His entire ca- 
reer, from the field of hard manual labor to the judicial forum, 
where the greatest intellectual effort is required in order to at- 
tain permanent success, thence through the several gradations 
of official life until he reached this branch of the Federal Con- 
gress, is worthy the highest commendation, and furnishes to the 
aspiring sons of Ameriea a wellspring of hope and confidence 
that by strict integrity and constant labor the brightest and 
most substantial honors are surely within their reach, however 
unpromising the lines of their early youth. 

nd more than that, Mr. Speaker, it creates and sustains a 
well-grounded belief—aye, a sure certainty—in every American 
heart that under the inhuanee and through the workings of our 
free institutions, men will continue to rise,as William Mutchler 
rose, to take part in our State and Federal councils and to 
shape and guide them for the welfare and for the happiness of 
the people. In all sincerity and in entire truth, therefore, can 
it be said of our deceased associate and friend that his life was, 
within its limits, a rich blessing to his people, a bright example 
to his colaborers and to those who are to follow him, a comfort 
to his friends andto his family. And finally itmay be justly said 
of this strong but kindly man, that— 


His life was gentie, and the elements 
So mixed in him, that Nature might stand up 
And say to all the world, ‘ This was a man!" 


Mr. MCALEER. Mr. Speaker, it was not my pleasure to have 

srsonally known the distinguished eemeeneeicons from the 
Fiohth district as long as some of my colleagues from Pennsyl- 
vania knew him. 

But his name and fame were well known to the people of every 
city and town throughout the State. Inconjunction with thou- 
sands of my fellow-citizens, I felt a just pride in the distin- 
guished position held by Mr. Mutchler in the National Halls of 
of legislation; taking, as he did, a prominent place among its 
ablest statesmen. r. Mutchler was a man of decided convic- 
tions, and when he made up his mind to hiscourse of duty, could 
no more be moved from it than could the hills of his own State. 
He was a Democrat from principle, believing implicitly in the 
teachings of his party. To him it was a source of great gratifi- 
cation that the district of which he was so long the honored 
Representative had never sent to this House any other than a 
Democrat to represent it since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. 

Notwithstanding this firmness in his own convictions of what 
he regarded as those truths which would best perpetuate the in- 
terests of his country, he was always tolerant to those who dif- 
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fered from him, ever willing to concede to them the same 
which he desired for himself, believing they were gove: 
the same true principles of putriotism. 

On first meeting Mr. Mutchler, after becoming a mem 
Congress, I was very much impressed with his simplicity of 
ner, his kindly disposition, and desire to assist by his »i 
counsel those who were inexperienced. 

No jealousy ever found its way into his warm and gen 
heart. On the contrary, he was always ready to lend a h 
hand in assisting a colleague. Coming, as | did, from 
city that required large appropriations for publie improvement 
I felt how invaluable his assistance, how unselfish his char 
Although his energy, his influence, his untiring work ac 
plished vast results; he never sought the credit for hims 
never knew a man in public life who was more earnest, 
conscientious in the discharge of his duties. While a Px 
vanian with all the love for his native State which could not 
surpassed, yet that strong and patriotic love for his 
country would at all times prompthim to promote the int 
of the nation rather than his State alone. 

Although for the past few years in feeble health his int: 
in public affairs naver relaxed. As a member of the Committes 
on Appropriations, one of the most important of the House, | 
never shrunk from per’orming his share of its arduous labo 

While many of us noticed his large frame fast wasting 
we could not believe that the hand of death was upon him, but 
looked for an early recovery. As we received messages of hi 
condition from time to time, we hoped that in the quict of | 
own home, with a loving and devoted wife to look after his ever 
comfort, that his health would be restored. Vain hope! Du: 
by day he continued to grow weaker, and finally passed awiy as 
gently as a summer’s day. When [ attended his funeral | w 
much impressed by the thousands of people who lined the streets 
of his beloved Easton to catch the last glimpse of all that 
mained of their honored neighbor and friend. Sad, indeed, 
this, each and every one giving vent to their feelings as th 
recognized this to be the last of all on earth. 

At his own request he was buried ‘‘as the sun went down” | 
neath the hills he loved so dearly, and will sleep the sweet slee) 
of peace until the resurrection morn. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, as a member of the Penn- 
sylvania delegation who had the privilege of serving with Mr 

utchler during the Fifty-second Congress, I can not allow this 
occasion to pass without adding a few words as a tribute to his 
memory in addition to what has been so well said by others. 

Mr. Mutchler deservedly was for many years considere: 
leader of his party in Pennsylvania. He was cool, clear-headed 
and conservative, having the good of his party and the peoplo of 
his State at heart. His counsel wasalwayssought after and had 
great weight with all who came in contact with him. He 
naturally and without effort looked up to as a counselor 
leader. 

He wasa Democrat from principle and believed religiously t 
his party embodied the true principles of a representative form 
of government. He believed the success of his party was essen- 
tial togood government and the prosperity of the whole count 
He was a true, honest, and fearless man in whatever positi 
placed. He had convictions of his own upon every subject w! 
came before him, they controlled him and he was not afraid to 
express them, regardless of any public clamor or any fear of pub- 
lic opinion. He despised demagogy in every form from th 
bottomof his heart. One of the strongestelements of Mr. M 
ler’s character was his constitutional disposition to be fair to 
everyone. 

No person, whether an opponent in his own party, or of t) 
opposing political party could ever accuse him of duplicity or 
deception. He always took his position, gave his reasons and 
maintained them, fearlessly and in suchopen and unmistake\!)\e 
manner that every one knew where to find him on al! occasi«: 
Tt was this trait of character perhaps more than any other th‘ 
endeared him tofriend and foe alike. He was loyal to his friend: 
and fairto every one. He naturally despised ambush, deception 
and trick of every kind, but respected an open and fearless ad- 
versary. 

This trait of character won for him the respect and confidence 
of his associates in Congress of every political faith, His party 
honored and respected him throughout his own State, and the 
people of his own district had frequently honored him with : 
seat in this body. His long service Ronebed made him familiar 
with his duties as a member, and made him not only a faithful 
representative of the people of his district and the people of his 
State, but a valuable member of this body, and one whose ad- 
vice wassought after, and whose untimely death will be regretted 
by all alike. 
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Mr. Mutehler was a plain, unassuming man, not demonstra- It was manifest that it was indifferent to | 
sive. He dealt in facts, and was always equipped with good views which he found himself compelled to ex 
oat sons to justify his acts. He accom plished what he under- | the time, popular or not. He was n estiy co 
took by steady progress i: his work and intensity of purpose. | single sentiment of what was . nd pri as ve the 
He made no pretensions to oratory, but none surpassed him in | soldiers of the former wars and tne whole peop! 
making his points clearly understood and in carrying conviction ‘he House was munifestly against | ve seldom, 
to those who gave him their attention. . ever. seen the House listen so ciose!lv as to » he 

His personal, professional, and political integrity was beyond | ered. 
the reach .f suspicion. This was the foundation of his influence |_ In my last conversation Ww ith Mr. Mutchler he ex} views 
with the people of his {State and district. In his unexpected | in relation to Federal taxation for the support of t ( 
death this body, the people of his State and district have suf- | ment which greatly interested me. He had int 
fered a loss which will be long felt, and tous who knew him long | them to the attention of the present Congress Chey w 
and honored him for his ability, integrity, and fairness, his | views as would give honor to a strong, able, con 
memory will always be dear. man dealing with a great public subject. In 

K | the details. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr.Speaker,in the death of William Mutch-| When | heardof hissicknessand death my sadness was, 
ler, so long an honored member of this House, his friends have | increased by the fact that his powerful aid in behalf of 
lost a sincere, generous,and unselfish friend, his constituents | cial policy of the Government, which he \ confident would b 
who stood by him witn unfaltering confidence for so many years, | beneficial to the country, and in which I fully concur wit 
a wise counsellor and an accomplished Representative, and the | him, was forever lost. 
whole country one of the most valuable of its citizens engaged | But William Mutchler, the clear-headed, : ervatiy 
in public affairs. | lator, always honest and sincere, is dead. The death « 

[ first became acquainted with Mr. Mutchler at the opening of | man in the prime of life, a pure, upright, honest man y i 
the Forty-fourth Congress. I think I was introduced to him by | formed in all that pertains to the interest and welf f 
Samuel J. Randall, who so long and honorably represented in | country, is a sad event from the standpoint of hum 
this House one of the districts of Pennsylvania, and by his great |} gence, but those who believe that the soul of man is 
abilities and unswerving integrity honored his State and his | and that there is an overruling Providence, Infini pir 
country. From my first acquaintance with Mr. Mutchler until | which guides and directs the whole frame of the universe, 1 
we parted at the close of the Fifty-second Congress we were | of its limitless details, as I do, will see in the d h of Wi 
friends. It was always a joy for me to meet the frank, kindly, | Mutchler only the loss and sadness of an earthly | 
and courteous gentleman. How often have I left my seat in the | good man is dead after years of usefulness to his fellow n 
House to visit his, that | might get his views on current affairs! | his country. What loftier realms of life have been « 

I never consulted Mr. Mutchler without being benefited and in- | h nd soon will be to us all, the future only will d 
structed. 

There was nothing sensational in his methods. Asaspeaker| Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, in the early part of t 
there was in his style no attempt at what is called oratory, no | eenth century, when the wave of immigration from the Rhi 
flights of fancy; he was content with submitting facts, but he | Palatinate was flowing towards the shoresof the New We , can 
presented his facts, and thejust and fair conclusions to be drawn | the ancestors of William Mutchler, and found a new hom 
from them, with a force and clearness I have seldom if ever see Inured to hardships in the trials and difficulties of the strugg! 
excelled in this Hall. to subdue the wild woods of Nature, and to bring under contro 

Mr. Mutchier only occasionally addressed the House; he sel- | the fertile soil, the early settlers soon developed the charact 
dom mingled in the running and generally unprofitable debates | of the Pennsylvania German. 
which constantly occur, but whenever he addressed the House Of strong and stately physique, they are swift ine i 
he at once commanded the respectful attention of members on | helpfulness—slow in anger. Lacking in the powerof aggr: 
both sides of this Chamber. He alwaysspoke with deliberation; | and domination, they are forceful and masterful in at 
he spoke as if the matter he presented was of such value the | their ends and purposes by their quiet persistence. 

House would be glad to hear him; and the House always heard Humane, in so much that the barns on their fields are as 
him with pleasure, even if his views were not accepted by the | aces compared with the shelter of some people: so generous t! 
House. the cheer of their households has become prov 

There was such a manifest sincerity and truthfulness in his | trious, God-fearing, plain, they have increased and 
speeches, such a manifest effort to present the facts, without any | until to-day their number is millions. 
attempt or appearance of willingness to obscure the truth, that In naming the virtues of this people that he loved so wel 
commanded the respect and contidence of the members. have described Mr. Mutchler. Of them he was a true type 

He was,as a Representative in Congress, as he was in social life, In eurly life he was permitted to enjoy but sparingly t 
a straightforward, courteous, and accomplished gentleman, valu vantages of a great institution of learning reared near by man: 
ing truth and honor as beyond all price. years ago. While this wasa source of great regret to him, ofter 

He was devoted to his country, and as a legislator he was con- | so expressed, yet his strong intellect was matured and his m 
trolled and animated by a high sense of its greatness. He be- | well fortified by constant reading, observation, and reflection 
lieved that it was the duty of its representatives, under all con Overcoming difficulties which might have appalled men « 
ditions, to uphold its honor. | force and energy, he found his way to the bar. 

He was hostile to every form of favoritism in legislation, and | \s a lawyer and active practitioner he soon : 
demanded for the whole people equality of rights. clientage, and became a confidential adviser, safe and r 

[ think this isa just expression of the views of Mr. Mutchle her than a brilliant orator. 
as expressed in this House during the long period of his servic: His rare sound judgment and ripe legal attainments, br 7] 
as to the scope and duty of the Federal Government. He ad- | him success and distinction at home and inthe appellate tribuna 
hered with. unfaltering fidelity to the views of Thomas Jeffe his State. 
son in relation to the powers of the Federal system and th While it may not have been his ambition, yet it was the judg 
rights of the States. ment and purpose of his friends, knowing full well that he | 

But my admiration of the character of William Mutchler was | sessed all the qualifications, that he should round out the 
greatly increased during the last Congress. I had the honor, as | measure of his useful life on the bench. 
then chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, after con- idowed by nature with great personal magn nm 
sultation with him, and with his approval, and with the approval | qualities which make enduring friendships, he ent: 
of that committee, to place him at the head of one of the lead- | of polities. He rose step by step, ever retaining th le 
ing subcommittees of that committee, having in charge one of | and esteem of his people by an honest ané cor Ise 
the most important appropriation bills before that Congress. | ance of his duties. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts, a gentleman of the same sterling Reetitude, fidelity, and courage marked his public life Whe 
qualities of courage and manhood that characterized Mr. Mutch- | once he saw the right his duty became plain, and he never fal 
ler, was one of his associates. tered. Affectation and hollow pretense were as obnoxious to hin 

Mr. Mutehler believed that radical reforms should be organ- | as sincerity and frankness were admired. Had he lived it 
ized in the branch of the public service under hischarge. While | his purpose to spend much of his time in the further investiga- 
I did not wholly sympathize with him in the reforms he aimed | t of pensions. Actuated by the purest motive, lib land 
at, Isaw with unbounded satisfaction his patient and untiring | generous towards the deserving, he had the courage t: t 


industry month after month in pursuing his investigations. He | fraud and corruption. 
became the complete master of our pension system,and madea| I recall how, on adreary night in the past winter, when th 
masterly presentation of the subject to the House. | subject under discussion was the great mystery of life and deat! 
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infinity and eternity, he suddenly exclaimed: ‘‘ We soon shall 
know it all.” 

He knows itnow. Death has led him into the realmof light. 

On a quiet afternoon in June there assembled a vast concourse 
of his neighbors in the city of Easton to pay him the last trib- 
ute. The farmer took a brief respite from his plow, the artisan 
from his hammer, and the mechanicfrom his machine. Genuine 
grief and sorrow were depicted on every face. With the beau- 
tifuland simple rites of the common service of the church of his 
fathers he was laid to rest. 

The mournful sounds of the requiem chant echoed back from 
the neighboring hills, and the solemn pageant became but a mem- 


ory. 

He sleeps on the banks ‘of the Bushkill to await the coming of 
his Redeemer. 

After all, the noblest and best that can be said is, he lived and 
died a man and a Christian. 

Mr. REILLY. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen who desired to 
speak upon this occasion have been unavoidably detained from 
the House, and I ask unanimous consent that they and such other 
gentlemen as desire to do so may be granted leave to print re- 
marks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts in 
the chair). Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that general leave to print be granted? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REILLY. Inow move the adoption of the resolutions as 
read from the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were agreed to; and in accordance with the 
terms thereof (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Friday, October 20, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4164) to provide for the purchase 
of additional land in the square now occupied by the custom-house 
in the city of Baltimore, Md., and for the preparation of plans 


and specifications for a new custom-house building—to the Com- 

mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

KBr Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 4165) to aid the State of 
alif 


ornia to support a college of mines—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 
By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 4166) to regulate Canal street, in 
the city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROOKSHIRE: A bill (H. R. 4167) to correct the 
military record of Frederick Urban—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4168) for the relief 
of the heirs of Thomas Drake—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) to correct the military record of Al- 
fred V. Townes, of Kentucky—to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 4170) for the relief of John 
Sullivan—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4171) for the relief of cer- 
tain property-owners in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 4172) for the relief of William 
R. Steinmetz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

x Mr. SHELL: A bill (H. R. 4173) for the relief of the heirs 
- tichard Reynolds, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4174) to pension 
Jonathan J. Bowman, of Petersburg, Ind.—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. VAN VOORGIS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4175) for the 
relief of Percy S. Lowry, on account of injuries received by him 
by the collapse of the dla Ford’s Theatre, June 9, 1893—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4176) for the relief of Laura B. Miller—to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. HITT: Petition of J. A. Walker, of Rockford, I11., 
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praying for the reduction of postage to 1 cent an ounce 
Committee on the Post-office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: Petition of the Methodist Epis. 
pocal Church Conference of East Tennessee, for the repeal of 
the Geary Chinese law—to the Committee on Foreign A ‘aipg 

By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: Petition of the New Mexico 
English Mission Methodist Episcopal Church, 15 ministers ang 
600 members, for repeal of the Geary law—to the Commi 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS of Ohio: Petition of 139 citizens of 
Ohio, protesting against any change in the tariff schedule on 
glass bottles—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Mayflower Assembly, No. 469, Knights of 
Labor, of Zanesville, Ohio, demanding the free coinage of silver 
at a ratio of 16 to 1 of gold—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 


to the 


ttee on 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, October 20, 1893. 


[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1893.) 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that there is no quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Allen, Gallinger, 
Berry, George, 
Butler, Harris, 
Caffery, Hawley, 
Cullom, Irby, 

Dixon, Kyle, 
Faulkner, MeMillan, 
Frye, McPherson, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

After some delay, Mr. PowER, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. Mur- 
PHY, Mr. SHOUP, Mr. BATE, Mr. HILL, Mr. VILAS, Mr. HUNTON, 
Mr. DoupH, Mr. Hiaeins, Mr. STOCKBRIDGE, and Mr. GORMAN 
entered the Chamber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 17 minutes a. in.). 
Forty-three Senators have answered totheir names. A quorum 
is present. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is House bill No. 1. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to state that there is necessity for 
a short executive session by the Senate, and at the proper time 
I shall make a motion to thateffect; but before doing so, in order 
to accommodate the convenience of Senators, I desire unani- 
mous consent that a short time may be occupied in the transac- 
tion of such morning business as Senators desire to present. 
When that is completed, I give notice that I shall make a mo- 
tion for an executive session. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator please state the request 
again? We could not hear it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I request unanimous consent that a short 
time—as long as may be necessary—may be occupied in the trans- 
action of morning business for the convenience of Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. Petitions and memorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present the petition, of George Arnold and 
some 600 other business men of or Tenn., praying for the 
immediate and unconditional repeal of the silver-purchasing 
clause of the Sherman act. 

The bill to which the petition refers being upon the table of the 
Senate, I move that the petition also lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented resolutions adopted at the silver con- 
vention held at Ashland, Cheatham County, Tenn., October 2, 
1893, remonstrating against the repeal of the silver-purchasing 
clause of the so-called Sherman law; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. - 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers and Laborers 
Union, of Carroll, Tenn., remonstrating against the unconditional 
repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of 
Democrats of Haywood County, Tenn., approving the action of 


Pasco, Teller, 
Peffer, Vance, 
Perkins, Vest, 
Pettigrew, Voorhees, 
Proctor, Walthall, 
Sherman, Washburn, 
Smith, Wolcott. 
Stewart, 


Thirty-one Senators have an- 
What is 


Is there objection to the requestof 





oe 


1893. 
the Senate in delaying the passage of the Wilson-Voorhees bill 
for the repeal of the so-called Sherman silver law; which were 
xd to lie on the table. 


ordere 
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Government-aided railroad companies and to enforce tl 


| countability of directors of said companies, and for other pur- 


Mr. PASCO presented the petition of C. H. Newell, banker, | 


and 6 other business men of Tavares, Fla., praying for the un- 
conditional repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called 
Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. POWER presented a petition of 72 citizens of Butte City, | 


Mont., praying that the mints be opened to the free coinage of 
silver; Which was ordered to lie on the table. — 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a memorial signed by over 100 
minerso!f South Dakota, remonstrating against the passage of any 
law authorizing the suspension, for the oes of two years, of 
that portion of the mining laws which relates to the annual rep- 
resentation of mining claims; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. a . a 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of wholesale jewelers, diamond 
imvorters and manufacturers of New York City, N. Y., praying 
for the immediate passage of the repeal bill now pending before 
the Senate; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Genesee Annual Confer- 
ence of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Buffalo, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Scandinavian Democratic 
Club of Kings County, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the so- 


called Sherman silver law, and for the passage of sundry other | 


legislation; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE. I present resolutions adopted at a mass meeting 
of citizens of Memphis, Tenn., representing all classes, approv- 
ing the action of the Senators from Tennessee in opposing the 
repeal of the Sherman act without some accompanying provision 
for the protection of silver from being degraded in the scale of 
money values. I further say this is a counterpart of the resolu- 
tions presented by my colleague. I move that the resolutions lie 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I present resolutions adopted by the silver con- 
vention held at Ashland City, Cheatham County, Tenn., remon- 
strating against the unconditional repeal of the so-called Sher- 
man silver law and favoring the free coinage of silver; also in- 
dorsing the action of the Senators from Tennessee in opposing 
the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law. 

I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I present a resolution of citizens of Haywood 
County, Tenn., approving and concurring in the stand taken by 
the Senators from Tennessee in reference to the bill for the re- 
peal of the Sherman law, against the repeal of the Sherman law 
without conditions favorable to silver coinage. 

I move that the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. I present resolutions adopted by the Democratic 
voters of Davidson County, Tenn., in mass meeting, approving 
the course taken by the Senators from Tennessee, and vindi- 

cating them in regard to the pending measure known as the 
repeal bill. 

I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE presented a memorial of citizens of Montgomery 
County, Tenn., signed by a committee of ten, remonstrating 
against the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE. I present a petition signed by 120 wholesale and 
retail merchants of Nashville, Tenn., which is my home, and I 
know many of them to be leading and successful merchants, 
praying for the prompt and unconditional repeal of the Sher- 
man law. As the bill is now pending, I move that the petition 
lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY presented two petitions of citizens of Beaver Falls, 
Pa., praying for the free coinage of silver; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania Division of 
the Travelers Protective Association of America, praying for 
the repeal of the so-called Sherman silver law; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom 
was referred the bill (S. 920) to pension Mary Brown, of Berlin, 


Vt., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MORGAN (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1104) to facil- 
itate the coHection of debts payable to the United States from 








poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Albert 
E. Redstone; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 1106) for the relief of 
certain property owners in the city of Washington, D.C.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee o 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1107) providing for the ac- 
quisition of certain land in Webb County, Tex., in lieu of the 
site of Fort McIntosh; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1108) for the relief of George W. 
Barnes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1109) for the erection of a public 
building at Laredo, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1110) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States to refund certain duties paid 
by James J. Haynes; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1111) toauthorize the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to grant a permit to build 
on lot 43, square 358, in the city of Washington, D. C.; which 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1112) to provide for a survey fora 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River: which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. HUNTON. ILIask that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. May I inquire of the Senatorfrom Virginia if 
the bill proposes a survey for a bridge across navigable waters? 

Mr. HUNTON. Yes, sir, I was so informed, and hence I[ ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS. If navigable waters, of course it should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, but otherwise it should 
go the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S.1113) to release and turn 
over to Mrs. Mary O. Augusta certain property in the District 


ie 


referred to the 


of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S.1114) for the relief of George S. 
Ayre; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Committee on Claims. 
REFERENCE OF A BILL. 


Mr. MORGAN. [now move torefer Senate bill 1093, which I 
offered the other day, to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. It 
will be remembered that the bill was held up, printed, and the 
question of reference was left open. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated by tit! 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 1093) to provide for the control 
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company until the debts due and to fall due from each 
of said corporations to the United States are fully paid up or se- 
cured. : 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the bill be referred to th: 
mittee on Pacific Railroads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Com- 


REGISTRATION OF CHINESE LABORERS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- 


dered to be printed: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 10th instant, conc: rning 
the attitude of the Government of China with regard toan extension of time 
for the registration of Chinese laborers in the United States under the act 
of May 5, 1892, | transmitareport of the Secretary of State on the subject. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, October 18, 1892. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer a resolution which I ask may be 
read, printed, and laid over for subsequent action of the Senate. 
In doing so, I desire to say that it is substantially the resolution 
heretofore presented by the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLt], 
but contains some additions thereto. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 

The Seeretarf read as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed to the rules of the Senate, viz: Add 
to Rule [X the following section: 

‘Seo. 2. Whenever any bill or resolution is pending before the Senate as 
unfinished business, and the same shall have been debated on divers days, 
amounting in all to thirty days, it shall be in order for any Senator at any 
time to move to fix a time for the taking of a vote upon such bill or resolu- 
tion, and such motion shall not be amendable or debatable and shall be im- 
mediately put, and if passed by a majority of all the members of the Sen- 
ate, the vote upon such bill or resolution, with all the amendments thereto 
which may be pending at the time of such motion, shall be had at the date 
fixed in such original motion without further debate or amendment, except 
by unanimous consent; and during the pendency of such motion to fixa 
date and also at the time tixed by the Senate for we upon such bill or 
resolution no other motion of any kind or character shall be entertained un- 
til such motion or such bill or resolution shall have been finally voted upon.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and be 
printed. 





MARSHALS’ EXPENSES IN NEW YORK. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no “ concurrent or 
other resolutions,” the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution 
coming over from a previous day; which will be read. 

The Seeretary read the resolution submitted by Mr KY Ls, 
October 16, 1893, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate, as soon as may be 

racticable, a statement in writing of the expenses incurred by John W. 

acobus, United States marshal for the southern district of New York, onac- 
count of Geputy, assistant deputy marshals, and special deputy marshals, ap- 
pointed by him, the said John W. Jacobus, in and about the Presidential and 
Congresstonalelection of 1892; the amount paid toeach such deputy, assist. nt 
deputy marshals, and special deputy marshals, together with their names and 
amounts of such payments to each, 

Mr. VOORHEES. In asking unanimousconsent for the trans- 
action of morning business, [ did not intend that it should 
apply to matters of that kind, coming over. I made the request 
for the convenience of Senators, so as to enable them to get rid 
of their routine morning business, but not for the transaetion of 
business like the resolution which has just been read, which will 
lead to discussion. I did not contemplate the introduction of 
such business, and I shall object to its consideration. The re- 
quest I made did not go that far. 


MINING CLAIMS. 


Mr.STEWART. I aminstructed by the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3545) to amend 
section No, 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States re- 
lating to mining claims, toreportit without amendment. There 
is an immediate necessity for the passage of the bill, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requestof 
the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I must object until I know whether the 
bill will lead to discussion. I think it probably will. I shall 
confer with the Senator to see if we can not agree as to a time 
for its consideration; but just at this moment I do not feel that 
Ican yield. 

Mr. STEWART. It is very important that the bill should be 
passed immediately, otherwise no benefit will be derived from it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ifthe bill is before the Senate, I desire 
to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the amendment be offered, but not be 
discussed at this time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ioffer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the bill by adding: 

Provided, however, That the provisions of this act shall apply only to indi- 
viduals who are bona fide residents of the State or Territory in which the 
mining claim is located. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to say to the Senator from 
Indiana that I hope no objection may be made to the considera- 
tion of the bill reported by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will it lead to discussion? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I was about to state, if I may be permitted, 
that the bill is one whichI think will lead to no discussion. 
There is an important amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW], which he, as I understand, 
has very generously offered to submit to a vote without argu- 
ment. Some action is imperatively necessary. We get thou- 
sands of letters from the mining States respecting the neces- 
sity for modifying the law requiring the payment of annual 
assessments. ‘The money is not there with which to pay the as- 
sessments; the people can not afford to buy the f necessary 
to sustain and take care of them while they are engaged in 
doing this prospecting work; they can not buy the powder, the 
fuses, and the tools which are necessary, and I sincerely believe 
that the bill can be disposed of in ten minutes. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I have this suggestion to make, if the Sen- 
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ator will bear with me, that we shall have a short , 

session, and when we come out of executive session and : 

ular order is before the Senate I have no doubt we enn ¢5)-., 

the measure in which the Senator is interested and pass jt. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move thatthe Senate proceed to 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceed 
consideration of executive business. After four | 
twenty-seven minutes spent in executive session the « 
reopened. 

MINING CLAIMS, 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senate to take up for co 
tion the bill (H. R. 3545) to amend section numbered 2324 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to mining , 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Commi't 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask leave to withdraw the : m 
which I offered, and to submit an amendment in its })a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the ime 
will be withdrawn. Tbe amendment now proposed by 
ator from South Dakota will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 19, after the word “claim, 
the following additional proviso: 

Provided, however, That the provisions of this act shall app! oul; 


ural persons who are bona fide residents of the State or Te 
joining States or Territories, in which the mining claim is lo: 


Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to the amendment 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read th 
amended. 

The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the provisions of section numbered 2324 
vised Statutes of the United States,which require that on eachela 
after the 10th day of May, 1872, and until patent has been issued th 
less than $100 worth oflabor shall be performed or improvement 
ing each year, be suspended for the year 1893 so that no mining c! 
has been regularly located and recorded as required by the loca! 
—a reguiations shall be subject to forfeiture for nonperform 
ann assessment for the year 1893: Provided, That the claimant 
ants of any mining location, in order to secure the benefits of this act 
cause to be recorded in the office where the location notice or cv: 
filed on or before December 31, 1893, a notice that he or they, in go 
tend to hold and work said claim: Provided, however, That the pr 
this act shall apply only to natural persons who are bona fide 1 
the State or Territory, or adjoining States or Territories, in which 
ing claim is located. This act shall take effect from and after its 


The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and tlic 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate request a 
ence with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
ment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was aut!io. 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr 
ART, Mr. PETTIGREW, and Mr. BATE were appointed 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by \r. T. O 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House } ssed 
the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies oper.tiny | 
roads in the Territories over a right of way granted by t! 
ernment to establish stations and depots at all town sites 
lines of said roads established by the Interior Department: 

A bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the Territo 
Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent defici: 
the appropriations for the service of the Government [or | 
cal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, marking, 
removal of derelicts. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION«s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen. 
the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consi: 
eration of the bill (H. R.1) to repeal a part of an act, approve’ 
July 14, 1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase of silver 

and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 

purposes,” the pending question being on the substitute re- 
ported by the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas [\'. 
PEFFER] is entitled to the floor. 
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St 
+, PEFP ER. Mr. President, before proceeding with my re- | from December 25, 1892, vice Pay Inspector Thomas T. ¢ 
: wavicg | wish to submit a ps wliamentary inquiry. promoted. ' 
g a VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator assed Assistant Paymaster Charles W. Littlefield, to be 
i cat Kansas. paymaster in the Navy from December 25, 1892, vica Paymaster 
Pa PEFFER. Is an amendment to the pending amendment | Robert W. Alien, promoted. 
’ ‘in order? I wish to offer an amendmentinorder that[may | Assistant Paymaster George W. Simpson, to be a passed as- 
sp to it as I proc eed. sistant paymaster in the Navy from December 25, 1892, vice 
en . VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can offer the amend- | Passed Assistant Paymaster C. W. Littlefield, promot 
ment he has suggested. , | 
; PEFFER. Then I move the amendment which I send to | CONFIRMATIONS 
tl wk—not giving notice that it shall be offered, but offering | _ — 
it E ive nomination ci nfir ned by the S te Se} } 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the onan 
; : CONS 
Senator from Kansas will be read. ’ 
bs The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ repealed,” at the end of | \lexander L. Pollock, of Salt Lake City, Utah, to be co 
§ 12 in the amendment of the Committee on Finance, insert: the United States at San Salvador, Salvador. 
xs sec. 2. That any owner of gold bullion or silver bullion in condition fitfor | Rerecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate Octob 
“ee c , and of the coined value of 550 or more, may deliver the same at any in ; 
i mi ‘o the proper officers thereof, 1d it shall be formed into coins for the CONSUL. 
f he t of the depositor in the m: a 1er provided by the act of Congress ap : 7 a a 3 , ; 
oved January 18, 1837, and in all reapecte ae ~ording to the provisions of George Keenan, of Madison, Wis., to be consul o 
vid ict, allof which provisions, so far as the same are ormay be applicable | States at Kehl, Germany. 
he ire hereby revived and reénacted, except that the inscriptions and 
devices of coins of like denominations now current shall be placed on the SURVEYOR-GENERAI 
coins authorized by this act, and double eagles may be coined as provided in a a. as . . : 
the act of February 12, 1873. | Perry Bickford, oi Laramie, Wyo., to be sury i f 
, Snc. 3. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this | Wyoming. 
Fe act hereby repealed. : “ . 
f t, This act shall take effect and be in force thirty days after its pas- | Krecut ominations confirmed by th Senate O 
3 sage | 
<4 rr — CONSUT 
4 » VICE-P RESIDENT. The question is onthe amendment |} : 
bs of th » Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the commit-| James H. Stewart, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be consu 
tee. United States at St. Thomas, West Indies. 
; Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Chair that the amendment SECRETARIES OF LEGATION. 
& just submitted by the Senator from Kansas is an amendment to ; ¥ re 
eS the o riginal bill, and not an amendment to the pending amend- Char s Denoy, TPs of Indiana, to be ecretary of le t 
. e yey . ’ rie 
ment. It can not be,in the nature of the amendment itself. Pe King, Cblan. ; ; , 
Mr. PEFFER. I am not particular how itis regarded, so that | Stephen Bonsal, of Maryland, to be secretary of legation « 
it will take its proper place in the discussion. My object is to | the United Stutes at Madrid, Spain. 
have the first vote taken upon this amendment; and I will take COMMISSIONER, INTERNATIONAL BOUNDARY COMMIS 
y this oeeasion to state the difference between the amendme nt I A Mills. United ‘ : 
; “ ° ‘ol S, > on fo @ . Vv , COM 3 
As now offer and the one I proposed some time ago, and which w ob. Anson Mills, United States Army, to be commissiot 
ee disposed of in the last vote the United States on the International Boundary Commi yn 
f This amendment provides a the coinage at donbie cage» = PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
: cording to the provisions of the act of [873, and it makes no ref- , “3 ath th ee 
erence Whatever to the coinage of half dimes. Under my for- Py ogy ea eg 3 em 7 . ayes.  . 
mer amendment half dimes were excepted and no notice was a nn Saw. + Snel, Seem Clenmanser. 
taken of double eacles Lieut. Adolph Marix, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
AK MALS p> oe . } ‘ 
mm TAT Ve +A r Jeut. 4 rt - Grant, ji or grade, dy é itenant 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment Lieut. Albe rt W. Grant, junior grade, to be a lieu a 
will be printed Ensign William S. Sims, to be a lieutenant, junior grad 
Commander Edwin M. Shepard, to be a captain. 


Mr. PEF FER resumed his speech. After having spoken one | 
hour and three-quarters, 

Mr. FAULKNER said: Ifthe Senator from Kansas will permit | 
ne tointerrupt him, I will submit a motion for a recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Kansas per- | 
mit the interruption of the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

lr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate take a recess un- | 

til 10 o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’cleeck p. m., Friday, Oc- 
tober 20) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Saturday, 
October 21, 1898, at 10 o’elock a. m. , 


Lieut. Commander William W. Rhoades, to be a comman: 
Lieut. Dunean Kennedy, to be a lieutenant-commnder. 
Lieut. (junior grade, Philip V. Lansdale, to be a lieutenant 
Ensign Miles C. Gorgas, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
Lieut. (junior grade; Horace W. Harrison, to be a lieutenant 
Ensign Louis S. Van Duzer, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
Commander Robley D. Evans, to be a captain. 

Lieut. oe John C, Morong, to be a commander. 
Lieut. James D. Kelley, to be a lieutenant-comman 

Lieut. (junior or William S. Benson, to be a lieutenant 
bh nsign Wilson W. Buchanan, to be a lieutenant, junior grade 
| Lieut. Jefferson I’. Moser, to be a lieutenant-commander. 


ree aia Lieut. (junior grade; William V. Bronaugh, to be a lieutenant 
NOMINATIONS. Ensign Augustus N. Mayer, to be a lieutenant, junior grade 
en ime ei Re ee am ee Lieut. (junior grade) Frank M. Bostwick, to be a lieuten nt 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 20, 1898. Ensign Pr derick R. Brainard, to be alieutenant, junior grade 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. Lieut. Commander Wiiliium C. Gibson, to be a command 
John B. Crownover, of Dardanelle, Ark., to be reeeiver of Lieut. t (junior grad pecgars, oe See Lentonant commander. 
public moneys at Dardanelle, Ark., vice Thomas D. Bumgarner, Lie ov oe og James H. Oliver, to be a lieutenant. 
to be pemmowed. Ensign William E. Safford, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
1 SE ea aS pe Lie nut, Commander William A. Morgan, to be a commander 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. | 3 Rol xe a ' 
tobert T. Jasper, to be a lieutenant-commander. 
Passed Assistant Surg. James E. Gardner, to be a surgeon in| Nic ‘hol: is J. L. T. Halpine, lieutenant, junior grade, to be 
the Navy from August 15, 1893, vice Surg. A. M. Moore, re- | lieutenant. ? 
tired. |} Ensign Willi = J. Maxwell, to be a lieutenant, junior grade 
Medical Inspector Benjamin H. Kidder, to be a medical di-| Lieut Harry \ M. Dombaugh, junior grade, to be a lieutenant 
rector in the Navy from August 21, 1893, vice Medical Director | Ensign oe lin Swift, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
D. Bloodgood, retired. | Lieut. Alfred L. Hall, junior grade, to be a lieutenant 
Surg. George F. Winslow, to be a medical inspector inthe | Ensign John F. Luby, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 
Navy from August 21, 1893, vice Medical Inspe . tor B. H. Kidder Lieut. (junior grade) Percival J. Werlich, to be a lieutenant. 
[Subject to the examination re quired by law.] Rasign Lewis J. Clark, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 


mander George W. Coffin, to be a captain. 


Passed Assistant Surg. Millard H. Crawford, to + asurgeon; C 
in the Navy from August 21, 1893, vice Surg. G. F. W inslow,| Lieut. Commander Washburn Maynard, to be a commander 
—— L ieut. Seaton Schroeder, to be a lieutenant-commander 
Pay Inspector Thomas T. Casweil, to be a pay director in the Lieut. Simon Cook, junior grade, to + a lieutenant 
E 
; 





Navy from December 25, 1892, vice Pay Director Ambrose J. ign Theodore G. Dewey, to be a lieutenant, junior grade 
Clarir, deceased. vommodore George Brown, to be a re: Geen niral. 
Paymaster Robert W. Allen, to be a pay inspector in the Navy Saptain Edward E. Potter, to be a commodore. 
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ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Jacob Schoenhof, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York. 

William MeKinny, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York. 

J. Rockwell Fay, of New York, to be assistant appraiser of 
merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, 

MELTER, ASSAY OFFICE, HELENA, MONT. 


Charles Rumley, of Montana, to be melter of the United States 
assay oflice at Helena, in the State of Montana. 


SPECIAL EXAMINER OF DRUGS, ETC. 


Andrew H. Ward, of Massachusetts, to be special examiner of 
drugs, medicines, and chemicals in the district of Boston and 
Charlestown, in the State of Massachusetts. 


PENSION AGENT. 


George W. Glick, of Atchison, Kans., to be pension agent at 
Topeka, Kans. 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 


John E. Grady, of Florida, to be collector of customs for the 
district of Apalachicola, in the State of Florida. 

James T. Kilbreth, of New York, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New York, in the State of New York. 


MARSHAL. 


George W. Levi, of Virginia, to be marshal of the United 
States for the western district of Virginia. 


POSTMASTERS. 


Andrew J. Halbert, to be — at Tempe, in the county 
of Maricopa and Territory of Arizona. 

Henry Shutts, to be postmaster at Oregon, in the county of 
Holt and State of Missouri. 

G. C. Crutchley, to be postmaster at Norborne, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Missouri. 

William B. Pearson, to be postmaster at Nacogdoches, inthe 
county of Nacogdoches and State of Texas. 

James H. Messimer, to be postmaster at Itasca, in the county 
of Hill and State of Texas. 

William D. F. Whitsitt, to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, in 
the county of Cass and State of Missouri. 

George W. Chisler, to be postmaster at Conway, in the county 
of Faulkner and State of Arkansas. 

Robert W. Jones, to be postmaster at Rising Sun, in the county 
of Ohio and State of Indiana. 

Alexander M. Shannon, to be postmaster at Galveston, in the 
county of Galveston and State of Texas, 

William R. Ayers, to be postmaster at Kaufman, in the county 
of Kaufman and State of Texas. 

George W. Rehfuss, to be postmaster at Eaton, in the county 
of Preble and State of Ohio. 

John E. Murray, to be postmaster at Lewistown, in the county 
of Fergus and State of Montana. 

Henry G. Schlosser, to be postmaster at Attica, in the county 
of Fountain and State of Indiana. 

Henry K. Willman, to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the 
county of Grant and State of Indiana. 

Christopher J. Connolly, to be postmaster at Red Key, in the 
county of Jay and State of Indiana. 

Archer Brooks, to be postmaster at Williamsburg, in the 
county of James City and State of Virginia. 

John Stiles, to be postmaster at Menominee, in the county of 
Menominee and State of Michigan. 

Michael W. Ryan, to be postmaster at Midland, in the county 
of Midland and State of Michigan. 

James A.Canavan, to be postmasterat St. Joseph, in the county 
of Berrien and State of Michigan. 

William W. Screws, to be postmaster at Montgomery, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Alabama. 

John McNamara, to be postmaster at Barberton, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio. 

William M. Huffman, to be postmaster at St. Paris, in the 
county of Champaign and State of Ohio. 

William R. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Carthage, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Emil Boehl, to be postmaster at Blue Island, in the county of 
Cook and State of Illinois. 

Will E. Hampton, to be postmaster at Charlevoix, in the 
county of Charlevoix and State of Michigan. 

Mathew M. Von Stein, to be postmaster at Glidden, in the 
county of Carroll and State of Iowa. 
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Otto H. Stange, to be postmaster at Eimhurst, in th. 
of Dupage and State of Illinois. 

John 8S. Klinefelter, to be postmaster at Bunker } 
county of Macoupin and State of Illinois. 

Francis C. Smith, to be postmaster at Albion, in the cont, 
Edwards and State of Illinois. ‘Y of 

Patrick B. Ryan, to be postmaster at Auburn Park. j; 
county of Cook and State of [llinois. 

Adam Rinard, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the eo 
Wayne and State of Illinois. 

Freeman W. Sackett, to be postmaster at Phillips, in th: 
of Price and State of Wisconsin. 

Nicholas Donohue, to be postmaster at New Richmond. 
county of St. Croix and State of Wisconsin. 

Lodah T. Alexander, to be postmaster at Monticello. 
county of Jones and State of Iowa. 

James P. Montgomery, to be postmaster at Quincy, in the county 
of Adams and State of Illinois. - 

James W. Wightman, to be postmaster at Elroy, in the county 
of Juneau and State of Wisconsin. , 

James G. Wickhem, to be postmaster at Beloit, in the 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

JohnG. Hagensick, to be postmaster at Elkader, in the county 
of Clayton and State of Iowa. : 

William H. Dolan, to be postmaster at Wymore, in the inty 
of Gage and State of Nebraska. : 

Herbert E. Morison, to be postmaster at Onawa, in th: 
of Monona and State of Iowa. 

James L. Dunning, tobe postmaster at Cape Vincent, in 
county of Jefferson and State of New York. 

James H. Hoskins, to be postmaster at Evansville, in the « 
of Rock and State of Wisconsin. 

Joseph A. Minor, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the coun 
of Taylor and State of Iowa. 

Don C. Bishop, to be postmaster at Pulaski, in the c 
Oswego and State of New York. 

Edward C. Reynolds, to be postmaster at Haverstraw, in th 
county of Rockland and State of New York. 

James A. McKenna, to be postmaster at Long Island City, ir 
the county of Queens and State of New York. 

Milton H. Northrup, to be postmaster at Syracuse, in th: 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 

George F. Ketchum, to be posimaster at Warwick 
county of Orange and State of New York. 

Daniel Budd, to be postmaster at Rye, in the county of West- 
chester and State of New York. 

George W. Myers, to be postmaster at Neligh, in th 
of Antelope and State of Nebraska. 

James B. Tolliver, to be postmaster at Lebanon, in thee 
of Wilson and State of Tennessee. 

Edmund M. Wilbur, to be postmaster at Saugerties 
county of Ulster and State of New York. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, October 20, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Rev. Isaac W. 
CANTER. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
UNION PACIFIC RAELROAD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the house a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution infor- 
mation relating to the Union Pacific Railroad; which was re{crred 
to the Committee on the Pacific Railroads, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as [ol ows: 

To Mr. Cox, for ten days, on account of important busiiess. 

To Mr. SIMPSON, for ten days, on account of import:nt busi 
ness. 

To Mr. GRADY, for seven days, on account of important busi 


ness. 


To Mr. MAHON, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. LAYTON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Ferdinand Tobe on H. R. 5214, Fifty-second 
Congress, there being no adverse report thereon. 

AMENDMENTS TO BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Speaker, I have here some amendments to 

the bill establishing a uniform system of bankruptcy, which has 
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been reported. Task unanimous consent that these amendments 
he considered as pending and that they be printed in the RECORD, 
‘n order that they may be examined by the members of the 
House before the bill comes up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has some 
onosed amendments to the bill to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to have 
m printed in the RECORD. 
Me. DINGLEY. What is the request? 
The SPEAKER. To print in the RECORD amendments that 
the gentleman from New York intends to propose. The gen- 
tl man does not desire to have them considered as pending. 
“Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What is the bill? 

The SPEAKER. A bill to establish a uniform system of 


bankruptey. 

Mr. CULBERSON. What is the request? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York proposes to 
have printed in the RECORD some proposed amendments he de- 
sires to offer. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
he proposes to offer. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not think they ought 
to be printed again whenoffered. The gentleman from New York 
will not ask that? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments will be printed, not as 
pending, but as to be offered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. Ido not understand that amendments have 
to be printed in advance in the RECORD that are expected to be 
offered to the bankruptcy bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 
print them for the information of the House. 

Mr. KILGORE, Then they are not pending. 

Mr.SAYERS. That will not stop other gentlemen from of- 
fering amendments at the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. These amendments are not pending, but the 
gentleman proposes to offer them during the consideration of 
the bill. 

The proposed amendments are as follows: 


Mr. RAY offered the following amendments to the bill (H. R. 139) entitled 
“A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States:”’ 

1. On page 5, in line 7, after the word “‘ days,”’ insert ‘‘and until the flling 
of a petition in bankruptcy.” 

2, On page 6, in line 33, after the word ‘“‘ over,’’ insert the following: ‘'‘Pro- 
vided, That if, wpon the hearing on the petition hereinafter provided for, it 
shall appear that before the filing thereof the person so concealing himself, 
or so departing or remaining away from his place of business, residence, or 
domicile with intent to avoid the service of a civil process and to defeat his 
creditors, had returned to his place of business, residence, or domicile, and 
submitted to the process of the court, and that no priority has been gained 
by any other creditor by reason of such absence, then such petition, if based 
upon such acts, shall be dismissed: Provided further, That if, on such hear 
ing, it shall appear that the property transferred by a debtor with intent to 
defeat his creditors has been restored to the debtor in good faith, then a peti- 
tion based on such act shall be dismissed: Provided further, That if, on such 
hearing, it shall appear that the property secreted, or its equivalent, was re- 
stored and subjected toa levy under the legal process out at the time of such 
concealment, or that the claim upon which such legal process was issued 
was paid before the filing ofa petition, thena petition based on such conceal- 
ment shall be dismissed: Provided further, That any petiton filed in bank 
ruptcy shall be defeated and dismissed on payment of the debt or claim of 
the person or persons filing such petition or joining therein, with all legal 
costs of the proceeding; and such payment may be made by depositing with 
the clerk of the court where such petition is filed the amount of the claims 
of the petitioners, and such costs, which shall be fixed by the clerk with whom 
the deposit is made: And provided further, That no person shall be adjudged 
or declared a bankrupt except on the petition of a person directly affected or 
injured by the act alleged to constitute the act of bankruptcy.” 

3. On page 8, in line 9, strikeout the word ‘‘may”’ and insert in place thereof 
the word ‘shall.’ 

4, On page 10, in line 31, strike out the word “ offered” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word *‘ received.”’ 

5. On page 11, inline 5, after the word ‘‘ insane,” insert the following: ‘‘And 
in such cases the executor or administrator of a deceased person and the 
committee of a lunatic or incompetent person shall be brought in and made 
a party to the proceeding.”’ 

6. On page 12, in line 11, after the word “suit,” insert the following: ‘Against 
the bankrupt and defend the same.”’ 

7. On page 13, in line 14, after the word “ proceedings.”’ strike out the words 
“have been’ and insert inlieuthereof the words “shall be.” 

8. On page 13, in lines 15 and 16, strike out the words ‘and subject to the 
order of the judge’ and insert in place thereof the following, ‘the judge 
within ten days after the confirmation of such composition. Before hearing 
an application for the confirmation of a composition the court may require 
the filing of a sufficient bond conditioned for the payment into court of the 
money necessary to perfect such composition or to carry out and make effec 
tual the terms thereof."’ 

¥. On page 14, inline9, after the word ‘‘composition,”’ insert the following 
“In case such composition is set aside, the creditors who have received their 
pay thereunder may or may not return into court the sum or sums received 
by them respectively pursuant to the terms of such composition, and only 
aan epee so refunding shall share the benefits of subsequent proceed 

ngs.”’ 

10, On page 19, in line 8, after the word “time,” insert the following: ‘“‘The 
Writ of subpoena shall also be served on each creditor named in the petition 
by mailing acopy thereof to such creditor at his place of residence at least 
ten days before the return day thereof.” 

* ll. On Page 19, in line 15, after the word “petition,” insert the following: 
or present any defense thereto.’ 

12. On page 27, in line 2, after the word “ exceed,” strike out the word ‘‘two”’ 
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and insert in ores thereof the word “ten; and on the same page, in line ¢ 
after the word ‘‘trustee,’’ insert ‘‘a person shall be punished by impr 
ment for a period not exceeding two years upon the conviction of the offer 
of having willfully.” 

13. On page 28, in line 17, after the figurs 
insert the following: ‘knowingly and wi 








and before the word ** made 








14. On page 52, in line 3, strike out the word ‘“‘may’"’and insert the word 
“shall,” and in line 7, same page, after the word “ depositories,”’ insert the 
following: *‘Such bond shall be executed by two suret und the penalty of 
each bond shall be double the amount of the estate bei administered, con 


to f 





ditioned that such depository will pay on demand, according t 
the court, all sums directed to be paid by suc Until sue 
proved by the court, shall have been filed by the depository no fund 
ing to an estate shall be deposited with such depository 


h order 





URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr.Speaker, lam directed by the Committee 


on Appropriations to report an urgent deficiency appropriation 

bill, and to ask for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions of the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June W, 
Is9t, and for other purposes 
Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums, or so much thereof as may be 

necessary, be, and the same are hereby, appropriated out of any m n 

the Treasury not otherwise appropr or the obje hereina x 

pressed, being for the service or the fiscal year 1894, namely 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Pay of assistant custodians and janitors: For pay of assistant custodians 
and janitors, including all personal services in connection with all publi 
buildings under control of the Treasury Departmen ide of the Distri 


of Columbia, $127,500 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 


To enable the Clerk of the House to pay to Members and Delegates the 
amount which they certify they have paid or agreed to pay for clerk hire 
necessarily employed by them in the discharge of their official and repré 


entative dut int resolution, approved March 893 


$200,000. 


ies, as provided in the j< 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


District 
the horses rm 


ot cs 


For reconstructing the barn of the Reform School of the 
bia, destroyed by fire on July 23, 1893, $6,000; for replacing 


ing implements, wagons, harness, feed, hay, and other materials de ved 
by said fire, $4,500; in all $10,500; one-half of said sum to be paid from the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, and one-half from any mone) the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the House does not desire ny 


information in regard to the bill I will ask for its immediate 


passage. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third readin ind, 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. SAYERS, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
REPORTING, MARKING, AND REMOVAL OF DERELICTS, 


Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, [ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 55 
the reporting, marking, and removal of derelicts. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States t 
authorized to make with the several governments intere 
tion of the North Atlantic Ocean an international agreement 
the reporting, marking, and removal of dangerous wreck 


e, and he is hereby, 
ted in the naviga 
providing for 

, dere and 


other menaces to navigation in the North Atlantic Ocean outside t! coast 
waters of the respective countries bordering thereon. 
That the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 


appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherw 
to carry out the provisions of this resolution 

Mr. MALLORY. The Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce recommends an amendment striking out the appr 
priation contained in the bill, and simply limits the exp 
that may be made to $5,000 to carry out this purpose. I ask th 
Clerk to read the amendment in the report. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is an exceedingly important matter, 
and I think it ought to pass without any question. 

Mr. SAYERS. There will be no question bout it. 


se appropriated 


Mr. MALLORY. The amendment simply strikes out the ap- 
propriation, and limits the amount to be appropriated to $5,000. 
Mr. DINGLEY. That will be attended to in the appropria 


tion bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 


tion of the joint resolution? (After a pause.) The Chair hears 
none. 

The Clerk will now report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, after the word ‘“‘thereon,”’ ins: he words 

‘Provided that the cost of carrying « such international ag ment, 
when made, shallnotexceed the sum of %5,000 on the part of the Gover ent 
of the United States. 

‘Strike out in lines 10, 11, 12 and 13." 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 


to. 

The joint resolution as amehded was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading; and being engrossed, it ‘ lingly 
read the third time, and passed. 








On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion toreconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- 
ris. 
. REVENUE CUTTER FOR SAN FRANCISCO. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
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The allotments provided forin the fifth section of said agree; 
made without delay by the persons entitled thereto, and shall | 
by the Secretary of the Interior before the date when said land 
clared open to settlement; and the allotments somadeshali be» 
the Secretary of the Interior, for the protection of proposed set 


This treaty was made and this law was enxcted wh 
retary of the Interior was practicing lawin Atlanta, ( 


| had nothing whatever to do with this concession to ¢! 


eign Commeree, reported back with a favorable recommendation | 
a bill (H. R. 2669) making an appropriation and providing for the | 


construction of a United States revenue cutter for service in the 
harbor of San Francisco, State of California; which was referred 


to the Committee of the Whole Eouse onthe state of the Union, | 


and, with the accompanying report, was ordered to be printed. 
REVENUE CUTTER FOR GREAT LAKES. 

Mr. MALLORY also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
oreign Commerce, reported back with a favorable recommen- 
dation a bill (H. R. 3297) providing for the construction of a 
sterm revenue cutter for service on the Great Lakes; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


BRIDGES, CADDO RIVER AND CROSS BAYOU, LA. 


Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, reported beek with a favorable recommendation 
a bill (H.W. 1919) authorizing the Texarkanaand Fort Smith Rail- 
roud Company to bridge Caddo River at or near Mooringsport, 
La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the aceompanying report, erdered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARK. 


Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Fereign Commerce, reported baek with a favorable recommenda- 
tion a bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort 
Smith Railway Company to bridge Sulphur River, in the State 
of Arkansas; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CALCASIEU AND SABINE RIVERS. 


Mr. GEARY also, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Forcign Commerce, reported back with afavorable recommenda- 
tion, a bill ( ff. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers, 
in the States of Louisiana and Texas; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees. The 
merning hour for the consideration of bills begins at seventeen 
minutes past 12 o’clock. The call rests with the Committee on 
Territories, which has a bill pending, the title of which the 
Clerk will report. 

RAILROAD STATIONS, ETC., IN THE TERRITORIES. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (. R. 3606) to require railroad companies operating rail- 
roads in the Territories over a right of way granted by the Gov- 
ernment to establish stations and depots at all town sites on the 
lines of said roads established by the Interior Department. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. WHEEL- 
ER] has eleven minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I shall use a few 
minutes of that time in replying to the attack upon the Secretary 
- the ass made by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
“LYNN]. 

I regret that the gentleman has seized this epportunity to 
aie very unjust charges against the honorable Seeretary of 
the interior. 

He says that the Secretary did injustice to the white settlers 
by allowing the Indians to monopolize and take up lands in ad- 
vance. 

If the gentleman had taken the trouble to inform himself he 
would have learned that the treaty with the Indians of the 19th 
of December, 1891, by which the Cherokee Strip was acquired, 
provided for these aliotments of 70 tracts of land of 80 aeres 
each to the Indians, and that the law specially provided that 
these allotments might be selected by the Indians. The lan- 


guage of the treaty with regard to these allotments is as I will 
read: 

It is further agreed and understood that the number of such alletments 
shall not exceed 70 in number, and the land alloted shall not exceed 5,600 
acres’ “hat such allotments shall be made and confirmed under such rules 
and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
when so made and contirmed shall be conveyed to the allottees respectively 
by the United States in fee simple. 

In order to carry out this clause of the treaty, the law by which 
tho Territory was opened provided that— 


The gentleman says that— 


If deaths occur there by virtue of these opposing towns, er 
murder, because they will be nothing less, must be laid at t 
Interior Department. 


The desire of the geatieman to unjustly assault th 
of the Interior is here manifested by his emphatic ass 
he intends to hold the Hon. Hoke Smith, of our ho 
ident’s Cabinet, responsible for all deaths which m 
the Territory by virtue of the facet that there hap)« 
two towns separated by about 3 miles. 

I did not intend to say one word in defense of the dist 
gentleman who presides so well over the Departmen 
terior, but sinee the gentleman from Oklahoma | 
proper for me to do so, I will state that, owing to th 
trative ability of that Cabinet officer, the delicate wo: 
ing the Cherokee Strip was conducted with a much 
gree of good order than there was any possible reaso: 

Imagine 100,000 to 150,000 persons brought togeth 
sections of our land, including, of course, many rou 
less people. They were crowded together, waiting fo 
signal, eager to struggle for the coveted and valued 
yet there was less ruffianism and fewer injuries to li 
than often occur in the well-ordered city of Washin 

Itis true there was some lawlessners, and some | 
and one man was killed by a guard; but so are peo})! 
killed in Washington, New York, and Philadelphia. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma should devote his ti: 
mending the Secretary of the Interior in the highest ‘ 
stead of seizing every opportunity to do him injustice. 

Had it not been for the untiring efforts of the Secr 
Interior, and the Secretary of War, and the well-conc 
ulations which they prepared, great injustice would h 
done. 

Might would have triumphed overright; the weak w: 
been overcome by the strong, and most serious dis! 
would certainly have occurred. 

i hold in my hand a resolution adopted by the com 
peer by the mayor and council in the town of Enid 

ollows: 

Wethe committee appointed by the mayor and council of the t: 
county O, of the Territory of Oklahoma, to draft resolutions }» 
the action of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad Com) 
ing to locate a depot at this place, beg leave tomake the followin 

Whereas the town of Enid is located and built on the tra 
served by the proclamation of the President for town-site pu: 
the United States land office for the Enid land district is locat: 
it is the county seat of county O, in the Territory of Oklahoma, i 
official business of said county is transacted here; that said tow 
now has, according to the enumeration of the census just taken 
resident population of 4,000; and 

Whereas per cent of the passenger traffic to and from this co 
the town of Enid the destination, 90 per cent of the building mat 
all classes of freight shipped to this county is shipped to the bus 
and merchants of this the town of Enid; and 

Whereas the only post-office at present located in this county : 
mail for the entirecounty population is of necessity hauled 2} miles 
the actual distance to the nearest depot, there is an unnecessar) 
sual delay in transmitting and receiving the mails for the peo 
town and county, and great inconvenience and annoyance and ex 
necessarily incurred by reason of the lack of depot facilities, bo! 
and freight, and the failure of the Rock Island Railroad Compan) 
the same at this point; and 

Whereas, from the present indications, we are firmly convince 
urgent necessity for the location of a depot here and the magnituce « 
business being transacted from this place is being kept concealed fr 
directors and principal officers of said railroad company: Now, ther 

Be it resolved, That the failure of said railroad company to provi 
necessary depot facilities to meet the demands of trade at this po!! 
unwarran injustice to our citizens who have settled here, made b 
improvements and engaged in business and trade, and is a revers:! 
time-honored liberal policy respecting the treatment of the patro! 
zreat system of railway to which it belongs, implying, as it does, t! 
is “something rotten in Denmark,” that the true condition as it nov 
should be presented to the board of directors and chief officials of sai: 
pany, and that they be uested to furnish such facilities for th: 
trafiic as the exigencies of the case demand. 

Beit further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be presented | 
president of the Rock Island Railroad Company, the Secretary otf ' 
terior, and the Postmaster-General. 

Very respectfully submitted, 


COMMIT 


Passed and approved unanimously this 4th day of October, 1893. 
D. L. DUNN, Mayo 
J. A. HODGES, 
WM. M. WILLIAMS 
G. E. GAGE, 
H. A. YONGE, 
J. K. McLAIN, 


Members of the City Council 
W. E. HAMBLIN, City Clerk 


Attest: 

















will be seen that this document states that 90 per cent of | 
a. » seenger traffic to and from that county makes the ‘town 
= its de stination; that 90 percent of the building mater ial 
7 classes of freight shipped to that county is shipped to 
' siness men and merchants of the town of Bnid. It fur- 
+h tes that the failure of the railroad to provide the neces- 
: ilread facilities to meet the demands of trade at the town 
of is an unwarranted injustice tothe citizens who have set- 
re and made bona fide improvements and engaged in 
. . have a letter from a prominent citizen of Enid, who | 
and estimates were made about a week ago by the railroad com 
were given out to the public that it would cost between 80,000 
00, Which anyone knows is farin excess of What it would cost. | 
say that the citizens of this place will or can put the roadbed in 
eive the ties and rails at a cost of not to exceed %,000 
| confident the House will not permit this wrong to the | 
n of Enid to be continued. The bill should pass without 
lise ting vote. 
lnow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
Mr. SIMPSON }. 
. SIMPSON. I understood the Speaker to say that we had 
ut ven minutes. I wish to inquire whether that ineludes all 
t me we have for the passageof this bill; forif itdoes, I shall 
supy any portion of it? 
SPEAKER. The bil! may be considered during the .re- 
mainderof thishour. The Chair stated the : the ge ntleman from 


A ma {[Mr. WHEEL ER], who had already used a ee of hi 
j n yesterday, had eleven minutes remaining 
Mr. SIMPSON. Mr. Speaker, there should be no opposition 


to the passage of this bill, and I trust that there will not be ary 
when members understand the necessity for it. There seems to 
have been a struggle going on between the Government, as rep- 


esented by the Interior Department, and the railroad corpora- 
i.e railroad corporations, through their agents, have secured 
an amendment to the bill opening the Strip to settlement, pro- 
vid ng that the Indian agent should locate the Indians anywhere 

Territory, instead of confining them to the lands that they 
iupon. There is where the whole t rouble commenced. The 
railroad corporation in this case, in collusion with this man rep- 





resenting the Indians, have taken up the land around the places 
where the town sites were located, and left the Government no 
room for town sites, so that the Government, in self-defense, was 
forced to go 2 miles south and locate a new town site. The 
railroad corporation comes in here and wants to have this bill 
modified in such a way as to locate the stations, if not at their 


town sites, as near to them as possibl: 
Now, [ hold that we are not here to defend the railroad cor- 
porations. We are here to look after the interests of the peo- 
ple. Alarge number of people have settled on these Govern 
ment town sites, and taken up property there, and they look 
to the ¢ 
railroad corporation to erect depots sufficient to meet their needs. 
[ a 
Kansas [Mr. Curtis] did yesterday, and want to del: iy this meas- 
ure, to put it off until another day, until they can hear from these 
railroad corporations to see whether the bill is satisfactory 
them or not. Ido not think we are here to protect their inter- 
ests. The railroad corporations so far in the history of this 
country have shown themselves sufficiently able to look afte: 
their own interests; let us take care of the interests of the peo- 
ple. 
[t is a well-known fact through my c 
corporations have gone into the 
business for years past. It is a well-known fact that they have 
controlled the government of the State of Kansas in vears gone 
by; and the struggle in that State has beeu between the railroad 
corporations and the people. And | that the gentleman 
from Kansas is here to-day partly asa representative of the Sant 
Fe and Rock Island Railroad corporation, and I do not wonder 
that he comes up here to protect their inter ests. Mr. Speaker. 
in my district they colonized more than 7,000 negroes and = 
them there six months at the expense of the railroad compat 


muntry that the railroad 
town-site and town-booming 


hold 


av\4+ 
ep 


y 
} 
_- 
es 


n surprised that members get up here, as the gentleman from | 
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;overnment to protect their interests, by compelling the 


to | 


| 
| 


purposely to defeat me because I had presumed to stand in the sir | 


path. 

This is the struggle that is going on all over the country—a 
struggle on the part of the railroad corporations to control this 
Governme mt. And they have shown th 

ing of the Cherokee Strip, to defeat the will of the people ex- 
pressed through their representatives. TheSecretary of the In- 
terior hasacknowledged that they have pnt obstacles in the way 
that are almost insurmountable. “Now, I think it time that Rep- 
resentatives here in Congress should “sit down” upon this 
power. Of course this is but a small matter in comparison with 


‘ir power, in the open- | 


| Kansas ”’ 


| law t 





some other things that these 
effort to control in the way 
it only shows the increasing and dangerous power 
porations in their effort to control t Go tol ti \ 
States. I[ say 


Ort 


of legislation in their inter 


this bill ought 
located at those new towns establi 
we should set at defiance thi 
Government of the Ux 
Mr URTIS of ] Kar 
being her 
n me? 
SIMPSON, I] 
when you 
» this bill 
whether l was satisfactory. 
* CURTIS of Kansas. I 
‘poration, you utter 
SIMPSON. 
was nota railroad corporation 
Th SPEAKER. The ti 
[Mr. SIMPSON] has expired. 
Mr. PL, Y NN. A 
gard to the opinion of the 
published in the RECORD 
hat he was governed by. 
lawyers who are members of th 
; then gentle: 
uestion whether or not this law meant 


} 
ind or that he 


the P 


nent: 


you me 
Mr. 


+ 1 
vold 





sit ‘+ 
put ou 


the bil 


d eco \ 
Mr Whom dic oO 


food deal 
g nd d 


1e law says 1en can put their own con 


irming |: 
I read 
rior Depart: 


take ‘his f 
town 
by the 


sites. from 


Int 


Lhnat any citizen of the Cherokee Nation, who, prior 
smber, 1891, was a bona fide n 
for farming purposes, made permanent 
ly part of the fand so « led and who has not dis] 
mut desires to occupy the particular lan so impr 
i a for farming purposes, shall have the right to 
tion of | il, to conform however to the United 
oT Lo ¢ race, as far as the abov« mitati 
t T he ‘wife and chi hetre any such « n 
ection that is above given to the citizen, an 
in making selections to take an) 
r that he can not take until all ull 
any citizen of the Cherokee Nation a resident within the at 
so ceded, who, prior to the Ist day of mber, 1891, had for fi 
poses ar valuable and permanent improvements upon any o 





of Nove 
farmer and 


ments ano nar 


resk upon 


an 


une 





mn of 


of se 
erence 
fathe 
and that 


f his im} 


‘ 
Nove 








80 cede xd. shall have the right to select one-eighth of a section of land 

rm t on nited States surveys; such selection to embrace, as fat 
above limitation will admit, such improvements: but the allot me ; ) 
vided for shall not exceed seventy in number, and t al l 
exceed 5,600 acres; and such a tments shall be m cor 

ch rules and regulations as shall be prescribed by the Secre 
terior, and when so made and confirmed shall be conveyed to \ 
respectively by the United States in fee simple, and from | 
paid to the Cherokee Nation for the cession so made the 
the sum of $1.40 for each acre so taken in allotme! 

That is the law which gentlemen have been | 
Chey have published in the RECORD the opinion of the Att ‘ 
General. Llappeal to you gentlemen here, who are lawye 
place upon this law the interpretation that was piaced upon it 
by the Interior Department if you c 

{Here the hammer fell.| 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move the previous t 
on the amendments and the bil 

Mr. CANNON of ee 1 would like to oceupy twoo 
minutes before the gentleman moves the previo 5 ) 

Mr. W HEELER of "Al bam M ime wil ) 
minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Perl by unanime eo! 
ive or ten minutes more might be ‘to t ntl 
still retaining the floor. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection the time of the gen 
tlemun from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER] wi be extended D 
minutes. 

The re was a0 objection. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield fir s to 

man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON of Lilinois. Mr. Speaker, in th« 
ne [ shall ask attention to two or three matte: [am y 
those Representatives living away from Oklaho: nd kne 
nothing about the merits of this bill except wha e have b 

| enabled to learn yesterday and to-day on the floor of tl Ho 
[ never heard of the measure before: therefore I think I n 
a fair condition to vote for the bill if it ought to be enacted. an 
ina fair condition to vote against it if it ought not to be enacted 
But it does seem to me strange that the bill contains the pro- 
visions that it does. It provides that these depots sl be 
erected at the town sites, which are from one to two or three 


miles from the railroad stations, which were 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. 


ted long ago 
Two and three-quarter miles 


i0cn 








2736 


Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
may be. 

Mr. KRIBBS. 
gestion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not now; [ have but a few mo- 
ments. I was going on to say that the bill provides these sta- 
tions shall be erected and maintained in perpetuity. That is 


One, two, three, or four miles, as 


Will the gentleman yield just there for a sug- 


what your bill provides; so that, with railroad depots located all | 


through the Cherokee Outlet, [apprehend wherever these rail- 
roads legally located them on lands which were purchased ad- 
jacent to the stations before the Outlet was thrown open, they 
are compelled under the provisions of this bill to maintain others 
at every townsite within from 2to 4 miles ofthe stations already 
located and maintained by themselves; and these latter stations, 
duplicates of the others, the bill requires them to maintain in 
perpetuity, without reference to the needs of the public here- 
after—— 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama (interrupting). But the gentle- 
man must remember that the town sites are located by the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly; I understand that, but 
the Government has declared these to be town sites, in place of 
the points where the stations are located, and the town sites are 
within two to four miles from the railway stations. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, Only one in the county, and 
four altogether. And the gentleman must remember that there 
are 4,000 people there. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
not matter. 

Now let me say, Mr. Speaker, all of these matters ought to be 
regulated, and if left to themselves would be regulated by the 
demands and business of the public. 

Mr. SIMPSON. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Not now. If I have a moment 
later on I will. 

Now, I listened, not with profit or with pleasure, tothe decla- 
mation of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SIMPSON]. Iam not 
a special friend of the railroads. I own no share of stock in any 
of them. Iam acquainted with no man connected with these 
articular roads, but I have no desire to oppress them merely 
because they are railroads, if this be oppression. They are en- 
titled to their rights and to fair treatment under thelaw. And if 
the gentleman could have his way he would put an exaction on 
the railroads that in the long run would be charged over on 
the citizen or the settlers, those adjacent to the railroads who 
patronize the roads. . 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman allow me to make a 
correction of one part of his statement? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly, if I am in error. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman seems to be laboring under 
the impression that there is a town site where the original depot 
site was. That is altogether a mistake. Nobody was allowed to 
live in this part of the Territory except those who were necessary 
for the purpose of operating the railroad company’s business, all 
others being shut out prior to its opening. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Oh, I understand that. I think I 
understand the case as reported by the gentleman on yesterday. 
T read his remarks, I will state to him, with great care, and I 
find this to be a fact, as I gathered both from his remarks and 
from the bill iteelf, that you are requiring these railroad com- 
yanies to do something that the ordinary requirements of their 
besisets do not call for. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I yield now two minutes to the 

gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 
' Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, following up the statement which 
I made on yesterday, I desire to make just one more observation 
on another point in reference to the Indian allotments. The 
gentleman from Oklahoma has repeated as many as three times, 
twice on this floor and once before the Committee on Public 
Lands, that this Administration reversed a ruling of the last 
Administration relating to these allotments, in order that what 
he characterizes as a steal of these lands might become effec- 
tual. In this he is incorrect. 

Those of us who were members of the last Congress, and re- 
member the passage of the Cherokee Outlet bill, know that it 
was not passed until about 3 o’clock on the morning of the 4th 
of last March, though approved on the legislative day of the 3d. 
Asa matter of fact, the late Secretary Noble never saw even the 
manuscript copy of the bill as finally passed. He went out of 
office the day the bill was signed without considering this ques- 
tion in anyway. And yet the gentleman insists that a ruling 
was made by the Interior Department under the last Adminis- 
tration that has been reversed by the present, by which the In- 
dian allottees got an unfair advantage. 

Mr, FLYNN. Let me ask the gentleman if itis not true that 


Whether it be 1 or 4 miles it does 
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| everybody except Gen. Noble himself, the law officers o5 , 
Interior Department, did remain; and, as a matter of fac: 
retary Smith himself, upon their written opinions, sic, 
report prohibiting the Indians from stealing these lands: 

Mr. MCRAE. [have no information as to who remained 
the law department. The Secretary is the responsib] . 
If any Republicans were kept in. I think to that extent +)j. 
ministration did wrong, and if the gentlemen who were pe: 
led the Secretary into an error, 1 am not here to apolo 
it; but, as a matter of fact, the last Administration made np, 
ing upon this question, and the explanation that the gen 
now furnishes shows that he knows the Harrison Adminis 
did not consider the question. But, Mr. Speaker, I deny that; 
present Secretary adopted any opinion prepared by the hold-oy, 
law officers. The opinion upon which he acted was pr 
Judge Hall, and is unanswerable. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I move the previous 
on the pending amendments and the bill to its engrossm 
third reading. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Iask unanimous consent to offer 








ment. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alab 
WHEELER] withdraw his demand? 

Mr. WHEELERof Alabama. Yes; simply to have the 
ment read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws his demand for 
the previous question, and the amendment will be read 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

On page 2, in line 9, strike out “five hundred” and insert “ fift AS to 
read ‘‘said company shall be liable to a fine of $50 for each day,”’ et: 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I now demand the previous 
question upon the bill and pending amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Alabama[Mr. \\ 
ER] demands the previous question upon the pending nd- 
ments, which are those amendments reported from th 
mittee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the amendment to the bill offered 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is not pending. 
~ Mr. DINGLEY. Only read for information? 

The SPEAKER. That is all. The question is upon or 
the previous question. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas demanded a division; and there were— 
ayes 107, noes 3. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No quorum. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments reported by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and | 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read th 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


c 


og 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 


announced that the Senate had passed with an amend the 
bill (H. R. 3545) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Rovised 
Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims, asked 


a conference with the Hous@on the bill and amendment, and had 
appointed Mr. STEWART, Mr. PETTIGREW, and Mr. BATE asthe 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 


WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 


The Committee on Private Land Claims was called. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire 
to call up for consideration the bill H. R. 415. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginis {Mr. 
PENDLETON] calls up a bill the title of which will be reported 
by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 415) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, established 
by an act of Congress approved March 3, i891, the title of William Me- 
Garrahan to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the State of California, and 


for other purposes. 


The SPEAKER. This isa private bill, and must receive its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to raise the point of order that the 
gentleman from West Virginia[Mr. PENDLETON] who has called 
up this bill was not authorized and instructed by the committee 
to do so in the morning hour. 
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—_--escsiillebanmanshiantta 
Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
mmittee to call it up at the first opportunity. 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask the gentleman some ques- 
tions—to interrogate him on the subject. 

he SPEAKER. 
Of course the Chair can not determine the fact without knowing 
more about it. 
mittee may call up the bill for consideration. The language is: 

ITpon which call each committee, upon being named, shall have the right 
up tor consideration any bill reported by it on a previous day. 
» Chair thinks, and the Chair has held heretofore, that 
this is not a personal privilege to a member of the House, but 
that it is a privilege to the committee to call the bill up, and 
that the committee should authorize it, or that the member 
should have the authority of the committee to call up the bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
of the whole committee 
me to favorably report this bill, and then to call it up for the 
committee. 

Mr. SAYERS 
question—— 

' Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. No 
will. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the statement of 
the gentleman does not bring him within the rule. I submit 
further thit in order to bring bim within the rule he must 
show that the committee specifically authorized him to call up 
this bill in the morning hour. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from West Virginia 
[Mr. PENDLETON] desire to say anything on that question? 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I simply desire to say 
that the committee authorized me to call up this bill, and that 
I notified them at the time that I would call it up in the first 
morning hour that I could reach it, and I am acting under the 
instruct'ons of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If the committee assented to that—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me a bill which involves per 
haps $30,000,000 ought not to be called up in the morning hour. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It does not cost the Government a cent. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
stands to be the rule, and the gentleman from West Virginia 
can state whether his authority comes up to the rule as stated 
by the Chair. Indealing with the second morning hour, the rule 
says the Speaker shall again call committeesin regular order for 
one hour, upon which call each committee, on being named, shall 
: lave a right to call up for consideration any bill reported by it 

naprevious day. Now, the Chair thinks that when a gentle- 
man calls up a bill under this rule he ought to be ex pressly au- 
thorized by his committee so to do, because itis a privilege that 
4s extended to the committee and not to any individual. If the 
gentleman states he is authorized by his committee so to do, of 
course, so far as the Chair is concerned, that is enough. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I under- 
stand that I have that authority, and I think that members of 
the committee pre nt will sustain mein that statement. 

The SPEAKE R. [In the opinion of the Chair the statement 
of the gentleman brings it within the rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It will not bein order, as I understand, to 
raise the question of consideration against the motion the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia submits, th: it the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whol<. 

The SPEAKER. It wilinotbe. s reached 
by voting down the mevion to go into Committee of the Whole; 
but the question of consideration can not be raised. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the motion is voted down, consideration 
can not be proceeded with. 

The SPEAKER. 





ce 





Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


. ldo not believe I 


The same end can be 


Whole. The gentleman from W est V irginia moves that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the 
purpose of considering this bill. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
ble? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr, PENDLETON of West Virginia. [I demand a division. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


XXV—172 


Is that motion debata- 





The gentleman might plead his privilege. | 


The rule is, however, that on this call the com- | 


I have the authority | 
They passed a resolution authorizing | 


The Chair will state what the Chair under- 


Why, of course not, because the House will | 
have refused to consider it by going into the Committee of the | 
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I was instructed by the | Mr. SPRINGER. I understand that this hour is set apart for 


voes. 


the consideration of bills called u 
The SPEAKER. It is. 


p by commit 


Mr. SPRINGER. If this bill is subject to the point of 1 
that it must go into committee, is it not right for the member 
| to have the House resolve its into Committee of the Whole 
| to consider it? 
| The SPEAKER. Thatis for the House. The Chair e not 


| order the House to go into C mimittee of the Whole 
Mr. SPRINGER. If the gentleman is ordered by the « it- 

tee to « il it up in this hour, if it must be considered in ¢ 

tee of the W hole, and this House does not resolve it i ) 
| Committee of the Whole, does not that mean that the House re- 
fuses to consider it? 
| Che SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. This motion is the 
same in effect as a motion made by nm vente in to call upa ] 
which is in the House when a gentleman can raise the que 


of consideration ag: inst that. 
Mr. SPRINGER. But that is in the House 
The SPEAKER. This is simply the same thing, only in an- 


other form. You can not sstion of consideration 
| against this bill, because it is in committee. The only way you 
can accomplish what might be accomplished by raisi 
tion of consideration is to refuse to gointo the Committee of the 
| Whole, which would prac tic ally dispos e of the case 

The House divided on the question of going into Com 


raise the que 


r the ques 


| of the Whole, and the Speaker announced that there were 
| ayes 57, noes 453. 
| Mr. BOEN. Noquorum. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota es the 


The Chair will 
PENDLETON | and the 


appoint the gentlemun from 


eman trom Min- 


point of no quorum. 
West Virginia [ Mr. 
nesota [Mr. BOEN| to act as tellers. 
| The House divided, and tellers reported 66 in the affirmative 
Mr. BOEN. I withdraw the point of no quoru 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I renew it. 


| The SP BAKER, Tellers have not yet reported the tive 
- | vote. 
Mr. BOEN. Thirteen voted in the negative. 
| The SPEAKER. Noquorum has vote Gentlemen desiring 
| to vote rill please come forward and do so. 
| After some further time spent in the count, 
The SPEAKER. On this question the ayes are 95, the noes 13 


The morning hour has expired. 


ARTICLES INTENDED FOR WORLD'S COLUMBIAN 
EXPOSITION. 


ADMISSION OF 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent that the House joint resolution 22 be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the reso- 
lution, after which the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

The Clerk read as follows 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend the act approved April 22, 1890, re- 
lating to the admission of articles intended for the World’s Columbian Ex- 
position. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr Speaker, I desire to make this statement 
| This resolution proposes to admit exhibits at the Exposition at 
one-half the rates of duty. I simply ask that it be considered in 
| the House in order tosave time. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Thisis very importint, and I think it should 
| be considered in the regular way, in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine objects. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I trust the gentleman will not 
raise that objection. 
Mr. BYNUM. I move that the House resolve itself into ¢ ‘om- 


mittee of the Whole House of the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of considering bills raising revenue. 
| Mr. DINGLEY. The question is whether thisis a bill raising 


revenue. 
| The SPEAKER. The motionis general. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Where can the point be 
not a dill ae revenue. 

The ae KER. The motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
is in orde 


 DINGLE wa 


raised that this is 


Provided there is such a bill on the Calen- 


dar. 


The SPEAKER (continuing). To gointothe Committee of the 
| Whole to consider bills raising revenue. 
| ‘The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. DocKkER n the 


chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
















































































































































































































































































































for the consideration of billsfor raising revenue. The Clerk will 
report the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) toamend the act approved April 25 
1800, relating tothe admission of articles intended for the World’s 
Columbian Exposition. 


Resolved by tse Senateand House of Representatives, ¢ That the act ap 
proved April 25, 1890, entitled ‘An act to provide for sohaien ating the four hun 
dredth anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus 


by holding an international exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and 
the product of the soll, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of 
Lilinois,’’ be, and the same is hereby, amended as to permit the sale and de- 
livery, subject to the approval of the director-general, during the exhibition 
of goods, wares, and merchandise heretofore imported, and nowin the Expo- 
sition buildings, subject to su_h additional regulations for the security of 
the revenue and the collection of the duties thereon as the Secretary of the 


Treasury may in his discretion prescribe. 

Sno. 2. That the entire stock of each exhibitor, consisting of goods, Wares, 
and nierchandise, imported by him and now in said buildings 
clared liable for the payment of duties accruing on any port 


‘ 








ion thereof, in 


case of removal of such portion from said buildings without the payment of 


the lawful duties thereon, 

Suc, 6. That the pen: sities prescribed by, and the provisions contained in, 

ction 3082 of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed and held to apply in 
ease ofany goods, ¥ re Ss, Or Merchandise now tin said buildings, sold, delivered, 
orremoved withoutthe payment ofduties,inthesame manner as ifsuch goods, 
wares, or merchandise had been imported contrary to law, and the article 
or articles so sold, delivered, or removed shall be deemed and held to have 
been so imported with the knowledge of the parties respectively concerned 
in such sale, delivery, or removal: Provided, That in the assessment of du- 
ties upon goods, Wares, and merchandise, imported and now on exhibition 
at the World’s Columbian Exposition, as authorized by the act approved 
April 25, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth 
anniversary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by hold- 
ing an international exhibition - arts, industries, manufactures, and the 
product of the soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Lili 
nois,’’ the fair market value of such goods, wares, and merchandise, as de 





termined under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890, entitied “An 


act to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,”’ shall 


be reduced 50 per cent, and the duty paid upon the reduced value when any 


of the goods, Wares, or merchandise entered for consumption 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order that 


we are in Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consider- 
ing bills raising revenue, and that that is nota bill raising rev- 
enue. It me rely rebates duties to a certain class of individuals. 
To be a revenue bill it must apply generally. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman cite some authority 
on the point that he raises? 

Mr. DINGLEY. [have not had an opportunity to examine 
authorities. I did not suppose it would be claimed that this was 
a bill raising revenue. I think it would be very unfortunate that 
a bill of this ec hi iracter should be determined to be a billraising 
revenue, entitled to be called up at any time. It is a bill simply 
in the ‘intere st of a certain class of individuals, and nota bill 

raising revenue within the meaning of the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It will raise revenue if it suc- 
ceeds in keeping these good shere.. If it does not pass, they will 
go back to the old countries from which they came. 

_DINGLEY. A bill remitting half the duty on certain 
goo ds belonging to a few individu: ils is hardly a bill raising rev- 
enue. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, this bill will raise revenue. 
T do not think there is any other gentleman in the House who 
takes the view of it taken by the gentleman from Maine. 





Mr. DINGLEY. It seemstome thatif thisis a bill raising rev- | 


enue, any bill which remitted any duty to any individual would 
be a bill raising revenue. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr.Chairman, I do not think it is necessary to 
discuss this question. I think it is pretty well conceded thata 
reduction of the rate of taxation often increases the revenue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this were a general bill, the question 
would be entirely different. 

Mr. BYNUM. Under the _ sit isa bill raising revenue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a bill which simply remits duties to 
om in individuals. 

. BYNUM. But that may result in raising more revenue. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. ‘The operation of the bill will be 
to raise revenue. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a matter of dispute. 

Mr. BYNUM. All bills affecting the rates of duty are bills 
raising revenue under the rule. The fact thata bill reduces 
the rate of duty does not tuke it outside the rule at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But this bill reduces the rates of duty only 
to a few individuals. If it were general it would be a revenue 
bill; but it is really in the nature of a private bill remitting duty 
only to a fewindividuals. If the gentleman’s position is correct, 
a bill remitting duty td one individual would be equally a bill 
raising revenue, and that, I think, would be a dangerous posi- 
tion to assume. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the House 
has settled this question by resolving itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering this bill as a bill raising revenue. 


Mr. DINGLEY.. No. The point could not be made until now. 








vy de- 





2738 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





The CHAIRMAN. 


‘om doubt; 


The Chair has not 
critical examination of the question raised by the 

from Maine, and is inclined to think that the question 
but, after such hurried consideration 
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been abl 


a 


le to give, is of opinion the point of order should 


ruled, 


Mr. BYNUM. 


prehend, 


Chairman, the joint resolution 
sideration is not a very extensive one, ‘will it. 
any considerable time for the House to d 
The first information that members 
order to be 


would nati 
advised of the extent and scope 
as to the quantity of goods in bond at the Exposition 


of the bil 


\ 


likely be thrown upon the market if this bi ~_ i pa 


to procure for the House that informa 
be ascertained, 


Sir: In ans 
Secretary Hamlin, 
the following dis} 

Total value exhibits 
and a half million dollars. 

Withdrawn on payment of duty or for 


c 


sand. 


Leaves on hand about thirteen million eight 
cludes Government buil 

It is not probable that more than four, 
would be sold under any circumstances. 
to about $2,000,000, 

The figures here given are necess 
goods have been appraised. 
quired to furnish regular or 
nished have not proven as reliable 
commercial operations, 

It is assumed, however, that the fig 


mately corre 


You are aware that several fore 


CUSTOM-HOUSE 
r’s OFF 0 
wer to your telegram of the 13tl 
who had received a similar i 


in bond receive 


lings, exhibits, 
or possibly 
Duty on this portion wou 


onsular invoice, 


neu 


I addressed an inquiry to the Secreta: 

Treasury, and he, in turn, called upon the c 

of Chicago for a statement. 

lector, which I will ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


yllector of. 
I have here the 1 


epo ( 


CHICA 


request 
, [have 


ition approxi 


ven hu 


hundred thousa 


five milli 


sarily approximate, as only 

U nder the reculations the e xhibito 
and those that have 
asthe invoices furnished in the 


8 given in the telegram ar: 


ign nations have built buildings f 


use in Jackson Park, much of the material for which is imported : 


cluded in the above statement. 
and it has practically no selling value here. 
Exhibits belonging to foreign governments, of Which there are mat 
would not be offered for sale under ’ 
Trusting the information will be sufficiently explicit to meet your 
poses, and of the members of the Ways and Means Committee, I am, 
Very respectfully, yours 


of great Value, 


Hon. W. E. Curtis, 
Assistant Secretary of the Treas 


Mr. BYNUM. 


ee sold. 


JOHN M. 


Chairman, 


but the committee directed an amendment becau 
fact that, in the case of goods on which specific dutic 

a reduction of the appraised value would giveno relief. 
fore, the amendment reported by the committee provid 
these goods shall be released upon s 
| the rates of duty now provided by law. 
jection made to the bill; 


This material could not well be re 


any circumstances. 


ton, D. OC. 


it will be ig ie 
goods in bond that are likely to be thrown on the mark 
not exceed four or five million dollars, which, 3 the 1 
duty now provided by law, would yield to the Govern 
revenue of about $2,000,000. 
vided for a reduction of the appraised value of the g 
half; 


The bill as first introdu 


5 


sale and payment of « 
There has bee 
namely, that a large portion, o1 
a considerable portion, of the goods now exhibited have 
While I have not the authority of the comm 


, | propose to offer an amendment to the effect th: at { 


his resolution shall not 


sions of this bill shall not apply to any goods contracted 
gained, or sold prior to its passage 
ment, of course, will be that the purchasers shall get t! 
of the reduction of duties and that the foreign exhil 
have already made sales at sti; ya uted prices will not be 
to pocket the amount of the dut 
pose to offer the amendment to aby iate that objection. 
wish to occupy the time of the House. 
whether we ought to grant this concession to the foreign « 
itors. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. BYNUM. 


The pur es of th: 


es released or remitté 


The question i: 


We would like to hear the amendmen! 
IT have drafted it rather hurriedly an 
read it myself instead of sending it to the Clerk, as I can 
ably read it better than he can: 


Provided, That the provisions of 
goods, wares, or merchandise sold prior to the passage of this 
and any purchaser, or exhibitor, their agents or representative c 
application for the release of any goods, wares, or merchandise under 
by virtue of the provisions her eof shai 
to the remission of the duties herein pr ovided for, makeand file wit 
toms officer of the port an affidavit stating that ‘such goods, wares : 
chandise were not sold prior to the passage of the same; and any person 
making a false affidavit as to any facts requisite to the entry of suc n oe ods, 
wares, or merchandise at the reduced rates herein 
guilty of a misdemeanor, an‘ lable to the same punishment as provi: de od | 
a for making false statements in regard to entries of foreign m¢ rohan: 

Se. 


re 


, before being entitled ther 
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Ir. COBB of Alabama. Suppose an existing contract Is 
ool nde led, then what? Fave , ; 
BYNUM. If an existing contract is rescinded, then | 


ippose the purchi user would not give the same price for th: 
Buy} : : ‘ 
soods, knowing that this reduction ‘of duty ought to ret 
eS 
pric ‘ . * 22 ‘ 
ae Bof Alabama. Suppose a contract existing at 
time of » passage of this bill should be rescinded, would t! 
= : > a/ 2 
goods come under the operation of this measure 
fr. BYNUM. I think if there was a resale the purchaser 
would get the benefit of the reduction. 
Vr. COBB of Alabama. gut the question which, in my mind, 


is a very doubtful one, is whether under the terms of the reso- 
on the rescinding of the contract would release those goods 

the operation of the contract so as to give them the benefi 
t] 3 reduction. 

Mr BY! NU [ think it would so operate if there was a bona 
fide release an 7 bona fide contract made afterward. 

Mr COBB of Alabama. Would it not be bett er to make the 


Otme 


provision clear, leaving no room for construction? 
' Mr. BYNUM. [ do not see how it can be made clearer than it 
is, But Lhave no objection toany amendment which the gentle 


l 
man may suggest for ae purpose of making the resolution cover 
more specific uly such a case as he mentions. 

Mr. COBB of Ala ama. It seems to me this point is impor- 
tant. The resolutionas now drawn provides that the provision 
shall not apply to any goods whatever which, at the time:of the 
passage of the resolution, have been bargained away, or with 
reference to which aconditional sale has been made. If the reso- 
lution be passed in that form there may arise a very serious ques- 
tion touching the condition of goods which have been the subject 
of a bargain, but which bargain is rescinded after the passage of 
th: renetats mn. 

. BYNUM. Your point is that the parties cannot rescin: 
the contract — 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Can notrescind it so as to relieve the 
roods. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have no objection toan amendment covering 
that point. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. My point is that although there may 
be a bargain of sale, yet if that bargain is rescinded and the 
goods are sold to another person, they « ought to come under th« 
resclution. 

Mr. BYNUM. To the same person, I should say. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That wor a invite a rescinding of 
the contract and the turning round and making a new sale. 

Mr.McMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman from Indiana {[Mr. BYNUM] 
will permit me, I would like tosay thatI was atthe Fair recently 
and on pricing different goods the answer wasin every instance, 
as I now remember, ‘* We will sell — goods for so much plus 
the duty or we will sell them at so much including the duty.’ 
In each instance, the duty if paid by ‘the exhibitor was to be ad- 
ded to the price. I] take it that if this bill is passed the pur- 
chasers of these articles will get the benefit of the reduction 
provided. 

Mr. ALDERSON. In other words, the consumer pays the 
tariff. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Thatis pretty clearly demonstrated when 
you price goods at the lair and see what you can get them for, 
ct to the duty, and what you can get them for, duty pi uid. 

BYNUM. I appreh end there is no division of sentiment 
on aha point that pur chasers in this countr y should get the benefit 

f this release of duties; and whatever amendment may bo nec- 
eons to carry out that object effectually will readily be assented 
to, I presume, by every member of the committee. 

Mr.COBB of Alabam: My impression is that in a matter of 
this sort nothing : shoul: be left for construction. 

Mr. BYNUM. It is better in all matters that as little as pos- 
sible be left ie construction. 

Now, Mr. Ch: io n, the question is simply whether this con 
cession s foal be uted. I believe it is afact that inno oth 
exposition have suc “7 concessions been granted either in this or 
in foreign countries to its citizens. 

Mr. DURBOROW. Are you notaware, or is it not a fact, that 
the same thing was done in connection with the Centennial Ex- 
position in 1876? 

Mr. BYNUM. I understood that there was an act passed by 
Congress at that time, and that thisisa copy of such ac t, but 

Mr. DURBOROW. It is identically the same, as I under- 
stand it. 

Mr.BYNUM. But there were no concessions then, as I under- 
stand. I had that impression when I prepared this report, but 
I have since been informed that there was no concession granted 
to exhibitors in the way of reduction of duties. 

Mr. DURBOROW. [ have animpression that there was. 

Mr. McMILLIN. No; it gave them authority to sell in bond. 


{ 
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BYNUM. Thatis1 mpression 


r. DINGLEY. This, t is the first time thata r 
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to the fact that that estimate n les th a 
M DINGLEY. The estimate of $1 
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re than four or five mill 
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snail De sold, the remission ot da WW d a . OOD.O00 
Mi DALZELL. Let me interru the gentleman to cw 
figu ner oe he probab! ‘ ount of sales 
 DINGI . If all of the goods should be sold 
sion of duties ol be $3,000,000. It is timated, | 
that the sales will not exceed four m ; ‘hat is a matter of 
don it. [t may not de in : ‘ t r it he “ry 


much more. 


Mr 
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aer tf 


DALZELL. I think that is not at all likely. On that 
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Mr. SPRINGEI Tl y eman n em 
of these « sxhibits are works of art and must be turne 

Mr. DINGLE‘ [ am well aware of that, but the v tion on 
them is a mere ii l one. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Dilinois. On, no; t] 
full | value. 

Mr. SPRINGER. So that deducting these ar hich 
would not be sold, and the immense muss of other mutter that 
can not be sold, [ think the estimate is quite a li 

r. DINGLEY. But, however that may be, Mr. ‘ in 
although the remission of duties may not excede #1 ,00 et 
the principle is more important than the amount i 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. But according tothe 
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ors in Chicago could have been made just as well in behalf of 
American exhibitors in Paris and in ican. Yet it is a fact 
that at the expositions in both of those great commercial centers, 
whenever an American exhibitor sold anarticle, he was required 
to pay the same duty that all other persons paid on that partic- 
ular article. Hence the principle of remitting duties in favor of 
exhibitors at a great exposition when the exhibits are sold, is a 
new one, 

It may be said, and said with some force, that these gentlemen 
are entitled to our favorable consideration, that they have come 
thousands of miles to place on exhibition at Chicago certain 
articles, which have suffered somewhat in transportation, but 
we must bear in mind that they came here just as American 
citizens went to Europe, to further their own personal interests 
in trade, arrd not as a matter of mere benevolence. It is no fur- 
ther and transportation costs no more from Chicago to Paris 
than it does from Paris to Chicago, and yet, when citizens of 
Chicago went to Paris in 1878, and subsequently exhibited their 
goods and sold them in the French market, they were required 
to pay the same duties as those paid by other persons selling the 
goods. Hence Isay that whatever force there may be in this sug- 
gestion, up to this hour no government has thought it worthy of 
consideration in estimating duties. Duties have been imposed 
and paid upon all articles placed in every exposition in the 
world, when those articles have beensold in thatforeign market. 

Hence I want to call the attention of the House to the fact 
that we are establishing a new principle in this matter, and that 
we are proposing to do for exhibitors in this country what was 
never done for American exhibitors in any other country, and 
what we have neyer done for foreign exhibitors in this country 
up to the present time. 

My attention was called to this matter before this bill was 
introduced, and before I knew that any bill was to be introduced. 
I was in Chicago visiting the Exposition some three weeks ago, 
and I noticed upon a large number of articles the placard ‘‘ sold.” 
[ inquired of one of the exhibitors, a German, as to how they 
did this thing. 

‘* Why,” he said, ‘‘ these goods were sold to bedelivered atthe 
close of the Exposition.” 

‘* Were they paid for at the time of the purchase? ” 

‘*A few of them were paid for, but mainly they were to be sent 
by express, with collection on delivery.” 

Now, it occurred to me when the bill was reported that as to 
every one of those sales which have been already made, and on 
which the American purchaser had — a price supposed to be 
equal to the value of the goods and the duty, that the only effect 
of a bill of this kind as to such articles as those would be to put 
the money in the pocket of the exhibitors. Hence after this 
bill was reported I called the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana to this fact; and it appears that an amendment has been 
introduced to obviate that particular objection. So far the bill 
has been improved. There is no doubt about that. 

I do not desire to do anything more than to state some objec- 
tions that occur to me. I appreciate the force of a great deal 
that has been said by the gentlemar from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN]; but it does seem to me that to allow these exhibitors, 
who are one class of importers, who have brought their goods 
bere for purposes which they supposed would benefit themselves, 
just as all other business is carried on in this world; to allow 
one class a rebate of half the duty ard not allow a rebate of duty 
as to other persons—Americans—who have imported perhaps 
precisely the same kind of goods and put them upon the market, 
paying the whole duty, is hardly just tothem. That is what it 
seems to me. 

It seems to me extremely desirable that we should not set an 
example in a matter of this kind, especially in the present con- 
dition of the Treasury, of rebating half the duty on these im- 
ported goods, under these circumstances, as a means of aiding 
these exhibitors. It would be a great deal wiser to py og 
directly from the Treasury the million of dollars practically in- 
directly given to them by this bill. 

It has been suggested that if this act should pass, so many 
more of these goods would be sold in this country that the 
Government on the whole would reap as much revenue as if this 
bill should not pass. 

Now, that is a mere matterof judgment. There are no attain- 
able statistics which can lead to any such conclusion. My own 
judgment is that a large portion of these articles, especially 
those in the fine arts, will be returned generally, because they 
are paintings of a character that would be retained in the gal- 
leries from which they came. If there are many sold here, our 
duty upon works of art like these is very small. It is only 30 per 
cent. Thess works of art are bought by people who can well 
bear the expense in that direction. I can hardly see the reason 
for rebating the duty with reference to them. Neither do I 
think a rebate of one-half the duty would be likely to increase 
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the sale of articles of that kind. It would only be 15 pe, 
and would not amount to a great deal, especially with the elo 
of persons who would purchase such articles. ~ ” 

But in reference to a large proportion of articles there t¢} 
likely to besold, it will amount to agood deal. Everyone 
stands that all the textile fabrics on exhibition at Chi 
be sold ”, the exhibitors, whether this bill passes or not 
never will be returned to Europe. They willbe put on th, 
ket in competition with our merchants, who, where the oo, 
have been imported, will pay the entire duties, and with o 
manufacturers, who are making substantially the same eliss of 
articles. It does not seem to me that a discrimination of ; 
character as to one class of imports as against another ec 
hardly defensible under all the circumstances. 

I have contented myself, Mr. Chairman, with simply statin 
some of the objections that seem to me to lie on the surface, | 
do not intend to do further than this, but leave the matter. 
course, to the judgment of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. DALZELL. I understand that the gentleman from In- 
diana was going to yield to me. 

Mr. DINGLEY. lI reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. BYNUM. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. BYNUM. As much as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to differ 
with my friend from Maine |Mr. DINGLEy], in whose judgment. 
as a general rule, I have the most implicit reliance; but | voted 
for the favorable report of this joint resolution by the commit 
tee, and I propose to vote for its passage in the House, because 
I believe it to be a measure of justice, and one that can be de- 
fended on principle, as applicable to existing circumstances 

Now, this jo:at resolution proposes to do two things. It pro- 
poses to enable the foreign exhibitor to sell for immediate deliy- 
ery the goods that he has on exhibition at the Columbian [xpo- 
sition. Upto this time he has never beenable todothat. Such 
sales as have been made have been made upon the terms that 
the goods should be delivered after the close of the exhibitio 
Surely there can bo no objection to that part of the resolutio 
which is only just to the seller and just to the buyer. Many 
men are prevented from making sales by reason of the fact that 
the party who makes the purchase desires to have immediate 
possession of his goods; and this resolution is certainly just to 
the extent that it enables a party going to the Exposition to 
make an immediate purchase and get immediate delivery. ‘his 
is only extending the same privilege that was extended to the 
forcign exhibitors at the Exposition in 1876, in Philade!phia 

Now, then, with respect to the proposition to reduce the duty 
upon goods sold by these exhibitors 50 percent. It seems to me 
that it is only a measure of justice, under all the circumstances. 
It must be borne in mind that these foreign exhibitors are ins 
certain sense our guests. They came here by our invitation 
They came here under great disadvantages. It is very largely 
by their enterprise and their generous energy that this magnif- 
cent exhibition has been made the success it is. They have 
come from all quarters of the globe, across land and across 
at great expense; and the result has been that they have enibled 
us to exhibit to the world the greatest exhibition known in its 
history. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] says that these 
people came from selfish motives. They came, of course, with 
the expectation that they would get some return for their enter- 
prise; that they would be enabled to put their gos:us on sale and 
realize some remuneration in return for what they had under- 
taken. I want to call the attention of the House to the fact, with 
respect to this matter, that these exhibitors have met with un- 
expected and unforeseen conditions. Weall know that the chol- 
era scare, for example, has had a great deal todo with deterring 
visitors to the exhibition. 

Many parties, I have no doubt, would have come across the 
ocean to this exhibition if it had not been for the cholera scare 
and we must bear in mind, also, that this exhibition has hip 
pened upon a time of unexampled monetary depression, when 
people did not have the money to spend; so that virtuy lly the 
disadvantages of the seller were multiplied tenfold beyoud any- 
thing that he could have anticipated, and we must bear in mind 
that under these adverse conditions these goods that are to be 
exposed for sale have been on exhibition for months: that they 
have been covered with dust in many instances, and are what Is 
known as shopworn goods; and, under these circumstances, 1t 
seems to me that we ought to make to them this concession. 

But there is another matter that has influenced my judgment 
considerably in connection with this question. The House will 
recollect that my neighbor here [Gen. GROSVENOR}, who is not 
in his seat to-day, was sent by President Harrison as a special 
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agentof the Treasury Department to act in conjunction with our 
consuls abroad in inducing foreigners to come here and exhibit 
their goods. He told me, and he authorized me to say to the 
House, that he had invariably, when addressing parties abroad 
expecting to be exhibitors, represented to them that the Treas- 
ury Department had authorized him to say that with respect to 


sales or duties, they would be dealt with in the most generous 


way. 
Now, while the Treasury Departmentof course had no author- 
ity to make any regulation affecting the law, and while neither 
the Department nor Gen. GROSVENOR had any authority to bind 
this Congress, nevertheless the fact being as he stated it and as 
I believe it was, we ought to bear in mind that these people came 
here under such circumstances. Asamatterof curiosity, | went 
to the Treasury Department the other day and copied out of the 
report of Gen. GROSVENOR a paragraph to this effect: 
Everywhere complaint was made that goods ex iibited during the contin- 
nance of the Exposition would be found at the end shelf-worn and injured 
py handling to such an extent as to depreciate their value, and that the duty 
jJevied upon the basis of the value of goods when brought to the United 
States would unjustly affect the seller. If the Department agrees with me 
in this view of the case, it will be a very easy matter to obviate it by a spe 
cial regulation, which it seems to me ought to be made, authorizing the re- 
appraisement of the g »ods at the time they are offered for sale at the close 
of the Exposition, as the basis of tariff charges. 


In all fairness we have no right to collect 100 per cent of duty 


upon the value of goods fixed before they were shipped to this | 


country, when as a matter of fact that value has very largely de- 


preciated; and in view of what Gen. GROSVENOR has said, we | i ( 
|} American people desire toaccord to it. 


ought, in my judgment, to do one of two things—either have a 
reappraisement so that the goods may be levied upon at their 
actual value now, shelf-worn as they are, or reduce the duty. 


Now, when you come to take into consideration that all these | 


|} at the buildings, the peristyle, the lagoon, th 


| all history, the truth compels me to say tht the failure « 
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Mr. Chairman, | believe this Exposition the greatest event of 
the nineteenth century. I would not abate one jot or tittle of 
the credit due the citizens of Chicago and of the business men 


of that wonderful metropolis that sits on the shore of Lake 
Michigan. Words can not descrine my admiration for the en- 
terprise, consummate skill, and business ability with which the 
great enterprise has been managed by these ge Che 
magnificent architecture, landscape gardening of th: nds, 
and the buildings alone is worth a journey across oceans and 
continents to witness. Perhaps the grandest sight of its kind 
that mortal man ever saw on the face of the earth is the “* cou 


of honor ” of this great Exposition. As [stood there and looked 


L- } 
luke, the { 


n- 
ifl 


there 


tain, the beautiful statuary, and the thousands gathere 


from every clime, country, and every land, and of every kindred 
and tongue, I could only think of the city that John saw in the 


Isle of Patmos—‘‘A city that had no need of the sun.” 

Having said so much in praise of the grextest exposition of 
the 
Exposition in its earlier months to receive the patronage to 
which it was entitled was due in a large meisure to the bad 
faith of the managers with Congress and with the country in 
the matter of Sunday opening, and not until the directors voted 
to close the Exposition on the Lord's day, in harmony with the 
vote of Congress and in harmony with the sentiment of a large 
majority of the great American people, did the crowd begin 
to come or the Exposition receive that patronage which the 
To be sure a little cheap 
judge issued an injunction which was understood by the muna- 


| gers to forbid them from actually closing the gates to Jackson 


| 


buildings have to be removed at the close of the Fair, and that | 


the Government, in order to have a reappraisement, would be 
obliged to furnish storehouses and appraisers, and incur all the 
expense of reappraisement, it is a question in my mind whether 
it is not economical for the United States Government, instead 
of having this reappraisement, to strike off 50 per cent of the 
duty. 


The objections urged by my friendfrom Maine[Mr. DINGLEY] | 


to this measure are two: First, he says we are establishing a bad 
precedent. Mr. Chairman, in order to make this a precedent 
we must have the same conditionsexisting in the next case; and 
the likelihood of any exposition ever being held under the same 
conditions as this one is very remote. So that, so far as prece- 
dent is concerned, it seems to me it matters little. 

Then the gentleman says that these goods will come into com- 
petition with our own. Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield not at all, 
in any way or direction, anything of the principle of protection 


to our American manufacturers and our American merchants. | 
But it is no element of the principle of protection that duties | 


shall not be reduced, or even remitted altogetser, upon goods 
that do not come into competition with our own, and it seems to 
me that these goods that are likely to be sold fail within that 
class. There are thousands and thousands of trinkets that will 
be bought not by the rich but by the poor, and by people in mod- 
erate circumstances, as souvenirs of the great fair. Then the 
goods that will be thrown upon the market are for the most part 
goods of the kind that our people do not import, curiosities in 
merchandise, and, outside of that, works of art, statuary, paint- 
ings, bric-a-brac, articles of virtu. 

Things of this class that otherwise would return to the Old 
World will remain with us to beautify our homes and our public 
ga'leries. I do not believe that the principle of protection has 
any application at all to works of art. Works of art, if I recol- 
lect aright, were put on the free list of the McKinley bill as it 
went from the House; but whether they were or not, in my judg- 
ment they ought to have been. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, not 
to further trespass on the time of the House, it seems to me that 
not alone upon the principle of generosity to those people who 
have done so much for us, but upon the principle of justice, these 
duties ought to be remitted; and as I voted for the report of the 
resolution by the committee, so upon these grounds I propose to 
vote for it in the House. |[Applause.] 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I regret that for once I am not 
able to agree with the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY], and I do agree with the remarks just made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] in support of this 
bill, and I shall vote for it for the reasons so ably set forth by 
him. But Larose foran entirely different purpose. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania referred to certain causes which had 
operated to injure this great Exposition, among them the fear of 
Asiatic cholera, the panic, and the appalling business situation 
which has been upon the country for months past. Great as may 
be these causes, to my mind they are not the main cause of the 
comparatively small attendance in the earlier months of the Ex- 
position. 


| am proud to say that from the first day that 





Park on the Lord's day. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the Exposition was practically closed on 
Sunday. The Government building was closed, many of the ex- 
hibits were covered, some twenty-three State buildings were 
closed—among them the Massachusetts State building—and I 
building bore this 
inscription, ‘‘This building closed on Sundays, by order of the 
great and general court of Massachusetts.” 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The Pennsylvania building was 
closed. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes: as my friend from Pennsylvania suggests, 
the Pennsylvania building was among those closed on that day. 

I repeat, | would not detract one jot or tittle from the credit 
which is due to the citizens of Chicago for this magnificent ex- 
hibition; and I am glad to say that a large number of the best 
people of that city were in sympathy with me in regard to the 
matter of Sunday closing and in sympathy with the vote of Con- 
gress, and I desire to call the attention of Congress and the 
country to the fact that the American people are a Sabbath- 
keeping people, and that they will not patronize an exposition 
which violates the Christian sentiment of the people of this 
country by adesecration of the Lord’s day. This fact and the 
experience of this Exposition in the matter of Sunday opening 
will be an object lesson to any future expositions that may here- 
after be held. All honor to the citizens of Chicago and to the 
business men of that great city who have carried to such a suc- 
cessful issue this most gigantic work of its kind of all history. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I should not claim the at- 
tention of the House at this time but for the statement made 
by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY}, tending in the di- 
rection of suggesting the impropriety of the legislation proposed 
by this bill. I think a legislator and a legislative assembly are 
always safe when they can say that within the limits of the Con- 
stitution their action is founded on justice. 

The most wonderful exhibition that ever was made on this 
earth is now about drawing toaclose. To make it the great suc- 
cess which it has been hascalled for the wonderful energy of that 
great city by the lake, the good will and attendance of the great- 
est people in the world, and the combined exhibits and efforts of 
ull the nations of the earth. All these have combined to make 
an exhibition which will go down to history as one which up to 
the present moment has never been surpassed or even equaled 
as an international exhibition. 

The people who have gone to great expense to make their ex- 
hibits there must soon withdraw those exhibits and box them up. 
Many of them have been considerably injured by the wear and 
tear of exhibition. Unless sold here, they must now be returned 
to their shelves abroad. Many of the citizens of the United 
States would gladly purchase these articles: but in the very na- 
ture of things purchasers will not pay for articles which are worn 
the same price they would pay for those which are not worn. 
The Treasury official who was sent out there to report upon the 
question has reported to the Treasury Department that there 
should, in his opinion, be a reappraisement of the goods offered 
for sale, and that on the basis of this reappraisement there should 
be a new assessment of duties’ p- (I be/ieve it was put in the al- 
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ternative) that there might be a reduction which would be com- 
mensurate with the damage done to the goods. This was made 
necessary, as is suggested to me by my friend from Indiana[Mr. 
Bynum], by the fact that there were specific rates imposed upon 
many of these articles. 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to understand whether there is 
any proposition to refund any duties which have been paid. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There is no proposition to refund one dol- 
lar of duties. The Committee on Ways and Means adopted the 
method suggested here of reducing the duty one-half for the 
purpose of simplifying collections, so that there could be nocom- 
piaint as to the method of collection and no injustice done toany 
purchaser, exhibitor, or seller; and in the next place that there 
might be a much more rapid transactien of the business by rea- 
son of the fact that the present rates of duty are known and 
every article will pay according to the rates already fixed by 
statute, divided by one-half. 

In consideration of the fact that the work of demolition will 
go on rapidly, and that if there should be a reassessment of du- 
ties there would have to be large storehouses constructed and a 
large corps of Treasury officials inducted into office or trans- 
ferred there for the purpose of making these reappraisements, 
and that it would be very difficult to have a reéxamination of 
each individual article proposed to besold, the committee thought 
that the quickest and surest way out was to provide that one-half 
of the duty ordinarily assessed on the articles exhibited should 
be colleeted if they were sold here instead of being returned to 
the countries from which they came. 

Thus much, Mr. Chairman, as to the motives that have in- 
duced the adoption of this method, rather than the other, of ar- 
riving at the basis of taxation. One word moreas to the justice 
of this measure, and then I shall be through. No man can go 
through that Fair and look over the exhibits without coming 
to the conclusion that enormous expense has been incurred by 
every citizen of the United States or of a foreign country who 
has taken part in that exhibition. There has been not only the 
expense of transporting the goods to Chicago and putting them 
in place, but also the expense of a corps (in many cases a large 
corps) of highly-paid expert officials to take charge of the ex- 
hibits and to show them to the greatest advantage. 

Now, it seems to me, sir, and it seemed to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, in view of the fact that many of these goods 
were damaged, and in view of the further fact that so much ex- 
pense had been already incurred by the exhibitors to bring the 
goods to our country, that we might afford to meet them half 
way and say to them that, having contributed their part tomake 
this one of the greatest expositions the world has ever seen, we 
will meet them the other half way and let them dispose of these 
goods to our citizens at a payment of duty a little lower than 
that ordinarily collected on these matters, and still byno means 
alow duty. Why, on ae woolens it will be still 50 per cent, 
and on many articles it will go from 50 or 60o0r even 75 per cent. 
It is on some, of course, lower than that, but on many of the ar- 
ticles exhibited there, the rate of duty, while not equal to that 
now provided by law, will still be a high rate. 

Il think, Mr. Chairman, that it is just to do this. I believe 
that we sacrifice no principle of good government when we do 
it. I donot believe that the man who looks at the tariff ques- 
tion, from a different standpoint from which I view it, can come 
to the conclusion that it is sacrificing any principle, or that he 
will sacrifice any in supporting this measure, when youconsider 
the fact that it is the exposition of these goodsfrom abroad that 

has made this one of the greatest successes of modern times, 
But inasmuch as one plea that is always raised for international 
expositions is that it tends to promota intercourse between the 
people and to create and foster that sociability and friendliness 
of intercourse that will result eventually in great good, I think 
we can with perfect propriety make the little sacritice proposed 
here in this bill and allow the remission of one-half of these 
duties. 

If we reduce the duty, as proposed, we may sell a very consid- 
erable portion of the goods in the United States and get ina 
not inconsiderable revenue in these times of stringency in the 
finances of the United States. But if the duty is collected very 
many of these goods that would otherwise be sold here will be 
taken away and we will gain no benefitin theshapeof duty at all. 

i yield now ten minutes to the gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER), who wishes to be cea 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, if there could be any ob- 
jection raised against the passage of this bill, in my judgment, 
it would be based on the ground that it does not go far enough. 
It proposes ee to remit one-half of the duties on goods that 
have been exhibited by foreign importers at this great Exposi- 
tion in Chicago. 

We must take into consideration first the fact as to what is 
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the average rate of duty imposed on the goods. in ord 
termine whether we are doing any injustice tothe Gove 
or the people of the country, or to those engaged in ma; 
ing and producing goods of lice quality within our own 
On textile fabrics, which are largely exhibited at thi 
tion, and which will be most affected by the provisior 
bill, the average rate of duty by the present law is o 
cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 


You mean on woolens. 
I mean on all textiles. 
Not on all textiles, but on woole: 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will bea little over 95 per cent 
woolens. On some it would be 150 or 200 percent. © 
ens, for instance, the average is perhaps 60 per c 
about 60, and soon. So that on textile fabrics the : 
of duty, at the half rate provided by this bill, will am 
40, or even 50 per cent. Quite enough, in my judgm 
imposed on goods under any circumstances, but part 
when you reflect on the fact referred to by the gent 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] and by the gentleman [ 
nessee | Mr. MCMILLIN], who has just taken his seat, t} 
goods have been greatly damaged, and are no longer j 
tion to be sold at the ordinary price or value; and th: 
sired in many instances as souvenirs by our people, 2) 
and do not enter into competition with those enga 
country in manufacturing like products. Itis notonly 
it, but it is even short of justice that we should remit « 
half of the duty. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has refe1 
fact that we are establishing a new precedent in this « 
and intimated that it was a bad one. [! can not 
whether it is new or not, but whether it be new or « 
good one. If I could have had my way, sir, in the first 
when this Fair was inaugurated, I would have provid 
law that all goods sent from abroad for exhibition should 
mitted free of dutyin bond, andif they were afterward ret 
to the foreign country from which they came, the bond 
be remitted. That is the law now; but I would have g 
ther and provided that if they were sold in this cou 
necessary proof, to relieve them from duty, would be th 
had been on exhibition at the Fair from beginning to 
under these circumstances I would have admitted them 1 
free of duty. 

Mr. RAY. 
they not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Such as only rich people would desire 
afford? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
Exposition yet? 

Mr. RAY. No, I have not had money enough. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I am sorry that the gentleman 
not been able to doso. If he hasany credit left, and | kno 
he has, he will go to some bank and borrow a hundred 
and leave for Chicago immediately; for the time will soon 
in which he will be permitted to visit the greatest Expos 
modern times or of any times; and I say in all seriousn ) 
member Of this House should neglect the opportunity w! 
now has of visiting this « air, if he has not aiready done 

I say this in his interest, and not intheinterestof the m 
ment of the Fair; because notwithstanding the financial « 
rassments to which the gentlemen have referred, this I 
proved a financial success. More than eighteen millions o! | 
ple have already passed through the gates and paid th: 
sion fee. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman aquestion. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr, SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. Did the gentleman appr 
of the appropriation by the General Government for the |! 
Chicago? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask | 
gentleman if he was not the person who, in a former Cony! 
proposed a rider to an appropriation bill, directing tha! 
money appropriated for the Centennial Exposition should | 
turned to the General Government? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ididso. Is that satisfactory? 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] said this was 
a@ bad precedent. I take issue with him upon that point. | 
think it is in bad taste for this Government toinvite the peop ics 
of other countries to come to our country and make an e xhibi- 
tion of their wares, and at the same time impose a duty upon the 
goods they bring, amountirg in many cases to the value of tie 


I suppose these are mainly articles of lux 


Not atall. Has the gentleman vis 


I would like to ask t 
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goods in the country from which they were brought. |! think 
this is in bad taste. I would have said to the world ** come here 
and exhibit your best productions without money and without 
price.” ee a! . : 

Instead of doing that we have endeavored to make their com- 
ing here a matter of profit to us in our revenues, and have 
charged people for bringing their goods here, when they brought 
them here for the purpose of exhibition. 

I want to say to those gentlemen who are members of this 
House, and who have not felt kindly disposed toward the kx- 
position in Chicago, that if they will only visit it before it is too 
late they will concur in the judgment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] and of others who have been the 
that all the sacrifices we have made and all the appropriations 
that we have made, and the appropriations that have been made 
by the various States have been well and profitably expended. 

“There never has been, in the history of the world, such an ex- 
position, and in my judgment not be another oppor- 
tunity of this kind offered to any people of any country in the 
next hundred years. ly conceive the great bene 
fits that are to result to mankind and to posterity from this ex- 
position. From this time forth the people of the whole world 
eng:ged in productive enterprises of any kind, will be able to 
itilize the methods which have been subjected and found to be 
best. They will be enabled to use that machinery in production 
which has attained the highest success and perfection. ‘They 
will be able to adopt those methods of production which have 
been approved, and which are shown by this exposition to be the 
very best possible. t 


Lwere Wiil 


Ve can scare 
} 


Henceforth there will ba no exeuse for the 
people in any country to pursuing ancient or unprofitable methods 
of production; but they can hereafter adopt and follow all the 
best methods that are known to mankind. 

So that we had on exhibition the very best specimens of the 
handiwork of the people from all countries, and that exposition 
therefore has added greatly to the benefits and the comforts of 
mankind. 

Therefore I think, if the precedent is to be established, it 
ought to be in the direction of reducing the duties and of even 
remitting them entirely, upon such articles as have been brought 
here for that purpose, and have in good faith been exposed for 
exhibition. 

The revenues involved are very small, and in my judgment 
this measure is itself one of revenue, and that we will not lose 
any revenue by remitting one-half of these duties; but on the 
contrary we will increase the revenues of the Government for 
this reason: If we impose the full amount of this tax, where th 
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like men. There was no exception made in those cases 
no reason, sir, although it is dd by the gentleman from 
nois [Mr. SPRINGER] that it isin bad taste to charge them d 
why we should violate the fundamental policy of this Go 
ment in this case. 

iow, what are those exhi s at Chicago that are Tected by 
this bill? They ir ods of ach uct tha b d 
by the wealthy [hey are not goo that wv Db 
average citizens of lowa and L[ilino und « ‘ ‘ . 
great West ind if they were, such average Cl 
the Fair would not have an opportunity to buy at this 


if this resolution pass, will be 


‘Si nd men who vill exhibit an 


, ] sé ‘ ; ‘ . . 
as coods that are called ‘‘imported,”’ and get prices 


Those foods, 
r 


SHON KE e pe 





They are such goods as fin os, elegant furs i 
Swiss watches that sell for from $300 to $1,0 

g s will be readily gathered up if your r 

tne verage citizen, Ww » Wan ltiz vy to yt 

will have to pay a premium that is equaled y th 

u seek to taxe off. 

We have, sir, in the Stat f Lllinois a watch fact } 
and in view of the promised reduction and annihilati fd 
by the present Administration the v es Oo 

illen off more than 25 per cent and one-fourth ¢« é 
have been discharged. You propose in this reso 
| off the duty on the Swiss watch, which will p 
petition with the output of that Elgin facto 
late the fundamental principle of this Governm« that i 
fundamental principle which has existed heretof op 
osed to that. I am opposed to violating the princi ( ) 
rty and of my country in the interests of tho , 


duty is high, it will be more than the goods are now worth in | 


this country, and the owners will be compelled to take them ou 
of the country again; but if we allow a lower rate to be imposed by 
remitting half the amount which was originally assessed, they 
can be sold in this country so the Government will get the 
benefit of that amount of revenue, which we would otherwise 
lose entirely. 

Hence I do not conceds the point made by the gentleman from 
Maine |[Mr. DINGLEY] that we are losing anything by remitting 
these duties in these times of financial distress, but I belie, 
that by reducing the duties we will be increasing the sales in 
this country, and therefore, by reducing the tax, we are indi- 
rectly increasing the revenue. 

Mr. BYNUM. If the gentleman from Maine desires to occupy 
any more of his time I would like him to do so; if not I would 
like to make some arrangement as to the conclusion of general 
debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
Iowa. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this dis- 
cussion that involves, as [ think a principle of our own Govern 
ment, with a good deal more than ordinary interest. [ believe 
that the position taken by the gentleman from Maine is one 
that is eminently correct, when we take into consideration the 
policy of our own Government. I believe that the position 
taken by my friend from Pennsylvania| Mr. DALZELUL}), altho 
he is honest in his position, is incorrect, in view of that policy. 
Iam one of those who have enjoyed this exhibit of national 


I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 


grandeur at Chicago; and Iam one of those who have given it | 


a great deal of attention during the three different visits I have 
paid toit. I think I know something about the character of 
the goods on exhibition there by foreign nations. 

I have noticed, sir, that most of those exhibits are made by 
firms that are luxuriantly wealthy. They represent the wealth- 
iest firms of foreign powers. Those firms came here in full 
view and with full knowledge of the restrictions that we place 
atour gates. They accepted the situation. When we made ex- 
hibitions in times past, in foreign countries, we complied with 
the restrictions of those nations, and we paid our entrance fees 


hats and caps, shirts and underwear exhibited by 1 
powers? Willasingle ordinary citizen in this country profit by 
reason of your extension there, sir, of this priv é thos 
exhibits? No; but the one who wants to buy a$300 S watch 
and the man who wants filagree work, which is 
ported’ (and made nowhere else except in Vieuna and Ch v0 
that is the very class that will profit if your resolution 
us be consistent, gentlemen 
As I said before, 1 position of the gentleman fri N 
correct. It stands fora principle. That p 
the policy of this Government, and is not in the special 
| of the wealthy class. Nota ] jitor to that Fai it 
this late day, get a single he price it is supposed t 
| be reduced to by virtue of taking the duty off. Me of tl 
| visitors have been there. The day when it sh co 
very soon; but a short time and it will be closed Who 
gather up these articles there now on exhibition? The nk 
| dealers, the shop-keepers, the men who will advertise them 
imported” goods and sell them for enormous profits ming 
that they have paid the dut: 
Mr. Chairman, let us be consistent in this; let us not fall int 
| the trap that has been set by the wily gentleman fro i 
[Mr. BYNUM], although I am sorry to see that one or t 
friends have tumbled in, and they go nee 4 
friend from Pennsylvania |Mr. DALZELI d my ft 
Massachusetts [Mr. Morse]. Let us 1 ito 4 
gentlemen, but stand for principle. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am very sori od c it 
my friend from lowa as to the question of protection b in 
| volved in this case. I donot believe, as he has asserted, th 
| by the adoption of this resolution we : oing back upon th 
pi ine ple of pr tecti Dn at ail. | think that was ly imlt ly, an 
completely explained by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr 
DALZELL |. The ole and on y purpose oO the Mio ( rf | 
resolution is to keep faith with the foreign exhibitors wh 
here upon the representations made to them by the ag 
| our Governmen 
Mr. COUSINS. The Government of the Unit State 
promised that we would change the | 
ir. HOPKINS of Illinois. The t of the Gove to 
the United States made those represen i 
Mr. COUSINS. He had no authority to 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Whether he had any authorit 
not, it is a great deal better for the Government o 1e | 
States to carry out the pledges of its repr thar 
to have these foreign exhibitors believe that w \orized 
person of so little char rr as the gentleman’s doctrine woul 
make our representative appear to be, to act on behilf of ou 


this class of nd who are not the ave 
country. 


Do you find, sir, in that exhibit suits of glothes, boots an 


Lpoods a 













Government in inviting them to come here with their exhibits 
The question here is not whether th i 
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or. 
Sensing here with their exhibits that the Exposition has been 
made the marvelous success which all acknowledge it to be. 

As has been explained by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL], owing to a combination of circumstances not 
foreseen by these exhibitors or by anyone at the time they made 
their contracts to come here, the enterprise has been, so far as 
they are concerned, a failure. The financial depression which 
has prevailed throughout the country has greatly embarrassed 
them in making sales of the products which they have brought 
here. Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no danger that the people 
of this country will have any injury done to them by reason of 
the amount of these goods that will be placed upon the market. 

My friend from Iowa has grown eloquent in speaking of the 
effect upon the operatives of the Elgin Watch Company if the 
Swiss watches of which he speaks are sold in our market. The 
Elgin Watch Company is located in the county in which I live; 
T am personally acquainted with the managers of that great con- 
cern, and with hundreds of the operatives who work there, and 
[ am prepared to speak for them when I say that this resolution 
ought to be adopted. These Swiss watches do notinjure the sale 
of the watches made at the Elgin watch factory or of those made 
at the great establishment at Waltham in Massachusetts. An- 
other point made by the gentleman from Iowa is that these Swiss 
watches that he speaks of will be sold at junk-shops. 
think so. 

The articles that are sold there will be sold to parties who de- 


were not, this is not so much for the benefit of the consumer as 
it is for the benefit of the persons who have brought these goods 
here. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. If the gentleman will permit me a mo- 
ment, I wish to say that it is a fact that twenty-five of the na- 
tions exhibiting at Chicago have applied for and received space 
in the California Midwinter Exposition, and that all of these 
goods referred to will be transported to California at the close 
of the Exposition at Chicago. 
pect to have not only the people who visited Chicago, buta great 


many more, who will be induced to visit California by reason of | 
the mildness of our climate to see what we can do there in mid- | 


winter. So that these goods will have an opportunity to be sold 
in California and will not have to be sold as the gentleman from 
Iowa has suggested. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. The statement of the gentleman from 
California furnishes an additional reason, Mr. Chairman, wh 
this resolution should be adopted. Now, the fact that when the 


expositions were held at Vienna and at Paris no such resolution | 


as this was adopted by either of the foreign governments in our 
behalf is no reason why our Government should not keep faith 
with these foreign exhibitors. The situation is entirely ditfer- 
ent. America, in making exhibits at Vienna or Paris, was sim- 
ply showing what a new and comparatively undeveloped country 
could do in comparison with the old countries with long estab- | 
lished industries. 
But here the situation is reversed. In that case it was the | 
same as New Mexico, California, or Arizona sending their ex- | 
hibits to an exposition at New York or Philadelphia. They | 
are always willing to do that even at great expense, because 


At that exposition of ours we ex- | 
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They have come here at great expense, and it is by their | special obligations to exhibitors who have come here from & 


| 


| privileges of holding their goods in bond in the Exp 
sire to keep them for their historical interest, and even if they | 


|extended to them as they had been to American exhibit 





they expect great pecuniary benefit from the exposition which 
they make of their resources, whereas no corresponding benefits | 
aie be expected by New York or Philadelphia from making 
exhibits at expositions in those new States. So, exhibitors com- 
ing from Vienna and Paris to our American exposition could 
not expect that the pecuniary benefits resulting to them would 
be anything like those resulting to America making an exhibit 
in one of the old countries. In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I say 
that no Republican is violating any principle of protection or 
any of the great principles that have characterized his party by 
voting in favor of this resolution. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BYNUM. Does the gentleman from Maine desire to oc- 
cupy any further time? 

Mr DINGLEY. I shall oceupy a few minutes. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask that general de- 
bate be now closed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, before that is done I wish to 
say afew words. In view of what has been said I desire to re- 
call and further explain several points which seem to me to have 
an important bearing with respect to the disposition of this bill. 

First, as [ have already said, it is admitted that this is the 
first time in the history of world’s expositions when any govern- 
ment of any country in which such exposition was held has pro- 

»osed te rebate any portion of the duties upon the goods exhib- 
ted from foreign counties where they were sold in such coun- 
tries. And [ desire to call special attention to that, because 
it is a complete reply to all the suggestions that we are under 
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rope to exhibit their goods—obligations which they, in hol, 


ing 
their expositions, did not suppose they owed to us when we went 
exhibitors. There certainly never has been a suggestion in any 
country where an exposition has been held—never before a syo. 
gestion as to any exposition in this country—never until ro 


G- 


cently any suggestion as to exhibitors who have presented t)ejp 
goods at the Exposition in Chicago, that there should be, o, + 
there was any intention that there should be, a reduct 
duty on their exhibits in case they should be sold here, 
absolutely new; it is a principle which no government hu 
applied to us under similar circumstances. 

Second, it has been suggested that some agent of our Govern. 
ment abroad has promised European exhibitors that if th, 
would bring goods here and exhibit them, there would be a pe- 
bate of a part or the whole of the duty in case the goods shoulq 
be sold in this country. Now, [ listened to what it was said Gey 
Grosvenor had stated to foreign manufacturers with refer 
to the treatment they would be accorded here; and there was 
not in that statement a single suggestion that there would be any 
rebate of duty on any goods that might be brought to this country. 
The suggestion was simply that they should be treated liber. 
ally; and by ‘liberally ” they must have understood that t! 
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| liberality which their own governments had exercised i 
I hardly | 


past toward American exhibits—namely, the according to them 
of all facilities for exhibition, the according to them of the 
sition so 
that there should be no difficulties respecting them—shou!ld be 


rs 


abroad. But there was not a single suggestion made by that 
agent that there would be any rebate of duty. I doubt whet! 

the idea occurred at that time to either the agent or to any ex- 
hibitor that there would be done here by this Government at 


this time what no goverment on the face of the earth had pre- 
viously done with respect to any exhibit at any of the world’s 
great expositions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is itnot true that our duties are very much 
higher than those of any other government? 

Mr. DINGLEY. As to some articles that is true; as to others 
our duties are less. 

Mr. HITT. As toa large part of the schedule, our duties are 
less than those of France. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, the French duties on avery large nun- 
ber of articles exceedours. Yet atthe Parisian exposition there 
never was a suggestion by the French Government that «single 
mill should be abated from any duty as to American exhibits sold 
at Paris. Itwas never thoughtof by any one, because it seemed 
to the French authorities, as it seems to me, that it is wrong in 
principle to discriminate in the imposition of duties between one 
class of importers and another class of importers. 

The gentleman from Illinois has spoken of the fact that the 
average duty on these goods placed on exhibit will exceed 5\) per 
cent. Soit will. And he says that that is sufficient duty to im- 
20se upon these goods. That is not the question. The question 
{s whether we shall give this class of importers a rebate of duty 
which we give to no other class. We talk sometimes about class 
legislation. Now, I ask gentlemen of the committee whether 
there ever was any class legislation proposed in this House that 
exceeded in that direction this very bill now before us, which 
proposes that an American in Chicago, in New York, in any city, 
or in any district, represented by a gentleman on this floor, shall, 
when he imports a given class of articles, pay twice the duty that 
the foreign exhibitors are required to pay upon precisely the 
same articles when sold at Chicago. 

It is class legislation, Mr. Chairman—a discrimination which 
can not be justified. 

If it be said that these goods have decreased in value on ac- 
count of being placed on exhibition, what is that but » claim 
(which I am ready to grant) for a reappraisement according to 
the value of the goods at the time of sale? If this bill proposed 
simply that, not a word of objection would be raised by me, be- 
cause that would be simply treating these importers as we treat 
all other importers. And I will propose at the proper time an 
amendment which will apply precisely that principle —which 
will provide that there shall be a reappraisement of these goods 
and that the duty imposed shall be upon the value at the time 
they are sold—just the same as is imposed upon every other class 
of importers. Thus we shall treat these importers as we treat 
all others. We shall treat these goods when sold just as if they 
were imported in that shape. That will be justice. 

Now, the suggestion has been made that we are under obliga 
tions to these gentlemen who have come from abroad and made 
these exhibits. Granted. Weare under the same obligation 
to every American who has brought his goods tothe Exposition 
and placed them there on exhibit. All have done it from acon- 
sideration of enlightened self-interest. They believed that by 














mm © 
‘ t] 
* 
F i? 
2 8 
* 8 
a 
2 \ 
us 


ee ar 







¥ 





1893. 
i a dni ntienls 


slacing these goods on exhibition at sucha grand center as that, 
t would tend to increase the sales of them in the future to our 

pat is expected as a result, and it is from that consideration 
that all of these gentlemen, not from benevolent motives, but, I 
repeat, from a consideration of enlightened self-interest that 
they have brought their exhibits here for the purpose of show- 
ing them at the Fair in order to introduce them and advertise 
them to the people of this country. And now I repeat, sir, that 

Iam convinced there is not a single one of all the exhibitors who 
ever expected any rebate of duty until it had been suggested to 
them after they came here. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? How can he make that assertion in view of the 
statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. DAL- 
zELL], who spoke by authority of Gen. GROSVENOR on this very 
subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ah, bui the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who gave the words of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRos- 
VENOR], did not undertake to say that he told these people that 
if they brought their goods here for exhibition there should be 
no duty levied upon them. He simply stated, and that was all 
he undertook or had the right to state, that they would be 
treated liberally; and [ doubt if at that time there was a thought 
among any of these people that there was to be a rebate of duty, 
because there never had been before anything of the kind. .The 
only inducement held out to them was thatif they exhibited 
their goods they should not only be fairly treated but liberally 
treated. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow mea 
moment? I desire to put a statement right there. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I desire to state to the gentleman 
from Maine that after this resolution, that is presented to the 
House by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. ByNuUM], had been 
adopted by the Ways and Means Committee, and the gentleman 
was authorized tosubmit it to the House, Gen. GROSVENOR’S at- 
tention was called toit, and he said that he was heartily in favor of 
it and regarded it as a very desirable measure, expressing at the 
same time his regret that he would be necessarily absent when 
it came up for consideration, because he said if he were here he 
would not only favor it because it was in the line of what he had 
represented to foreign exhibitors, but on the ground that it had 
induced many of them to come. 

Mr. DINGLEY. ‘‘In the line” of what we promised. That 
isa very accommodating suggestion. It was not the promise 
we made to them that they should have the duty remitted on 
their exhibits, but that they should be treated liberally. That 
was the extent of his promise. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. He said. and I desire with the 
consent of the gentleman from Maine to make this statement, 
that he put the construction on his representation to the exhibi- 
tors abroad as being inthe line of such legislationasthis. Now, 
if it was anything different, he would have suggested it or rec- 
ommended a modification of the resclution; but he said he fa- 
vored this resolution for the reason that it was to carry out what 
had been promised. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But, Mr. Chairman, that does not alter the 
matter at all. The fact stands out unquestionably that Gen. 
GROSVENOR never undertook to represent abroad that there 
would be a rebate of duty, whatever he may have thought as to 
whether itwas desirable or not. There was no such representa- 
tion made abroad, for there was no authority todo so. And I 
simply add in reply to the observation of the gentleman from []- 
linois, who said that it would be bad faith on our part not to re- 
bate one-half of the duty, that there would be no act of bad faith 
on the part of the Government in not reducing the duties; that 
it has treated the exhibitors liberally all the way through, as 
liberally, and even more so, than any American exhibitor was 
ever treated abroad. 

I notice on my left the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. Hirt], who 
was secretary of legation at Paris at the time of the Exposition 
of 1878, and I[ direct his attention now to the fact, and if it be a 
fact he will corroborate my statement, that at the Paris Expo- 
sition of that year every American exhibitor who sold an article 
manufactured or produced here was obliged to pay the same duty 
on that article as the Frenchman who imported it for sale in 
France. 

Mr. HITT. Precisely the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So much for that. 


Now, it has been said that we would increase our revenues if | 


we pass this bill. That is a matter of opinion largely, and I 


wish to suggest to~ the House that the facts seem to prove ex- | 
Let us look a moment and | 


actly a different probable conclusion. 
see. Many of the articles on exhibition in Chicago will be re- 
turned anyway. There are a number of valuable articles in the 
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fine arts department, and some other departments, that will be 
returned to the countries from which they came. But a large 
| body of these articles, and all of the textiles—I repeat, allof the 
| textiles—without exception, on exhibition by foreignexhibitors 
in Chicago will be sold in our market, whether this bill passes 


|or not. There is no doubt of that. In fact, many of them have 
been already contracted to be sold, or large quantities, as a friend 

| on my left suggests, 
Those goods will be sold here, whatever may come to pass. 


Now, we must bear in mind that this Exposition is near its close; 


and | may say in passing that the effect of this bill will not be in 
any degree toaid this Exposition, because itis nearly completed. 


The effect of the bill will be simply to grant a gratuity to the 
foreign exhibitors on the ground that they have been exceed- 
ingly useful tous. They have been no more so than American 
| exhibitors were to them at Paris and at London. There 
ways & mutual advantage in such cases, and there is no more call 
upon us for this exceptional treatment than there was on them to 
treat us in this exceptional way. 

Certainly there can be no complaint if they are treated in pre- 
cisely the same way that they treated us at their expositions. I 
have no doubt they were astonished when this suggestion was 
made to them, that they could get this appropriation of a million 
of dollars; for I desire to call the attention of gentlemen to the 
fact that this bill will, to all intents and purposes, give to foreign 
exhibitors at Chicago practically a million of dollars. Now if 
you had brought in a bill here appropriating from the Treasury 
| a million of dollars, to be paid to these exhibitors on account of 
the great aid they have been to this exhibition, who would have 
voted for it? And yet gentlemen in this indirect way are going 
to do precisely the same thing, and it is important that they 
should clearly understand what they are going to do. 

But gentlemen have said there will really be an increase of 
revenue on account of the passage of this bill. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, how preposterous that is! What class of articles will be 
sold here, if this bill passes, that would not have been sold with- 
out the passage of this bill? Not the textiles,as I have already 
said; and if all the textiles that are on exhibition there are sold 
they themselves will afford a rebate of duty amounting to very 
nearly the sum that I have suggested. They are to be sold any- 
way, and the same is true of many other articles. 

My belief is that the passage of this bill will not to any ma- 
terial extent—especially now that the Exposition is about to 
close—increase the sales of these goods in this country. What 
were to be sold will be sold whether this bill passes or not; and 
it seems to me—while of course that can not be demonstrated by 
any one, and one man’s opinion is as good as another’s in that 
direction—it seems to me undeniable that the effect of the pas- 
sage of this bill will be to deprive this Government of not far 
from a million dollars of revenue, which it would otherwise 
obtain. Ido not think there isany justification for our attempt- 
ing this course, especially when we would not be ready to vote 
a million of dollars to these exhibitors. 

If there is any call for it, do it by direct appropriation, and 
not in this indirect way, which serves to make a discrimina- 
tion against Americans who are themselves importers. The 
proposition is to allow a foreign exhibitor to import a particu- 
lar article and sell it at Chicago for 50 per cent duty, while an 
American right alongside of him who imports the same arti- 
cle is obliged to pay 100 per cent duty. Is there any justice in 
that? 

More than that, these goods that are to be sold in our market, 
especially the textiles, will unquestionably be sold at auction at 
the close of the Exposition. They will be sold under these re- 
duced duties when other persons, Americans, ure obliged to pay 
twice the duty on the same articles; they will be brought at once 
into competition with our own merchants and our own manufac- 
turers; merchants who have paid twice the duty, and manufac- 
turers who have made these goods under our laws. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to prolong this discussion 
| further. I have felt it my duty to state what seemed to me the 
| patent objections to such legislation as this. In doing so I have 
done my duty, and I leave the rest to the committee and the 
| House. 
| Mr. BYNUM. Lask unanimous consent that general debate 
| be now closed, and that the bill be considered by paragraphs. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by sections, 
read as follows: 


is al- 








Src. 2. That the entire stock of each exhibitor, consisting of goods, wares, 
and merchandise, imported by him and now in said buildings, is h« y de- 
| clared liable for the payment of duties accruing on any portion thereof, in 
case of removal of such portion from said buildings without the payment of 
the lawful duties thereon. * 


Mr. CAMINETTI. 





[ offer the amendment to section 2 which 


I send to the Clerk’s desk, 





































































The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word * building,” in line 3 of section 2, the following: 

‘Or that may hereafter be exhibited in the buildings of the California Mid 
winter Invernational Exposition, as per act approved September 1, 1893.” 

CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, on the Ist of September we 

passed an act permitting the transfer of goods now in bond in 
Chicago to San Francisco, Cal., to be exhibited at the California 
Midwinter Exposition. If we pass this law it may prevent the 
transfer of such goods in bond to San Francisco. I offer this 
amendment in order to allow that to be done in case this resolu- 
tion is adopted. 

Mr. BYNUM. I have noobjectiontothat. I have examined 
the amendment and I think it is perfectly proper 

The amendment was agreed ‘to. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

St Toes the penalties prescribed by, 


8 
> of th 


and the provisions contained in, 
Bection Bf 


» Revised Statutes shall be deemed and held to apply in case 
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of any goods - ires, or merchandise now in said buildings, sold, delivered, or 
removed without the payment of duties, in the same manner asifsuch goods, 
wa or me! undise had been imported contrary to law, and the article 
or articles so sold, delivered, or removed shall be deemed and held to have 
been so imported with the knowledge of the parties respectively concerned 
in such sale, delivery, orremoval: /rovided, That in the assessment of duties 
upon goods, wares, and merchandise, imported and now on exhibition at the 
World's Columbian Exposition, as authorized by the act approved April 25, 
1800, antitled *‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth annl- 
yersury of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holding an 
international exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the product 
of the soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illinois,” the 
fair market vaiue of such goods, wares, and merchandise, as determined 


under the provisions of the act approved June 10, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to 
simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues,’ shall be re- 
duced 50 per cent, and the duty paid upon the reduced value when any ofthe 
gooas, Wares, or merchandise entered for consumption. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
am rE 

Mr. CAMINETTI. 
nec essary in two places in section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. W ithout objection, the Chair will first 
submit the amendments offered by the committee 

Ir. BYNUM. Anamendment is made necessary by mistakes 
in the printing of the bill; and I will ask the Clerk to read the 
amendment from the oo of the committee 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the words “ State of Illinois” 
instoad thereof insert the following: 

“The rates of duties shall be reduced 50 per cent from the rates now fixed 
by law, when any of such goods, wares, or merchandise are entered for con- 
sumption, and upon payment of said 50 per cent said goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise shall be released from bond in the same manner as if the full rates 
of duties now provided by law had been paid thereon.”’ 

Mr. BYNUM. The corrections as made in the report simply 
change misprints. The word ‘ release ” was printed ‘‘ reduced,” 
and the word ‘‘ bond” was printed “ bound.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. These amendments may be considered as 
adopted. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BYNUM. If my friend will yield, the gentleman from 
Iinois [Mr. ALDRICH] has an amendment he desires to offer; 
and am would like to offer it so that it may be pending. 

. DINGLEY. I think I will insist upon my substitute, and 
just go on with that. I desire to offer a substitute for the 
ame ndment proposed by the committee, to strike out all after 
the word “Illinois” and insert instead thereof the substitute 
which I offer. 

‘he Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out all after the word 
thereof, as follows: 

“hat there shall be a reappraisement of such goods as may be sold or not 
returned to the countries from which they were imported, under such regu- 
lati as the Secretary of the Treasury prescribes, and the value ascer- 


tained at the time of sale, or the sale of such goods, shall be the invoice value 
of such goods for the imp sition and collection of duties. * 


. DINGLEY. My proposition is, in lieu of remitting the | 
aut: ie3, to provide for a reappraisement of the goods at the day 


The Clerk will now report the committee 


Mr. Chairman, an amendment is now 


in line 19 of section 3, and 


*‘Tllinois,”’ and insert in lieu 


of sale or the close of the exhibition, and imposing a duty, in the | 
nature of a duty on the valuation ascertained at the time of the 


reappraisement. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman propose to have them 
reappraised with reference to their value at the place from which | 
~ ; were e oe ted? 

.D-NGLEY. I wish to have their actual value at the time | 
of ths sales taken into account. As it stands, these goods have | 
all been invoiced on their entry in this c ountry at a certain in- | 
voice val Now, the reappraisal is simply to ascertain what | 
the eeuedl ciation has been while the goods have been on exhibi- | 
> and to deduct that. 

. SPRINGER. [understood from the reading of this amend- | 
ea that the reappraisement is to be made of the value of these | 


goods at the time they were exported from the countries in which | 
they were produced. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. No. 

Mr.SPRINGER. That would be entirely unj 
would take into consideration the increased 
by reason of the tariff upon them. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then I ask that the prop 
may again be read. ' % 

Mr. DINGLEY. If there isany doubt about th 
the substitute. 

The substitute was again read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That places it at the 
the sale of the goods in this country, 
in principle. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will modify my amendm 
read, ‘‘ The appraisement shal! be on a basis of th 
voice value, less the depreciation on account o 
tion.” 

Mr. BYNUM. I suggest 
the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois t 
over his amendment, because we have a right to p 4 
of the committee amendment for which he offers : 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhatI suggest to the 


> 


nois is, that this question ol the substitute be 


oy 
= 


value 


which would 


to the gentleman fro 


gentl 


me 
he can 2 ffer his amendment. : 
Mr. BYNUM. But his amendment is an ame c 
ee amendment. % 
Mr. DINGLEY. But thisamendment would hay % 
to the committee amendment, and if it should b : 
could offer his amendment to that. Fa) 
Mr. BYNUM. But that is not the way the rule ; 
TheCHAIRMAN,. An amendment to the amend: ; 
by the committee is inorder. Will the gentleman { * 
give the Chair his attention? Inasmuch as the x 
been offered by the gentleman from Maine, will th ° 


kindly indieate the change he desires to offer, ai 


Chair will recognize the gentleman from Illinois t 
amendment. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to modify the substitute | 


inserting the words ‘‘On the basis of their 
value, less the depreciation.” 


origin 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
amendment read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report th: 


offered by the gentleman from Lllinois. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add the following paormne: ‘ 

“And provided further, That all foreign exhibits at such Fal 
contribution, or purchase by the Columbian Museum of Chic 
use shall be wholly released from all customs duties. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that 
his amendment until the question of the adoption o! 
tute is determined. He will lose no right by that. 

Mr. SPRINGER (to Mr. DINGLEY). If your ame 
agreed to it will not be amendable, because the House 
adopted it in that form. 

Mr. DINGLEY. He can offer it as an amendme! 
stitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on the am 
the committee amendment offered by the gentlema: 
nois [Mr. ALDRICH}. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr, Chai 
marks on that amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I wish simply to say that the ( 
Museum of Chicago has been organized solely for sci 
educational purposes and in commemoration of the W 
of 1893. Its promoters are the men who have borne t 
the labor and the expense of muking the collection f 
lumbian Exposition, and I think that fact in itself is; 
that the institution will be conducted in a proper m 
that this amendment ought to pass. I hope there wi 













rman, is it in order to1 


“he CHAIRMAN. The question is on the a 
committee amendment offered by the gentiema 


mendme 
n from 


Mr. DURBOROW. Is that the amendment of my co 
Mr. ALDRICH? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. DURBOROW. That is all right. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the substitul 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] for the comin 
amendment as amended by the amendment of the gentieman 
from Illinois. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I think that before that subsu 
tute is voted upon I had better offer the amendment wiic h I pro- 
pose, as it is to be a part of the same section—really an amend- 
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to the amendment. It exclude all goods that have 

stofore sold. 

\IRMAN, An amendme 
time. 


i 
"NUM. 


nt to an amendment is in 











Then I ask the Clerk to read the amendment 
» Clerk read as follows: 
That the provisions of this joint resolution ullnotapply toany 
“ ‘ merchandise soid pas y $ resolut 
> ‘YY or exh 8 re} itive, making ay 
= f 1e release ¢ y ror me! dise, under and by 
\ ve provisions hereof, shall, before being entitled thereto, and to 
¢ ‘of duties herein provided for, take and file with the customs 
oO tb ¢ t t t goods, Wares, or mé I 
! old prior to th he sam and any person maki 
1 sfidavi s to any fact requisite to the entry of such goods, War ! 
' ndise at the redu I ein provided for, shai e guilty 1 
ino! Ln »T t punis im nt} ovid Ww I ‘ 
. ment iz x t entr oft ft nt Bi 
\ AN VOOR II ‘ New York Le t meask the gentie- 
n h » di imil ; between e exhibitor and another 
W I V oO pen »> h e st 1a h ; gOOdS before th 
1 ( s law to pay the full duty while othe who s¢ 
rds have to } only hilf duty’ 
i ROW. B e the sales already made hay 
hasis ¢ recular du \ 
4 of New York. That does not make any 
di rice will obably be the same. 
OW. O no 
; [ consumer pays the tax {Laughter. | 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the substitut 


offered by the ge itleman from Maine {Mr. DINGI 
committee's ar as amended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

nend by striking out all after the word “TIllinois”’ and inserting in lieu 
ther f as follows: Th + reappraisement of such goods on the 
basis of their original value less depreciation, as may be sold or not returned 
to the countries from which they were imported, under such regulations as 
the | secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; and the value so ascertained 
the time of sale or on the sale of such goods shall be the invoice yalue of 
iid goods for the imposition and collection of dutie 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, I desire to be heard 
for 2 moment on that substitute. I wish tosay to the gentlen an 
from Maine that the proposition he has presented by this sul 
stitute was considered by the Waysand Means Committee whet n 
this subject was originally before it. The Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury of the last Administration was called in and his 
experience invoked to aid the committee in the consideration of 
this matter, and it was finally determined that the way proposed 
by the joint resolution reported by the ge = sman from Indiana 
[Mr. ByNu Mt] ¥ would be an easier and bette way, and fully as 
ben nee ial to the Government. Under the cubeniiicla of the gen 
tleman from Maine, interminable trouble will followin making 
the reappraisement. Government officials say that it wiil be al- 
most impossible to do it; but even if it is done successfully, it 
may result in taking more money from the Government than 
vould be takea by a reduction of 50 per cent, because in the re- 
appraisement of many of the articles there will undoul ly be 
a larger reduction than 50 per cent. 
SWELL. That 
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Mr. COG 
volved. 


Mr. 


is no argument if a principle is in- 


HOPKINS of Illinois. I will break off 
line of argument I was pursuing to answ 
sachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL]. 
as | » been urging ough 
involved. It seems to me, \ 
ciple involved here. L see 
not vote for 


abruptly in the 
r my fri nd from Mas- 
who says that such considerations 
to have no weight if a principle i 
fr. Chairman, there is no great prin- 
»no reason why any Republican can 
this measure just as well as any Democrat. As ha 
been stated again and again, this resolution has been brough 
into the House for the purpose of carrying out the good faith of 
this Government to these exhibitors, and no Republican ought 
to be so hide bound on this question of protection as to put that 
principle above the honor of his country. ; 

Mr. COGSWELL. Was anybody authorized to pledge 
honor of the Government? Because if that is so, this questior 
does not admit of debate. 

Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. I have stated l, and the committe: 
should understand, the position taken by Gen. GI 
agent of the United States he c nneitted , 
action, or some similar action. Thi is my understanding. | 
believe. in view of the re presentatic ms made by that gentlem: 
we would be breaking faith wit h those parties if we should f 
to vote down the substitute offered 


lave 


tOSVENOR. As 


this country to tl 





here by the gentleman from 
ae {[Mr. DINGLEY | or refuse to adopt the resolution pr 


ented by the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. VAN VOORHI S of New York. I would like to ask the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKINs] who authorized Gen. 
GROSVENOR to make any promise as to what Congress would d 
in this matter? 
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Mr. DINGLEY He d t re i 
Mr. HOPKINS of Il I i to 
Do! ed Gen. GROSVEN ] t t 
ntact. of this Gove } I ( 
+ i + h } ty p ; “dd fy» 
é t trouble 1n get I ) 
ing their « ibits to Chicag« t « 
la ex! yitors wi ad be ‘ 
I 1 iceme to D LO { 
ire ul i chair { Al t t the 
ir Ss expenst And it will not do 1 
edit ou I itat wh 
d authority, or n¢ 
M SWE What ‘ 
l te of du 
D HOPKINS o I | 
eu ( + on t rt p 
1 care of, liberal ‘ 1 qu ‘ 
the 0 I { th r 1 
MITH of noi Is it t a fact that t ( 
l m made those t I \ ) 
( ) me ts he W e 
the Fi first Congress in ence 
fe urpose of hHipitio 
M1 OPKINS nois. . GROSVI | 
ire of th | sthat discussed t | 
larg oO lu tl e pari rie VM 
} as a subiec | discussion, no \ ( ‘ 
’ 2, but with rwortl the ( \ 
representitives 
{Here the hamn J 
Mr. DINGLEY. hairm on th ) 
the gentleman from [llinois |Mr. HopKp we 
rood fai h tO MAKSe this rebate of d ity on ) 1b OF pr 
tions of Gen. GROSVENOR, our agent road, | 
repeat what I think is well unde od, that G ( 
only promised that the Govern nt wou lib 
foreigners who should come here and ex! 
made no suggestion that there would | ! ! vate 
he was not asked to make any such: cessio1 e ,a 
alroa Ly said, there never had been any such thing done at 


xpos! ition. 


" Mr, SPRINGER. This is a good opportunity (is it nm 


‘deal liberally” with these parties? Why not do it? 
Mr.DINGLEY. Ifthe gentle nan from [llinois|Mr. Sp 
.oses to introduce a resolution appropriating $1,000,000 
Treasury for the purp¢ s0 of * dealing | berally ” with for 





exhibitors which is wh ut it is i directly pro 
here—then we will test the question what is *‘ dea 
in a matter of this kind. But this indirec 
the question is what I 

Mir VAN VOORHIS of 
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nning behind in its ex litue ( 7 ‘ ) 
onth, of course we can alford to 
) DINGLEY. A single word to ti I 
of reappraisement. In the first p I difl 
hay ry smalie <pense a reappraisement of 1 
toa be sold; because there are customs officials n 
KE ( they have the ori ial invoices; they are ob 
lave ym for th purpose of collecting 1 ipon 
I he ] nd this being so, at the time the ( 
mal in imate of the amount of duti n oO 
t 1 unde such regulation s th 
i : t, reapprais 3 
pre 
0 th y ) t] 4 
Wi < tI ict in ch « 6 ( 
now ; 1 p m mea. ve I 
h ook considerable pains at the Expos ym near 
W ) ‘ ne into the condition of the artic! 
n as toa! ge part of the goods they h 
{ 1ed by a human hand since they were placed 
it the becinnir of the fair The f g ‘ 
it, and not even a particle ot 
re cisely the same condi l 
ind thes 10unt to more than th f is of th ! 
hs n acd i for that purpo 
( lt ( eciatio yt 
nV I ! nt ¢ 
Li! ‘ ( of hh v ug t 
‘ 
\ i 1 furtl h ( i I to p 
cussion [It seems to n i ' 
tl » close of the Ex l ( 
t to account any d ] ul 
l 1e progress of the 5 just, a 7 m 
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all the suggestions made to the exhibitors abroad on the part | to be transferred to the California Midwinter Exposition, y, se 
of this Government that it would deal liberally with them. At | the same conditions. ee 


the same time it makes no discrimination against our own citi- 
zens who have imported and are engaged in importing goods of 


Mr. DALZELL. It doesnot say so. That is the point, 
Mr. BYNUM. That law has been passed, and the proy 


a similar character. of this bill would probably work a repeal of the law atfaou.. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me to | the San Francisco exposition. This is simply to allow that ),8 

ask him this question? Of course it will be very easy to op to operate as to the goods that may transferred. - 

praise goods on which the duties are ad valorem, but how would | Mr. DALZELL. Then thisamendment doesnot permit 


you regulate the matter of specific duties? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Almost all of these goods bear ad valorem 
duties. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, the great bulk of them do, and those 
that bear specific duties, mainly metal goods, are not liable to 
depreciation. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, yes; some of them depreciate largely. 
But if we concede that your principle will work out all right so 
far as the ad valorem duties are concerned, how about the goods, 
I repeat, that bear exclusively specific duties? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam not aware of any goods that bear an ex- 
clusively specific duty that would be subject to any injury when 
inclosed in glass cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BYNUM. [Iask for a vote on the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute proposed by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question was taken; and ona division there were—ayes 21, 
noes 78. 

Mr. BARNES. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Lhopethe gentleman will notdothat. There 
is a decisive vote against the substitute, and it is unnecessary to 
prolong the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BARNES and Mr. BYNUM were appointed tellers. 

Mr. BARNES. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So, no further count being demanded, the substitute was re- 
jected. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend- 
ment to come in in section 3, made necessary by reason of the 
adoption of the first amendment to section 2. 

Mr. BYNUM. This does not affect the amendment already 
adopted; it affects a previous section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question recurs on the commit- 
tee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the amendment | 


proposed by the gentleman from California. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the word “sold,” in line 5, section 3, the words, ‘‘or that may 
hereafter be exhibited in the building of the California Midwinter Interna- 
tional Exposition, as per act approved September 1, 1893.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. ‘Shere is another amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, to this same section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the word “Illinois,” in line 19, section 3, the words, ‘tor that 
may hereafter be exhibited in the buildings of the California Midwinter In- 
ternational Exposition, as per act approved September 1, 1893.’’ 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me scarcely worth while to 
make the maqcoenes. Mr. Chairman, but are you not opening a 
pretty wide field when you say all articles that may hereafter be 
exhibited? 

Mr. BYNUM. It only applies to those now in bond as exhib- 
its at Chicago. 

Mr. DINGLEY, I do not think the amendment is confined 
exclusively to that class. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move that the committee rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the joint resolution H. Res. 22, had directed him 
to report the same favorably to the House with amendments. 

Mr. BYNUM. I demand the previous question upon the 
amendments, and the bill to its passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be a demand for a separate 
vote upon any amendment, the vote will be taken on all the 


that may hereafter be imported, and that may be taken { 
fornia, to come in under 50 per cent of the regular duty? 
Mr. CAMINETTI. Oh, no. : 
Mr. BYNUM. Not at all. 
The amendments reported by the committee were agre. 4, 
The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be en 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, was ace 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BYNUM, a motion to reconsider ¢} 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as {, 
To Mr. SICKLES, for five days, on account of importa 
ness. 
To Mr. DANIELS, to allow him to register as a voter. 
PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move that the House pe. 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the stato 
of the Union for the purpose of further considering bills on the 
| Union Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid. 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public ing 
and binding, and the distribution of public documents, with Mr 
DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. At the time the committee rose the point 
of no quorum had been made against the amendment offered by 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. S7oNz), 
which amendment the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the pending amendment, as follows: 

And the Public Printer is further authorized and directed to furnish 
complete set of the Rebellion Records to each Senator and Mem 
present Congress not already by law entitled to receive the same 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is upon the amendment 
| just read. 

The question being taken, the Chairman announced that the 
| noes seemed to have it. 

On a division, demanded by Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, 
there were—ayes 55, noes 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I give notice that I shall 
ask for the yeas and nays in the House on this amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill by sections, 
read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall cause the Official Register to be edited, 
indexed, and published by the appointment clerk of the Interior | . 
ment, on the Ist day of December following the ist day of July above men- 
tioned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I offer the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 377 and 378 strike out the words “appointment clerk " and insert 
the words ‘“‘superintendent of documents.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

SEc. 88. The Vice-President, Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in 
Congress, the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House of Repr« senta- 
tives may send and receive through the mail all public documents printed 
| by order of Congress; and the name of the Vice-President, Senator, Kepre- 
sentative, Delegate, Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of the House shall 
be written thereon, with the proper designation of the office he holds; and 
the provisions of this section shall apply to each of the persons name t therein 
until the Ist day of December following the expiration of their respecUve 
terms of office. ; 

The Vice-President, members and members-elect of and Delegates and Dele 
gates-elect to Congress shall have the privilege of sending free through the 
mails, and under their frank, any mail matter to any Government oficia: 

Mr. HAYES. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 88 the following: 















amendments together. 


Mr. DALZELL. I would like to have the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETTI] reported again. 
The amendment was again read. 


Mr. BYNUM.. That simply allows exhibits now at Chicago 


“Or to any person, corresponcence not exceeding 2 ounces in weight, 
upon official or departmental business.” 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, it is well known that the frank- 
ing privilege formerly existed to an almost unlimited extent, and 
that by reason of abuses of that privilege it was practically en- 
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away with. Since then it has been allowed to send 
letters to Government officials, but no provision has been made 
for sending what we get from the Departments to the persons to 
whom the letters or documents are to be sent, and it is by no 
means universal that penalty envelopes are sent for that purpose 
by the Departments. It seems to me this ought to be made to 
cover that deficiency, and it is so worded as to guard it against 
abuses, limiting it to departmental and official business, and also 
limiting the weight to 2 ounces. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


tirely done 


I can not hear the gentle- 
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man from Iowa [Mr. HAyYEs], and Iam quite sure other gentle- | 


men are unable to hear what he has said. 
man to repeat the substance of what he has said. 

Mr. HAYES. Let the amendment be again read. 
explain itself. ; 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HAYES. I do not care about the question of weight; but 
[ thought that would be small enough. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
and insert ‘‘ one.” 

Mr. HAYES. 
isfactory. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman 
from Iowa to modify his amendment? 

Mr. HAYES. Ido. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I was going to ask the gentleman where it 
varies from the present law? We now have the right to send 
letters to the heads of Departments. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; but there is no provision made in the law 
for sending what you getfrom the Departments to those for whom 
you make the inquiry; and the return letters are not sent in all 
instances. They are generally from the Pension Office, but not 
from the other Departments. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But we have a stationery 
That was given originally in lieu of the franking 
understand it. 

Mr. HAYES. That is very true; but this does not give full 
franking privilege. 
far as weight or bulk is concerned, and refers entirely to de- 
partmental and official business. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
gentleman to was that when the franking privilege was abol- 
ished the present stationery account was given in lieu of that, 


[I move to strike out ‘‘two” 


I accept the amendment. That is entirely sat- 


account now. 
privilege, as | 


That will | 


But what I was calling the attention of the | 


| willask the gentle- | 





It simply gives a very limited amount, so | 


as [ have been informed, although I have not made an examina- | 


tion of the fact. 

Mr. HAYES. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the stationery account remains still if 
this amendment is adopted. 

Mr. HAYES. There is no reason to change that, because this 
only relates to letters from the Departments; and the franking 
privilege was for all purposes. I do notknow how true itis: but 
to illustrate what was said about the franking privilege, I have 
heard it said « dozen times that members used to send their 
washing home under the franking privilege. [Laughter.] Per- 
haps that was really meant as an illustration of the extent to 
which it was used. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. 
of stationery account. 
ter. ] 

Mr. HAYES. No; it simply applies to letters such as relate 
to departmental and official business; and it seems to me that 
there can be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me. 
As I understand, the franking privilege was abolished by Con- 
gress because it was very muchabused. It had been carried to a 
ridiculons extreme; then we have gone to the otherextreme, and 
allowed $150 on stationery account. 

Mr. HAYES. Ithink the gentleman is right in both proposi- 
tions, and this is just to rectify the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct the attention of the 
gentleman from iowa to the reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Now, are we toadd the washing? [Laugh- 


Or to any person, correspondence not exceeding an ounce in weight. 


Mr. HAYES. That is as I want it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. This would not includea letter addressed to 
a constituent in connection with that business. 

Mr. HAYES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
sponse from a Department to inclose it in an envelope and send 
it to the party? 

Mr. HAYES. 
governmental and official business. 

_ Mr. SIBLEY. Would it preclude-me from inclosing a letter 
in respect to the official and departmental business? 

Mr. HAYES. I think it would not, under the ruling that was 


Congress cutoff the washing, but gave $150 | 


| competition between the Public Printer and 


| matter respectively, under separate advertisements calling for propos 


made in the case of the gentleman from Massachusetts, by the 
Assistant Attorney-General 
Mr. MCNAGNY. He held just the other way. 


Mr. HERMANN. Had the Commissioner of Pensions the 
right to make that rule? 

Mr. HAYES. I am speaking of the ruling of the Assistant 
Attorney-General, in which he held that he had the right to 


send that letter. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is it under that clause of 
mits members of Congress to avail themselves of this particular 
yrivilege? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendmentoffered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HAYES. Division. 

The committee divided, and there were—ayes 42, noes 40; so 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I offer the amendment which | 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


the law that per- 


send 


Add to section 90 the following \nd all blanks, blank books, and printed 
or engraved matter of every kind whatsoever supplied by the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre- 
tary of War. the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of Agriculture, the 
Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General, to any of the employés or 
bureaus under them, or used by them in their Departments, shall be obtained 
from the lowest responsible bidders for furnishing printed and engraved 
ils to 
furnish the same for a period of four years under such conditions as such 
Secretaries and the Postmaster-General and the Attorney-General may pre- 
seribe: Provided, That the Public Printer and the Chief of the Bureau of 
Engraving and Printing of the Treasury Department shall submit respec 


| tively estimates of the cost of printing such printed and engraved matter as 


may be required for use in the said Departments of the Government, and 
they shall furnish such printed and engraved matter whenever, upon their es 
timates of the cost of the expenditure thereof will be less than upon propo- 
sals madeas above provided for."’ 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The bill now under consideration, it 
would seem from the statements made by its friends all along the 
line of the present discussion, was born of the spirit of economy 
and reform. Thedistinguished gentleman [Mr. RICHARDSON of 
Tennessee], who has it in charge as his particular protégé, has 
nursed and supported it with laudations of the unprecedented 
way in which it will reduce the expenditures for Government 
printing. The amendment which | propose and which has been 
just read will see his bluff of $200,000 of proposed saving and go 
him at least $600,000 better in the grand effort at reform. The 
act of March 3, 1883, authorized the Postmaster-General to invite 
all other printers 
in doing the work required for the Money-Order Bureau of his 
Department. That experiment, which was begun in I884 and 
has been continued down to this time in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, this amendment proposes to extend to all the other Execu- 
tive Departments of the Government. 

The experiment of making the Public Printer compete as to 
departmental work with private printers has been proven to in- 
sure a wonderful saving, as waa shown in the exhaustive investi- 
gation conducted on the subject by the joint committee of the 
House and Senate afew yearsago. In that examination, among 
numerous witnesses examined, was Postmaster-General Wana- 
maker, one of the best business men that ever held an executive 
portfolio in the history of the Government. The committee did 
not require him to appearand subject his statements to cross-ex- 
amination, as he would cheerfully have done, but they addressed 
him written interrogatories on the subject of the expenditures 
for public printing, and requested his views as to what could be 
done to promote economy as well as efficiency in that service. 
He replied in writing, and his testimony wili be found in the 
printed volume containing the proceedings of that investigation, 
from which the gentleman [Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee] has 
quoted so frequently. He states that prior to 1884 the annual 
costof printing for the Money-Order Bureau was $62,000, but that 
under the act of 1883 a perfectly responsible private printer was 
found who readily took the contract at $48,00)), and keptit at that 
figure until 1891, thus saving the Government on the face of 
prices the sum of $98,000. 

But he further testifies that this was not the only saving, be- 


the 


|} cause during those seven years the money-order offices increased 


It is intended only that when you get a re- | 


| fact that in this time the postal notes increased from seven 
That is the way I illustrated it; that it was | 


\8 per cent and the postal money orders 35 per cent, while the 
cost of printing did not correspondingly increase from year to 
year, as it would have done under the practice of the Public 
Printer. Making allowance for these increases and the further 
nil- 
Ssav- 


fairly 


lion to 


ine 


thirteen million, Mr. Wanamaker testifies that the 
to the Government during the seven years would b 


| stated at $125,000. 


He then goes on to state that when the letting of the same 
work came to be made in 1891 he got from the Public Printer a 
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of a responsible private printer who took the contract and 
gave a perfectly good bond, and has since done the work with 
entire acce tabllity to the Department, was $45,800. The bid 
of the Public Printer was therefore just 100 per cent above 
that at which the Government was able to have the printing 
done under the act of 1883. There has, therefore, been in the 
last four years under which this law has been in execution a 
further saving to the Government of at least $180,000. Thus in 
eleven years the Government will have saved in one single bu- 
reau under this law the sum of $305,000. Why should not this 
salutary and effective law, which has worked thus well in one 
bureau, not be extended to all the others in the Executive De- 
partments of the Government? It has been demonstrated as 
clearly as human experience can do so that a saving of 50 per 
cent has been made in one Department with entire safety and 
convenience to the public service. Whyshall not the same sav- 
ing be enlarged by widening the operations of the law? The ap- 
propriation tor departmental printing for the present fiscal year 
is $1,423,500. Whyshall not the effort be made by an extension 
of the act of 1883 to save 50 per cent of this vast sum, which will 
amount to $711,750? Whatdoall the petty economies promised, 
and only promised, by the present bill amount to when compared 
to this vast aggregate of almost three-quarters of a million 
dollars? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. With pleasure. 
have my time extended if I am to reply. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will ask the House to extend it 
for you. You seem to knowa good deal about this business, and 
IT would like to ask you, or the chairman, or some one who knows, 
how it happens that it costs more to get work done at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office than it does at any other printing office 
on earth? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Ifthe House will give me the time I 
shall be glad to ahswer the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania have five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Before you start I want to give you 
one fact, I bought a well-bound copy of the Koran for 3 cents, 
brand new out oi the publishing house, and you can buy books 
as large as the reports of the Department of Agriculture from 
John B. Alden & Co., or from Funk & Wagne!ls, bound and 
printed just as well as they are bound and printed at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, for from 25 to 50 cents a volume. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The reason that printing costs so 
much at the Government Printing Office is because of the ex- 
travagant and unbusinesslike methods of thatotfice. They em- 
ploy too many useless hands, they pay too high prices for their 
stock, they squander too much money. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How are you going to stop them? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. By the amendment I propose, to some 
extent at least. Theappropriation bills provide—I take it from 
the report of the gentleman from Tennessee—$3,674,759.50 for 
printing for the year 1891. Of this sum $1,973,784.50 is for print- 
ing for Congress and $1,346,000 for the Executive Departments. 
For the year 1893 the total appropriation is $3,543,764. Of that 
sum $1,423,500 was for the printing of these Executive Depart- 
ments, and $1,547,164 for the printing for Congress. If you will 
examine the figures you will find that while the printing for Con- 
gress has been cut down half a million dollars on the last appro- 
— bill, the printing for the Executive Departments has 

2»en increased almost $100,000. This amendment of mine ap- 

lies exclusively to the Executive Departments. If you will al- 
ow these Cabinet officers—the Secretary of State and all the 
other Secretaries and the Postmaster-General and the Attorney- 
General—to bring about this competition, you will save thereby 
50 per cent of that $1,423,500, or $711,750. 

I make my statements on the authority of the late Postmaster- 
General—Mr. Wanamaker—whose testimony on this subject has 
never been controverted. Notwithstanding all the witnesses 
that the gentleman from Tennessee called, and notwithstanding 
all that he knows about the matter, no man has ever pretended 
; the statement of Postmaster-General Wanamaker is not 

6 fact. 

Why should there be a difference of 100 per cent between the 
cost of printing at the Government Printing Office and the cost 
at the best private printing establishments of the United States? 
That question can only be answered as I have answered it—be- 
cause, as I believe upon investigation, the methods of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office are extravagant beyond measure. The 


Will the gentleman permit me to 


But I shall have to 


The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
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careful estimate as to what he would do it for from 1891 to 1895. | employés are too numerous; they are not puton for ¢) 
The Public Printer replied to this request that the lowest figure | of working, although I do not want to say that in ; 
at which he could do the work specified was $90,900. The bid | sense. 





RECORD—HOUSE. Oct 








OBER 2) 
’ 


Mr. McKAIG. Who puts them on? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The Government Printer 

Mr. McKAIG. Do not Congressmen put them on? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The gentleman p-rhaps k 
that is the fact. I have not put any on. 

Mr. McKAIG. You keep the Congressmen awa 
would not have the place filled up as it is. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That may be one reason 
men ought not to interfere with that establishment. 

[ have not done so. I have not spoken to the Public] 
two years. But no matter how these employés get { 
gress ought to devise a method by which the presen 
of things shall not exist. Gentlemen talk about ec 
they undertake to cut off a few Agricultural Reports, a 
nological reports, or a few copies of the Rebellion Ri 
ing altogether less than $100,000. Here is a plain y 
we can save three-quarters of a million dollars. 

I have been connected, to a greater or less ext 
printing office for twenty years, and [ can not but re: 
is unfortunate that there is not a practical printer « 
mittee in the House, nor is there one on the Senate « 
While the members of these committees are elegant 
they do not seem to understand the question of pri 

The gentleman from Tennessee will remember th 
last Congress I called his attention to the fact th 
GRESSIONAL RECORD was printed on paper absolute 
the purpose. I said it was damaged paper the moment 
How it got into the paper wareroom, or how it passe 
the hands of the superintendent, I do not know. 
“there; and I believe it got there by bad business 
some way—perhaps without criminality or neglect! 
anybody, but it got there. 

Now, I do not want to prolong this debate, but sim) 
this question. Mr. Wanamaker has further testifir 
printing done by private purties was done more pron 
anything better than that done at the Government 
Office. He also stated that it could be done in this 
notice; that he could have the work done at any ti! 
ordered it, whereas, as he says, the Government Pri 
is so constituted that he could never get printing « 
done for his Department without sixty days’ notice. 
have a bureau of this Government spending $3,600,(\0 
more than it costs to run one of the great Executi 
ments of the Government. The Agricultural Departn 
not cost much if any more than $3,000,000 for all its : 
penditures. I think that as a mere question of econ 
on undisputed testimony, this amendment ought to 
Let us have the question tested whether this enorm 
of three-quarters of a million dollars can not be made 

[Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BRETZ. If1can be recognized I will yield m: 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not yield h 
but if there be no objection the time of the gentle 
Pennsylvania will be extended for five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
be allowed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. -I do not know that I car 
than a minute. As will be seen, my amendment prop 
these different heads of Departments shall ask the Gov 
Printer for his estimate of the matter required to be pr 
the Department; and the Public Printer is to give th: 
est cash figure at which he can do the work. Then th 
the Department is to obtain from some good respousib! 
printer a statement of the price at which he will co 
Unless the private printer will do the work for less he is 
have it; it will go to the Government Printer. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
that point? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. With pleasure, 

Mr.SAYERS. AsI understand, the gentleman propos 
this amendment, that whenever one of the heads of Depur' 
desires any printing to be done he shall first go to the 
Printer for his estimate? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No; thathe shall make his own st. 
ment of the amount of public printing—blanks or other print 
which may be required—and send it to the Government I’rinte! 

Mr. SAYERS. And then goes to the Public Printer for «4 
estimate as to the cost of the printing? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Certainly. 5 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, if after demand it is found that 4 pri 
vate contractor can do the work better and at less cost to the 
Government, your proposition is to let this printing to the pr 


I hope the ge: 


Will the gentleman allow me one ques 
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‘+o contractor. The question I desire to ask, then, is this: 
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Hi y do you propose to maintain the printing establishment? 
\ vill readily see, if your amendment is adopted, that it will 
I sarily dispense with the force at the Government Printing 
0 - . 

BELTZHOOVER. I can not yield foraspeech. 

SAYERS. Ido not wish to make a speech. I will get 
vou the time if you want more. But the committee should 
1 ughly understand this matter. 

u will see, if your proposition is adopted, that a large pro- 
ortion of the Government printing will goto privatecontractors. | 

in event what is to become of the present force in the Print- 

Offic Suppose you have acertain amount of printing to 

nd the private contractors can notdoit? Will you keepa 

force of men in reserve? Will not there be a danger that 

vou will be compelled to maintain a large force at the Printing 

O in any event, notwithstanding the fact that a large pro- 
portion of the printing may be done by private parties? Iwould | 

like the gentleman to take into consideration that question, and 


explain how his amendment would affect it. 
r, BELTZHOOVER. The Government Printing Office did 


81,973,000 worth of printing in the last Congress for Congress 
alone. In the present Congress it is estimated that $1,500,000 


worth of printing will be done. This amendment of mine per- 
mitsall of that printing to remain with the Public Printer, and 
will supply a nucieus wround which he can build up the force he 
needs for additional printing to meet emergencies. There is no 
necessity for the Government Printer at any time to keep a 
superfluous foree on hand or to keep too many men around the 
oftice. Under my proposed amendment these contracts are all 
to be made only every four years, so that the Public Printer 


will not meet the contingency which the gentleman from Texas | 


suggests more than once during each Administration. 
do then as he has alwaysdone heretofore, discharge those he does 
not want, and when he needs them again with a new Administra- 
tion he will find applicants for work vastly beyond his power to 
employ. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. 
terruption? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes. 

Mr.COOPER of Indiana. Doesnotthe Government pay higher 
wages to its printers than private contractors pay? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I have heard that statement 
fore—- 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Now, if it does that, how can the 
Government compete with private contractors in the matter of 
bidding for this work? 

Mr. DINGLEY. And in view of the fact that the Government 
printers work but eight hours a day. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Will we not be obliged todischarge 


Will the gentleman allow an in- 


all of the hands, and hawk the Government printing around to | 


anybody who will take it? 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Why, I do not intend tointefere with 


the almost $2,000,000 of Congressional printing, I only propose | 
If the Government is | 


to regulate the departmental printing. 
paying too much, or paying more than it needs to pay, to em- 
ploy the very best printers in the country, then we ought not to 
doit. It is not fair; and that is a question that should be taken 
into consideration before any appropriations are made for such 
payments. 

Mr. McKAITIG. 
connection? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In amoment. If the Government is 
paying more than they can get good hands for—and I know they 
are flocking here by the thousands, making applications, and 
unable to get work, the best printers in Pennsylvania and else- 
where—why should we not put it in the hands of private con- 


Will the gentleman allow a question in that 


] e- | 


He ean | 


| 


i 
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tractors to bid for this work, and in that way allow fair and hon- | 


est competition? 
will find competent and willing hands who are satisfied to work 
for less, if we are paying too much. Why not leave the ques- 
tion to the law of supply and demand, establishing a fair, honest 
competition® Why not? And if the Government can get its 


If the private contractors get this work, they | 


' 


men at a less rate, not a starvation rate, but a fair living rate— | 


and let me say that the printers’ unions all over this country de- 
mand everywhere reasonable and fair rates now—why should it 
not have the right to do so? These men all ought to have rea- 
sonable and fair compensation. But there are hundreds of poor 
printers in the country, worthy and deserving men, who get 
nothing, 

Now, it has been said by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dina- 
LEY} that the Government printers work but eight hours aday. 
To that I reply that if the difference between a ten-hour law and 
an eight-hour law, which is just one-fifth of the time, or 20 per 
cent, between the price the Government charges and the price a 
private competitor charges, I say if that was all the difference 
there would be little ground of complaint. I certainly would 





find no fault, for I never complain where the money goes to 
people who do the work, but instead of that we find a dif 

of 100 per cent between the price of the work done by the Go 
ernment Printing Office and that done by private parti 
eight-hour law only accounts for one-fifth « Lis. Who.» 


four-fifths? 
When you find, then, that the Gover t Py r 

his own signature, that he can not do the work for less th 

per cent above what is charged by a 


Food privy rec “Ta 


complains of the law as it exists, fixing eight ho a day 
reason, I say that that is not a justification for the di 

That law would make but one-fifth difference. If there 
reasonable difference we could very well under i w 
should exist under these circumstances; but where it an n oO 
100 per cent difference, then it is time that we should be 
economists. 

I want to make this change in the interest of economy ata 
time when we are threatened with a deficit in the public ‘] 5 
ury, when hard times are prevailing in the country; and | think 
that this side of the House, which is pledged to the people of 
country to practice economy, ought to see to it that these three- 


quarters of a millicn dollars annually is saved to them fw 
are to be governed by our purpose to prevent class legislat 
and paternalism in the Government I beg g 
favor of a proposition here such as this bill embodies, which en 
tails such an unnecessary expense upon our people. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Will the gentleman 
tion? 

Why do you limit your ame 
and not extend it to all? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. There: 
friend says, the law fixes the Congressiona ‘inting, an 
can never make an estimate of what we want in that direction 
in advance. 

We have ordered printing to-day that we did not kn 


you not toa 


ndment to departmental p 


re two reasons One 18, a Ly 


would have occasionfor yesterday. We may order some to-: 
row that we do not know of to-day; but if I could m 
amendment apply, I will warrant you that, witha carefule 


nation and study of this law, I would make it apply 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska 


You could amend the la 


| you not? 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No, it is difficult to amend the | 
that you can make a general rule apply; but a Departm: 
the Post-Office or Treasury Department can estimate th 
preponderance of its work on the Ist day of April ino 

justas well as on the Ist of April in the following year. 

Mr. MCDEARMON. If this amendment is adopted, is tl 
any assurance that any of the employés now in the Public Print 
ing Office will be discharged, and that the Government wi 
anything by this amendment? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I have only the assurance that if 


| Publie Printer has only half as much work to do, he will not em- 


ploy twice as many hands as are necessary. There is an honest 
man there now, I hope believe; and I am sure, if a Demo- 
crat is appointed to succeed him, Mr. Cleveland willappoint an 
honest man; and when he finds he has no work to do, he will ec 
down his force, as they always do. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, there is 
good deal of justice in the criticism which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania |Mr. BELTZHOOVER] has made in respect toextrat 


and 
aid 


agt » in governmental printing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, I want to ask the gentleman 
questi Is not the larger portion of that extravagance, which 
the gentleman says is justly chargeable against the Printin 
Office, to be attributed to Congress and the legislation o 


gress, and does not the gentleman know that that is the cause 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I want to answer that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think that is true, th 
» good dealof it isdue toCongress and to our own extravagance 
but in the very nature of things, when you consider the organ 

ition of the Government Printing Office, you must see that tl 
Public Printer can not compete with a private individual or the 
owner of a private printing office on every little job that is sub- 
mitted. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bev’ 
HOOVER] seeks to create the impression that, the con 
called Mr. Wanamaker before them and took his d: 
submitted him to an examination. That is not so. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I did not say that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentlemen certainly 
gave that impression. ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I only want to say, with the indulgence of the 
gentleman, that if Mr. Wanamaker’s estimates as to the public 
printing are no more reliable than his estimatesas to the profits 


mittee 


position, or 
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that the Government would make out of the Columbian postage 
stamps, I would not rely with confidence upon his statement. 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, there is a 
good deal of truth in that also; but I am not going to criticise 
Mr. Wanamaker, further than to say this: Mr. Wanamaker isa 
business man, and I have no doubt he desired to make a favor- 
able showing upon the matters that came under his administra- 
tion as Postmaster-General. He was not submitted to an exami- 
nation; and gentlemen who are lawyers, and those who are not 
lawyers, can realize that there is a very great difference be- 
tween the mere ex parte statement of a man, and the facts as 
they will appear when he is submitted to examination and cross- 
examination upon the facts and figures. My friend the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania {Mr. BELTZHOOVER|] seeks to create the 
impression that he knows all about printing because he isa 
printer, and he reflects upon the committee, and charges us with 
ignorance concerning all matters relating to printing- 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). Because he 
says none of us are printers. Now, I read in the Congressional 
Directory that my friend from Pennsylvania[Mr. BELTZHOOVER] 
is a lawyer; that when he was about 21 years of age he got 
a license and went to practicing law, and he says he has been 
practicing ever since. Now, I can not see why he would know 
much more about the practical work of a printing office than 
other lawyers who are upon this committee and who have given 
six years of public life to the investigation of these questions. 

But I do not care about that. As to Mr. Wanamaker, I sim- 
ply wish to say that he was not called before the committee and 
examined in the ordinary method in which witnesses are usually 
examined, but he sent to the committee a letter, in reponse to 
a letter which was addressed to him. In that letter he did state 
something about the saving to the Post-Office Department on 
this matter of the printing and binding of these documents, such 
as are covered by these amendments, under his administration. 
He says that in seven years under that system there had been 
saved $125,000, or about $16,000 or $17,000 per year. 

Mr. TURPIN. I have just come into the Chamber and donot 
know what has been said, but I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee if it is nota fact that the Postal Guide is filled up 
with advertisements? I have a faint recollection of looking over 
those advertisements, and mostof them are well-boring machines 
manufactured by some firm in Pennsylvania. If advertisements 
are to go into these publications why not let all go in alike, and 
all have an opportunity to advertise in them? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would be willing that 
the gentleman should have time to express himself upon that 
subject, but, if you will take the Postal Guide, and were to fol- 
low that policy that is pursued in it, Ido not think it ought to 
cost the Government acent. I say, if that is to be the policy, it 
ought to cost nothing. If weare going to make our publications 
on one page of a document and on the other side insert anadver- 
tisement of patent medicines, or Cheap John goods, it seems to 
me that we could get all the Government publications for noth- 
ing; but I do not want to get into that issue. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Before the gentleman departs from that sub- 
ject, I desire to ask, for information simply, is there any law 
which authorizes the publication of advertisements of private 
firms in a Government publication that is to be franked all over 
the country? If there is any law that authorizes it, that law 
ought to be repealed right now. 

Mr. RICHARDSONof Tennessee. There is no such law, and 
never has been; but the Postal Guide is full of advertisements, 
as the gentleman from Alabama has suggested. The Postmas- 
ter-General (Mr. Wanamaker) in that letter does say if you will 
give him the power and the authority to make these contracts 
for the printing of these blank books and so on of the Post-Office 
Department, that he can save a vast amount of money. Thatis 
prophecy. I believe there might be some saving in that way, 
and for the reason thatthe Government Printing Office is not or- 
ganized in order that Congress may getits printing more cheaply 
than it might have it done by private contract. 





Mr. Chairman, it may not be improper to state that many, | 


many years ago Congress started out on this idea of farming out 
the publications and printing of Congress to private individuals. 
They soon found that they were swamped in the matter. I have 
before me in this publication to which I have alluded the whole 
history of that matter; and if you will refer to it you will find 
the history of the methods by which Congress originally let 
out to private individuals and private concerns all the printing 
of the Government; but, they abandoned it and determined it 
was best to organize a printing office. Now, I am not responsi- 
ble for that. I found it there, and I have attempted to do the 


best I could to regulate it and reduce the cost of Government 
publications. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to have a few minutes longer. 
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Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I hope the gentleman’s tim 
extended as long as he wants. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, [ | 
on to say that there are reasons why it is necessary 
the Government Printing Office. The gentleman’ 
struck the point exact!y when he spoke of the way | 
the Government printing. I do not see any reason 
should not let out all the printing to private parties j 
let out this printing for the Departments. Why : 
Conguestionnl printing and authorize the Clerk of 
and the Secretary of the Senate to let it out to priy 
uals, just as we did many years ago, and as this report s 
did with respect to all publications and printing. 
Why stop at one of the Departments? Why do y 
out in charge of each head of the Executive Department 
independent bureau, the printing that is to be done 
Department. You would have to give to the Superint 
the Fish Commission, to the Chief of the Smithsonian 
tion, and every chief of every other bureau of the Government 
authority to make contracts for the printing for his own little 
bureau or department. Where would it stop? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Right there, will my colleague allow me 
ask him a question? 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I think it will be conceded that the | 
ing by the Departments has overleaped all proper bounds?” 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has: and that is what 
we are trying to remedy; we are trying to stop it in this b 
Mr. McMILLIN. It is utterly appalling. Is there no 
by which we can cut it down? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This bill puts a limitation 


upon rate printing. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I understood that the gentleman 


opening statement said that this bill would save two or 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir; over that 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not think there is a member here. 

I do not say this in criticism of the committee, because ! know 
their work has been very painstaking and laborious; but the: 
is not a member within sound of my voice who will not conceda 
that we might cut the printing down a million dollars without 
detriment to the public service. The idea of spending thr 
and a half million dollars for public printing! 

Mr. REED. We could save a great deal by ceasing to print 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, [ must in- 
sist that these gentlemen must speak in their own time. | 
would say that youcan not reduceit a million dollars unless you 
change the laws. The printing of this Government will be 
largely reduced in this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not want what I have said to be con- 
sidered as reflecting on the work of the committee, nor on 
efficiency of the Public Printer, for so far as I have been able 
to see he is a painstaking and laborious man; but there oughtto 
be some means by which we can greatly reduce the cost of pub- 
lic printing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
my colleague. He says that he does not reflect on the commit- 
tee. Why, Mr. Chairman, no man of intelligence could reflect 
on the Committee on Printing. I have said—and I want to em- 
phasize it here and now, and I[ beg gentlemen of the committes 
to listen—the Committee on Printing in the Senate and in the 
House do not report on resolutions to print exceeding $250,000 of 
the $3,600,000 spent for printing. 

Now gentlemen may refiect on the committee—— 

Mr. McMILLIN (interposing). I do not want my friend to 
misunderstand me. My statement was that in making the ass 
tion that I thought there might be so large a cut made in the 


h 
tne 


I can not yield further to 


| public printing without detriment to the public service I did not 


mean to criticise the Committee on Printing for not reporting it 
in this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And I mean to say that the 

entleman could not justly reflect on the Committee on Printing 
or the great expenditure of printing, because we report on') 
about $250,000 worth of the $3,600,000 that is expended, so that 
even if we did not ee a dollar’s worth of printing, if we re- 
fused to report a single one of the resolutions introduced here, 
still you would save only $250,000 a year and you would spend 
$3,350,000 for printing. 

Mr. TURNER. I have understood the gentleman to say that 
his committee had reported certain reforms in the methods o! 
ordering printing to be done for the Depertments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. We have. 

Mr.TURNER. But has not the Committee of the Whole taken 
the matter out of the hands of your committee and put the old 


| provisions back? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Not at all. 
tee of the Whole have not touched in the least degree the pro- 
visions of this bill which relate to the reforms in the depart- 
mental printing. The propositions which have been : dded to 
the bill in the Committee of the W hole are simply to print some 
transient publications which otherwise would probably be added 

ynpropr 
etitas them in this bill simply obviates the necessity of bring- 
ing them up in the sh ipe. of concu ‘rent itions or amend- 
nents to appropriation bills. [he amendments put on by the 


> J 
reso! 


The Commit- | 


iation bills or be provided for by separate resolutions. | 
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( mittee of the W hole, [ repeat, do not apply to the reforms 


in methods and the economies presented in this bill. 

Mr. TURNER. Adding tog ther 100.000 i 
tural Reports provid d for, the increased number of CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORDS, the increased number of volumes of the rec- 


ords of the late war, will the g sntleman tell us how much they 


Wil 


mak 


‘ } 
rts, De- 


number 


n must first eliminate the 100,000 Agricultural R 


m rr ' 
use that is not an That simply makes the 


Cc increase. 
crease this yerr. 

Mr. TURNER. But it is an increase upon the number recom- 
mended in the gentleman’s report. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No: 


Yo; itis not. My report 
was based upon the number printed last 


year, which was 50),000 
copies. ; 

Mr. TURNER. I had supposed from what the gentleman 
stated that he proposed to reduce that number. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did; and it would have 
been a further saving of $60,000, and I stated to my friend that 
[| was willing to divide that in two, and use it for an increase of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS, but I did not say that that was 
to be included in the estimate I had made of the saving provided 
for in this bill. 

Now, in response to the argument of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BELTZHOOV ER], 1 believe thatif we could get some 


the same that was printed last year, and therefore it is not an in- | 


dditional Agricul- | 


ie. RICHARDS* IN of Tennessee. I will. But the gentle- | , 


competent man in any special case to go to the private printers of | 


the country with any particular piece of work, he could proba- 
bly get it done by them cheaper than the Government Printer 
will do it. Why? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
has stated the reason. We maintain that office; we work the 
men only eight hours a day; we are not allowed by law to work 
them exceeding that. Not only so, but we give them a month's 
leave of absence inevery year with full pay, and, in addition, we 
givethemevery public holiday during the year with pay, andalso 
other holidays on special occasions. 
that the Public Printer can in every little contract compete with 
private printers. Itis not so intended. Butif youare going to 
maintain the Government Printing Office, you must give it the 
printing,and throw around it such regulations as Congress may 
find necessary to prescribe from time to time. 

Mr. KYLE. Does this bill provide for aggregating the print- 
ing of the various Departments under the supervision of the 
Public Printer? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
regulate the departmental printing, to prevent the abuses which 
my colleague from Tennessee and the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi have called attention to. It limits the discretion of Cabi- 
net officers and bureau officers to expend the money set apart in 
the annual appropriation bills for printing. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let me ask the gentleman a question, and let 
me take the Treasury Department to illustrate it. How willthe 
gentleman be able to prevent the excessive expenditure of the 
appropriation within a given time? For instance, suppose $200,- 
000 or $250,000 is appropriated for printing for the use of the 
Treasury Department during the year, only one-half of which 
can be expended during the first half of the fiscal year? Now 
the Treasury Department, we will suppose, consumes more than 
its share of the allotment. How will the gentleman prevent the 
Department from exceeding its appropriation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman from Texas 
asks me a question which he himself is as competent to answer 
as lam, because he has been on the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. : 

Mr. SAYERS. I want to say to the gentleman that if he is 
no better able to answer the question than I am, it can not be 
answered, because we have not yet been able to prevent that 
kind of thing. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will show the gentleman 
how it would be impossible under this bill for the Secretary of 
the Treasury to expend more than the amount allowed by Con- 

gress, unless he violates the plain written law. If the gentle- 
man still asks me whether we can prevent a Department officer 
from violating the law, I simply answer you may provide by law 
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So it must not be understood | 





that a man shall not kill another: but you can not prevent his 
doing so if he chooses to violate the law. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding of the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee is that we shal! be able. throuwh the 





instrumentality of this bill, if passed, to prey 
curring for printing of documents required by the 
utive Departments of the Governmen 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee Yes, sir 
but Lask the attention of the gentleman fri Tex 
vision which Lam about to read: and [ ask also the att n of 
the gentleman from Georgia, because it bears upon a question 
which he addressed to me the other day. This provis the 
bill is new: and if it becomes law it} ‘es n Cabine 3 
such limitation as will prevent them, | belleve, from sper 
money extravagantly in the print of documen I n- 
guage of the Ovi n is thi 

N ort. publication, 1 nt shall be 1 eX 

1,000 of € I l fis v 

iis is de nental printing 
A ‘ " h r by ( ~ xee t 
‘ Lead O ie I \ t. W : ed 

i ‘ yea ‘ } ( : 

an i t ) i ‘ 5 
Pp dina I | yea eed ‘ hlet 
o1 

Now, without such a provision, one of the heads of the Depart- 
ments may go to work and print 40,000 copies of a given book, 
ind in three months afte rd Ly print 000 cop e of 
the same book. He may hav: ese volumes « intly nd, 
paying for them out of the money sé p y the Committee 
on Appropriations annually for the printing of that De ent. 
BY is what has been done. Some gent en may say was 
wi y done. Butat the lasts on of Congress the Senate nd 
House, upon the recommendation of the Com :on Printing, 
passed a bill containing this provisionembracing this limi ym 
ipon departmental officers. There should be such a limitation 
upon them. 

Why, sir, | have seen a time when the introduction this 
House of a resolution to expend $1,000 for printing would bring 
dozens of gentlemen to their feet oO protest agains the extrava- 
gance of the Printing Committee. Yet under the law you 


now have it you put half a million dollars, or $300,000, in the hands 


of a bureau officer or a Cabir oflicer of this Government and 
allow him to expend the whole of it—that is, you give him the 
discretion to do so—in the printing of a single book. That is 
the law now. This bill seeks to establish a restraint in that 
matter: to prevent money being used in this way. 

tiere the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. In order to answer some of the sug- 


gestions of the gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. RICHARDSON], I 


} move to amend by striking out the last word. 


This bill is intended to | 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania wish to close the debate on his amendment? 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That was my idea. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to oceupy the floor a 
minutes before the debate 
Mr. BELTZHOOV ER. Of eco irse I have no objection to that. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Before gentlemen proceed 
with further debate, I would like to raise the question whether 
there is to be a session this evening. If not, the committee 
ought to rise, that the House may dispense with the evening se 
sion. 


fe 


' 
cioses. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will give way for that purpose 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ move that the co ittee 
rise, in order that the question of an evening session may be set- 
tled by the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consider- 

tion the bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents, and had ne 
to no resolution thereon. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. LESTER, indefinitely from Monday next, on as ntof 
important business. 

To Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, until Monday next, on account 
of important business. 

To Mr. LAWSON, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. SICKLES, for five days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 


MINORITY REPORT ON BANKRUPTCY BILL. 
Mr. BAILEY, by unanimous consent, submitted the views of 
a minority of the Committee on the Judiciary upon the bank- 
ruptey bill; which were ordered to be printed. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I desire toask the gentle- 
man from Indiana {Mr. MARTIN] whether there is any business 


on the Private Calendar for to-night? If not, I will move that | 


the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that a night session 
is not desired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move, then, that the 
House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FYAN, from the Committee | 


on Invalid Pensions, reported the bill (H. R. 3309) to pension 

Ambrose Giseburt (Report No. 124); which was ordered to be 

printed, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the petition for 
the relief of Martha A. Holt, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 





PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule X XJ, bills and a resolution of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. LUCAS: A bill (H. R. 4178) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MEREDITH (by request): A bill (H.R. 4179) for the 
relief of aged and infirm colored people—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOMERS: A bill (H.R. 4180) to protect the owners 
of bottles and other vessels used in the sale of beverages, medi- 
cines, and other articles in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MERCER: A biil (H.R. 4181) to establish an assay 
office in the city of Omaha, Nebr.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4182) providing for an in- 
ternational maritime conference for the better protection and 
care of animals in transit—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 4183) granting increase of 
pensions to soldiers of the Mexican war and their widows—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4184) to increase the penalty 
for embezzlement by directors, officers, or agents of national 
banks—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4185) to repeal the 
twelfth subdivision of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4186) to regulate the fees of the 
clerk of the United States court for the Indian Territory—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4187) to amend an act toestablish 
circuit courts of appeal, approved March 3, 1891—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 4188) to reimburse t he State of 
Nebraska the expenses incurred by that State in repelling a 
threatened invasion and raid by the Siouxs in 1890 and 1891—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution asking report of board of 
munagersof the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
as to the investigation of the medicinal qualities of the waters 
of the hot springs at Hot Springs, S. Dak., with reference to 
the location of a branch of said home at that point, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4189) granting a 
pension to John Weimer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4190) for the relief 
of P. B. Monell—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 4191) for the correction of 
the records of the War Department in the case of Edward 
Fisher—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 4192) for the relief of estate of 
H. S. Simmons—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON; A bill (H. R. 4193) granting a pension to 
David C. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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| By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: A bill (H.R. 4194) gran 

| pension to Guy W. Gibson—to the Committee on Inv; 

| sions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4195) for the relief , 

| Baronett, of Gardiner, Mont.—to the Committee on t 

| Lands. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. H. 4196) for th 
Mrs. Hannah Waters, of Horn Island, in Mississippi So 

the Committee on War Claims. 

| By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4197) for 
lief of Linco n S. Jones—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H.R. 4198) for the relief of W. 

Blackburn—to the Committee on Claims. 

| By Mr. MCRAE: A bill (H. R. 4199) for the relief of « 

W. Russey—to the Committee on Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) for the relief of the estate of Ja) 

Gee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows 
By Mr. SHELL: Petition of Lavinia D. Buckner, Caro 
Peeples, Adelaide E. Lawton, heirs of Richard Reyn 
ceascd, asking payment of proceeds of sale of cotton take: 
sold by the United States—to the Committee on War Clai 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, October 21, 1893. 
[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m., at the expiration o 
recess. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Sen: 
sundry bills from the House of Representatives for referen: 

The bill (H. R. 3606) to require railroad companies operat 
railroads in the Territories over a right of way granted by | 
Government, to establish stations and depots at all town sit 
the lines of said roads established by the Interior Departn 
was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill probably ought to go tothe Com: 
tee on Railroads, as it does not seem to apply to Indian res 
tions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that th: 
came frem the Committee on Public Lands in the other H 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Committee on Publie Lands 
not been in the practice of taking charge of railroad bills 
have a Committee on Railroads and a Committee on [nter 
Commerce, and one of those committees generally takes chu 
of such bills, unless the act proposes to interfere with Indi 
reservations. I see the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. \ 
| THALL] is on his feet, and he may have some suggestion to n 

Mr. WALTHALL. It occurs to me that the bill ought to go 
to the Committee on Public Lands, but in the absence of t 
chairman of the committee I ask that it lie on the table for | 
present. 

Mr. CULLOM. [have no objection to the reference sugge 
| but I think it has not been the custom to refer such bills to | 
committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on the tab! 
the present. The Chair will follow the suggestion of Sena‘ 
in regard to it. 

The bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the Territor, 
Arizona was read twice by its title, and referred to the Con 
tee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficien 
in the appropriations for the service of the Government for t 
| fiseal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, was ' 
| twice by its title, amd referred to the Committee on Apprep 
tions. . 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, markin 
and removal of derelicts was read twice by its title, and referre 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that there is not a quorum of th 
Senate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The eens will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll,and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, Gallinger, 
Bate, Cullom, George, 
Berry, Faulkner, Gorman, Hunton, 
Carey, Frye, Harris, Irby, 





Higgins, 
Hilt 






















































































Proctor, Teller, Washburn, } 
rs Roach, Vest, Wolcott. 
~ : Shoup, Vilas, 

Fas Smith, Voorhees, 
i 3 Stewart, Walthall, 


\fy, CULLOM. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is ab- 
He is paired with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 


Th , VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-three Senators have an- 
-wered to their names. ‘There is no quorum present. What is 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Vr. DOLPH entered the Chamber and answered to his name. 

Mr. HARRIS. In this condition of affairs there is but one of 
two things to be done, to direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to request 
the attendance of absent Senators or to adjourn. Those are the 
vo motions in order, and I select the former, that the Ser- 


on ; ; 
at-Arms be directed to reauest the attendance of absent 


ot 
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“Mr. HAWLEY and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Tennessee, that the Sergeant-at-Arms be di- 
rected to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. Davis, Mr. RAN- 
gom, Mr. MILLS, Mr. MANDERSON, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. COKE, 
and Mr. BUTLER entered the Chamber and answered to their 
names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o’clock and 17 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection it issoordered. 

Mr. BERRY. There was a bill which came over from the 
House of Representatives requiring railroads to erect depots 
within a quarter of a mile of town sites in Territories where 
they are operating over land grants made by the Government 
of the United States. There is some question whether the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Public Lands or the Commit- 
tee on Railroads. I have no particular desire to obtain jurisdic- 
tion of any larger number of bills for the Committee on Public 
Lands than we have, unless the bill should properly belong 
there. [am not sure in my own mind whether the bill should 
go to the Committee on Public Lands or the Committee on Rail- 
roads. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.CuLLom] is inclined to 
think that it ought to go to the Committee on Railroads, and | 
submit the matter to the Chair to determine as to the reference | 
of the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no interest in this matter. The only 
reason why I made the suggestion is because it seems to me in 
the reference of bills there ought to be some little care taken to 
have them referred to a committee having proper jurisdiction 
of the subject. Sometimes bills are referred to committees, and 
they thus get jurisdiction when it was not really the intention 
of the Senate to give it. It occurred to me on hearing the title 
of the bill read that it ought to go to the Committee on Rail- 
roads, and upon further investigation I am still inclined to that 
opinion. That is all I desire to say. I should be glad to hear 
the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] on that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. The bill, I understand, does notdeal with pub- 
lic lands at all, but simply imposes a duty upon railroad corpo- 
rations which have obtained a right of way through the public 
lands. The right of way is already granted; the interest of pub- 
lic lands has already been dealt with; but the bill imposes a duty 
upon such railroid corporations as have obtained the right of 
way through public lands to construct certain depots within a 
given distance of county seats. I think the Committee on Rail- 
roads is unquestionably the committee to which the bill should 
be referred. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the bill should 
be referred to the Committee on Railroads, and it will be so re- 
ferred, without objection on the part of the Senate. The Chair 
lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which is House 
bill No. 1, upon which the Senator from Kansas |Mr. PEFFER] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me 
introduce a bill out of order? 

Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a Dill (S. 1115) to authorize the in- 
vestigation by the Attorney-General of certain claims alleged to 
be due the late proprietors of the Knoxville Whig for advertis- 
ing, and authorizing the payment therefor by the Secretary of ! 


to 
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the Treasury of any amounts found by the Attorney-G¢ 
belegally or equitably due; which was read twice by it 
| with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 


| Claims. 


Mr. WALTHALL introduced a bill (S. 1116) for the relief o 
Mrs. Hannah Waters, of Horn Island, in ssi} Sound; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 


AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATI 


Mr. DOLPH. I submit an amendment intend 
posed by me to the urgent deficiency appropria 

It is an amendment pro} 
clerks of the Senate after the long session two years ago 
a resolution of the Senate. I move that the am 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Co 
Expenses of the S nate, and that i De print l 

The motion was agreed to. 


pe ¢ 
ing to give two 


PURCHAS oO SII ER BI LION 
mri ‘ . . e4 14 
The Senate,as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the: 
eration of the bill H.R. 1 to repe Ln Lo n ‘tTannrove } \ 
14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing 1 purchase of 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 


poses,” the pending question being on the ar 


by Mr. PEFFER to the substitute reported by t ( ttee 
on Finance. 

Mr. PEFFER addressed the Senate in contir tion ¢ 
speech begun by him on the 13th instant After ha 
nearly two hours, 

Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me 


that I may submit a report. 
Mr. PEFFER. Certainly. 


MORMON CHURCH PROPERTY. 


Mr. TELLER. Lam directed by the Committee on t 
ciary, towhom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 34) 
viding for the disposition of certain personal property and mon: 
now in the hands of a receiver of the Church of Jesus Christ 
Latter Day Saints, appointed by the supreme court of Utah, an 
authorizing its application to the charitable purpos ) 
church, to report it with an amendment; and as it is am 


some importance and will not take any time, I asi that 1 
resolution be put on its passage. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 








Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary w 
9, after the word ‘‘ thereof,” to add: 
That is to say, for the payment of the debts for which said church 
gally or equitably liable, for the relief of the poor and distressed mem - 
said church, for the education of the « lr f such members 
building and repair of houses of w ip f use of ur 
which the rightfulness of the practice of polygamy shall not be inculcat 
Mr. DOLPH. Ido not at the present time object to the co 
sideration of the joint resolution, but [ will withhold any 


tion until the Senator from Colorado will make a brief stat 
in regard to what the measure is. I should like to k 
much money is involved, and precisely what the money i 
from. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the sum involved 
$300,000. This is the personal property of the Mormon | 





that went into the hands of the receiver, which, und: 

cision of the court, goes to the church. When ¢] 

took possession of the property he claimed that about $75,0 
should come to him, which the church had collected inthe way of 
tithes and paid out. Although the church had disposed of it to 
such an extent that it could not recover it, the church was com- 
pelled, in order to have no trouble with the receiver, to borro 
that amount of money out of bank, and it turned over to the re- 
ceiver instead of property that amountof money. This is fo 


the purpose of enabling the church to pay back the $75,000 
it borrowed, which it could not pay out under the rulin 


court except on the passage of this measure. he join 
tion has the approval of the Judiciary Committee, wi 
amendment reported. I believe it has the approval of t De- 


partment and everybody who has any interest in it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. lask the Senator from Colorado whether the 

int resolution stands as passed by the House of Representa 
tives? 

rELLER. Itis the same, except that under the joint res 
lution as passed by the other House it may be uncertain whether 
he church could pay the $75,000. It is not desired that it shall 
pay it, because that is a debt the church is not able to pay, and 
which in equity itnever ought to have been required to | 
to the receiver. It is the money handed to the recei 
is to be paid back to the church: that is all. 
Mr. DOLPH. But the amendment of the committee goes fur- 


ay over 


ver which 


sl 
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ther, I think, and authorizes the money to be expended in part 
for the erection of houses of worship. 

Mr. TELLER. The whole matter is charitable. The Su- 
premé Court of the United States practically declared that it 
was to be turned over tothe church for charitable purposes. 11d 
that would exclude the church from paying the debt. Undoubt- 
edly it could use it without this provision being put in, but the 
committee, or rather the subcommittee, which had it in charge, 
thought it best to put it in. Really, the measure is for the pur- 
pose of enabling the church to receive back $75,000 in cash that 
it advanced to the receiver. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The question is on agreeing tothe amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. After the word ‘‘church,” in line 16, I move 
to insert the words ‘‘ as aforesaid.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEsS, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3545) to 
amend section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States relating to mining claims, agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. COocK- 
RELL, and Mr. NEWLANDS managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

The message also announced thatthe House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend an act approved April 25, 1890, 
relating to the admission of articles intended for the World’s 
Columbian Exposition; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. 
L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had on this day approved and signed the act (S. 824) grant- 
ing setflers on certain lands in Oklahoma Territory the right to 
commute their homestead entries, and for other purposes. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend the act approved 
April 25, 1890, relating to the admission of articles intended for 
the World’s Columbian Exposition, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved 
July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 
purposes. 


{Mr. PEFFER resumed and concluded his speech. See Ap- 
pendix. |] 


Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate in continuation 
of the speech heretofore begun by him. After speaking for over 
two hours, 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will it be agreeable to the Senator from 
Nevada to stop at this point in his argument? I understand he 
does not expect to conclude this evening. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I can notconclude for two or three or 
more days. 

I will state now that I have not the slighest desire to occupy 
the time of the Senate. Our side of the question has been pre- 
sented in various phases, and J wish to present in consecutive 
form the argument which impels the side to which I belong, in 
the most serious and earnest manner, to present their views to 
the country, and 1 hope I shall have an opportunity at a subse- 
quent period to continue my argument on this question. 

With that statement, I yield with pleasure to the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before making the motion I contemplate, 
I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the occasions have been very 
few during the sixteen years I have had the honor of serving 
here on which I have consumed a moment of the time of the 
Senate in respect of any matter personal to myself; but the ut- 
terances of one of the great newspapers of the country on yester- 
day causes me to ask the indulgence of the Senate for only two 
or three minutes in order that I may respond. 
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Some two or three days ago, stepping into my committee po, m 
I meta reporter of the New York Sun and had two 0» ¢hya, 


minutes’ conversation with him at his instance. He first askaa 
me, ‘‘ What is the status of the repeal bill?” ‘‘Oh,’ Ts : 
is the unfinished business in the Senate; it has the right os way. 
itis open todebate and to amendment.” He then asked,“ Why 


does not the Vice-President call a vote and demand a yot 
the direct passage of the bill?” I said, ‘Simply beeaus 

no power under the rules of the Senate or the parlinmen 
law whichcontrols it to doany such thing.” He said, ‘* Hoy 
the rules amended?” I said, ‘* Just as the Senate proc 
perform any other one of its duties. When a propo 
amend the rules is presented, it is considered by the Se 
der the existing rules and it is disposed of according t 
of the Senate under the rules that exist.” He said, ‘ \ 
not the Vice-President order a direct vote upon the p 

the bill regardless of the rules and the parliament 
‘*Oh,” I said ‘I do not think that youor lor the Vice-P 

will live long enough to see any man who ever reaches t 
position of President of the Senate and presides over th 

body undertake to usurp such a power or to exercise a 

which is not given him by the rules of the body and 
liamentary law which controls it.” 

I noticed a somewhat confused report in the Sun of t! 
day as to what I had said about the parliamentary stati 
satisfied me that 1 had madea very bungling stateme 
parliamentary situation, or that the reporter had failé erly 
to comprehend the idea which I had intended to expr One 
clause of the report rendered the construction possi t I 
had indulged in the language of threat:as to the Vice-! 
in the event that he should rule ina given way upon 
question. 

Yesterday the New York Tribune takes the matter I 
think puts a forced construction upon the clause in the $ 
and puts me in the absurd and brutal attitude of decla 
the Vice-President would be killed here in his seat if | 
to rule a given way upon a given question. I simply d to 
say that no conclusion could be more absurd and unt) than 
any such construction put upon any language ever used ne to 
reporters or to other people. . 

The contests here are contests of reason, not of the pr 
not of brutal force; they are contests of intellect and of 
and have no other character. 

I simply desire to disclaim uttering the brutality attri 
me by the New York Tribune article of yesterday. 

I am happy to be able to say that the relations, both 
and ojlicial, between the Vice-President and myself hay 
of the kindest character from the beginning of our acqu ne 
down to this moment. That much I deemed it due to myself to 
say, and it was for that purpose, and for that purpose alon t 
I have asked the Senate to indulge me a moment. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to t 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CALL in the chair). Th 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spentin 


s 


executive session the doors were reopened; and, on motion of 
Mr. VOORHEES (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m., Saturday, Oc- 
tober 21), the Senate took a recess until Monday, October 2s, 


18938, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 21, 1893 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE SUPREME COURT OF NEW MEXICO. 

Needham C. Collier, of New Mexico Territory, to be associate 
justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico, 
vice William D. Lee, to be removed. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Robert M. Foster, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county 
of Perry and State of Alabama, in the place of Charles W. Childs, 
resigned. 

Charles De Groff, to be postmaster at Tueson, in the county ol 
Pima and Territory of Arizona, in the place of J. Knox Corbett, 
removed. 

yeorge M. Floyd, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county 
of Hot Springs and State of Arkansas, in the place of Enoch H. 
Vance, jr., removed. 

William R. Kelley, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the 
county of Miller and State of Arkansas, in the place of Walter 
W. Shaw, removed. 

John W. Puckett, to be postmaster at Rogers, in the county 
of Benton and State of Arkansas, in the place of William C. 
Chynoweth, resigned. 
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James H. Dodson, to be postmaster at San Pedro, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California, the appointment of a 
,ostmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Clarence Beebe, to be postmaster at Lewes, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware, in the place of S. S. Bookham- 
mer, deceased. : 

John W. Garwood, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the 
county of Jefferson and State of Florida, the appointment of a 
jostmaster for the said oflice having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Duff Post, to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of Hills- 
poro and State of Florida, in the place of Harvey J. Cooper, 
whose commission expired April 1, 1893. 

Emmet W. Elder, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the 
county of Pike and State of Georgia, in the place of Joshua G. 
Harris, removed. 

Amos Fox, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of Ful- 
ton and State of Georgia, in the place of John R. Lewis, re- 
moved. 

Samuel M. Sullivan, to be postmaster at Covington, in the 
county of Newton and State of Georgia, in the place of Harvey 
D. Bush, removed. 

Davis G. Cantner, to be postmaster at Monticello, in the county 
of Piatt and State of Illinois, in the place of Americus B. Tin 
der, removed. 


| inthe President on and after October 


of Harrison and State of West Virginia, in the place of Dani 


Albert Gilmore, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the county of 


Iroquois and State of Illinois, in the place of Josiah Baker, re- 


moved. 
Benjamin W. Pope, tobe postmaster at Duquoin, in the county 


of Perry and State of Illinois, in the place of Edward M. Har- | 


ris, removed. 

William T. Wallace, to be postmaster at Assumption, in the 
county of Christian and State of Lllinois, in the place of John 
W. Moore, removed. 

Charles A. Bline, to be postmaster at Corydon, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Indiana, the appointment of a postmas- 
ter for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Pres- 
ident on and after October 1, 1893. 

Robert J. Gardner, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Dearborn and State of Indiana, in the place of John H. Den- 
ton, deceased. 


Joha H. Howell, to be postmaster at Eagle Grove, in the county | 


of Wright and State of lowa, in the place of Omar H. Brooks, re- 
signed. 


Frank M. Chapline, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the | 


county of Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of Louis M. 
Knowles, resigned. 

Marcus D. Case, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in the place of John I’. 
Nestell, deceased. 

Robert Mooney, to be postmaster at Ontonagon, in the county 
of Ontonagan and State of Michigan, in the place of L. D. 
Mitchell, removed. 

EK. L. Schwartz, to be postmaster at Worthington, in the 
county of Nobles and State of Minnesota, in the place of Frank 
Lewis, resigned. 

Reese W. Crockett, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county 
of Gentry and State of Missouri, in the place of George W.Shoe- 
maker, removed. 

Lysander D. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the 
county of Atchison and State of Missouri, in the place of John 
D. Dopf, removed. 

Alfred G. Corey, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska, in the place of George M. Pren- 
tice, resigned. 

William Macfarlan, to be postmaster at Merchantville, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey, the appointment of 
& postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Garrett Bassett, to be postmaster at New Comerstown, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio, the appcintment of a 
postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested in 
the President on and after April 1, 1893. 

David A. Clark, to be postmaster at St. Mary, in the county 
of Auglaize and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles Hipp, re 
signed. 

Raby Shinkle, to be postmaster at Lockland, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Ohio, the appointment of a postmaster for 
the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after October 1, 1893. 

John F. Haden, to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county of 
Smith and State of Texas, in the place of George W. Dawson, 
removed. 

A. L. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county 
of Comanche and State of Texas, in the placeof Arthur L. Kem- 
per, removed. 
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S. H. Horton, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas, in the place of Jacob Maytield, 
removed. 

P. E. Truly, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county of 
Runnels and State of Texas, in the place of George W. Smith, 
removed. 

Charles P. Jenness, to be postmaster at Barton, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont, the appointment of a post 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 

Robert J. Noell, to be postmaster at East Radford, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Virginia, in the place of 1 
Smith, removed. 

W. C. Robinson, to be postmaster at Big Spring Gap, in the 
county of Wise and State of Virginia, in the place of John M 
Goodloe, removed. 

J.M.T. Smith, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Page and State of Virginia, in the place of John W. Cover- 
stone, removed. 

Hugh B. McCracken, to be postmaster at Mannington, in the 
county of Marion and State of West Virginia, the appointment 
of a postmaster for the said office having, by law, become vested 


L, 1893 
Lee H. Vance, to be postmaster at Clarksburg,in the county 
iel 
W. Bougher, removed. 

Michael G. McGeehan, to be postmaster at Hurley, in 
county of Iron and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Frank B. 
Hand, removed. 


the 


PROMOTIONS IN THE 
Infantry arm. 


ARMY. 


First Lieut. Leonard A.Lovering, Fourth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain October 15, 1893, vice Bailey, Fourth Infantry, dismissed 
Second Lieut. Dwight E. Holley, First Infantry, to be first lieu- 


tenant October 15, 1893, vice Lovering, Fourth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 

To be second lieutenants to fill existing vacancies, to rank from 
October 7, 1893: 

Sergt. Joseph R. Binns, Company D, Seventh Infantry. 

Sergt. Maj. Frank E. Bamford, Second Infantry. 

First. Sergt. Fredrik L. Knudsen,Company §, Thirteenth In- 
fantry. 

Corpl. Frank H. Lawton, Company F, Fourteenth Infan 

Cavalry arm. 

To be second lieutenants to fill existing vacancies, to rank from 
October 7, 1893: 

Sergt. Allyn K. Capron, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry. 

Corpl. William H. Mullay, Troop A, First Cavalry. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, October 21, 1893. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Rev. ISAAG 
W. CANTER, of Washington, D. C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

MINING CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3545) to 

amend section 2334 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 


relating to mining claims, with Senate amendments and request 
for a conference thereon. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Senate amend- 
ments be read. 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Imove that the House nonconcur in 
Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked by 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The-SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. WEADOCK, Mr. COCKRELL, and Mr. NEWLANDS. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted 

to Mr. REILLY, on account of sickness in his family. 
REQUEST FOR LEAVE TO PRINT. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] desires unanimous consent to print in the RECORD 
some remarks on the bill (H. R. 384) to enlarge the volume of cur- 
rency and the distribution of the same. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is a bill that has not yet been re- 
ported by the committee and is not before the House. It seems 
to be a rather unusual request, since it has not been reported for 

| consideration. 


the 
the 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is 
made to the request. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER. The committees will be called for reports. 
The committees were called, there being no reports submitted. 
WILLIAM M’GARRAHAN. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at 11 minutes past 
12 o'clock, and the call rests with the Committee on Private Land 
Claims, which had a bill pending at the expiration of the last 
morning hour, the title of which the Clerk will now report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 415) to submit to the Court of Private Land Claims, established 
by an act of Congress approved March 3, 181, the title of William McGarra- 
han to the Rancho Panoche Grande, in the State of California, andfor other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
PENDLETON] had moved that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole to consider this bill, on which motion no 
quorum voted. The Chair had appointed as tellers the genile- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. PENDLETON] and the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. BoOEN]. The tellers will resume their 
places. 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. 
sent that this bill may be permitted to go over until Monday, 
with the same privileges as to-day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I must object to that. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, it is evi- 
dent that there is no quorum here, and, if in order, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing, and the motion 
would not be in order at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. We will have a quorum after an hour, 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to withdraw the bill for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the bill, 

Mr. PENDLETON of West Virginia. Then I withdraw it. 
PRINTING, COMMITTEE ON COINAGE, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of the House thatthe 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures may be permit- 
ted to print such matters as are necessary for the proper con- 
sideration of subjects before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 

There was no objection. 

DIVISION OF EASTERN 

The SPEAKER. 
tees under the second morning hour. 

The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 3713) to provide for the division of the eastern district of Mich- | 

| 


igan. 


The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., 'Vhat the eastern district of Michigan be, and the same is 
hereby, divided into two divisions, to be knownas the northern division and 
the southern division, respectively, and that the following-named counties 
shall be and constitute the northern division: Cheboygan, Presque Isle, Ot- 
sego, Montmorency, Alpena, Crawford. Oscoda, Aicona, Roscommon, Oge, 
maw, losco, Clare, Gladwin, Arenac, Isabella, Midland Bay, Tuscola, Huro n- 
Gratiot, Saginaw, Shiawassee, and Genesee; and the following-namedcoun- 
ties shall constitute the southern divisiog: St. Clair, Lapeer, Sanilac, Ma- 
comb, Oakland, Livingston, Ingham, Clinton, Jackson, Washtenaw, Wayne, 
Branch, Hillsdale, Lenawee, Calhoun, and Monroe, 

Sec. 2. That there shall be at least two regular annual sessions of the cir- | 
cuit and district courts begun and held at Ba City in said northern divis- 
ion, commencing on the first Tuesdays of May and Octover in each year; 
and all issues of fact shall be tried at the terms of said courts to be held in 
the division where such suit shall be hereafter commenced. There shall 
also be held aspecial or adjourned term of the district court at said Bay City 
for the hearing of admiralty causes, beginning in the month of February in 
each year. The time and terms of court at Detroit and Port Huron in the 
southern division of said district shall remain as now fixed by law. 

Spo. 3. That all suits and proceedings hereafter to be tried in said circuit 
and district courts, not of a local nature, shall be brought in the court of the | 
division of the district where the defendant, or one of the defendants if there 
be several, resides, and if there bs several defendants, part of whom resive | 


DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 


Task unanimous con- | 


The Chair will resume the eall of commit- | 
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at any place other than where he resides, shal), upon his written ce) 
be ee by the marshal of said district his reasonable expenses { 
and attendance, not to exceed $ per day, and such payments ; 
lowed the marshal in the settlement of his account with the Unit 
Sec. 6. That the district attorney and marshal of said easter 


Michigan shall respectively perform the respective duties of 


ney and marshal for the southern and northern divisions of said 


established by this act. 


The marshal of said district shall k: 


en 


deputy marshal at Bay City in the northern division of said a4 
mileage on service of process in said northern division shall bs 


from Bay City. 


Skc. 7. That any person charged with violating any of the pen 
inal statutes of the United States in which said circuit or distr 
jurisdiction shall be proceeded against by indictment or otherw 


the division of said 


district Where the alleged offense or offe: 


committed, and shall have his or her trial at a term of said co 
said division, unless, for cause shown, the judge shall otherwise ¢ 
one grand and one petit jury only shall be summoned, and serv: 
said courts at each term thereof; jurors shll be selected and dra 


the division of said district in Which they reside and in which t} 
said circuit and districtc urts to which they are summoned are 
Seo. 8 That this act shall not affect orin any wise interfere wit) 


action now pen 





e 


the same do pass. 


{[Mr. LANE]. 
Mr. LANE. 


curs ho expense. 


of one. 
for the court. 
Mr. SAYERS. 
ment? 
Mr. LANE. 


~ Mr. MALLORY. 


| England coust. 


Mr. MALLORY. 
propriation. 
The SPEAKER. 


| ment. 


Mr. SAYERS, 


Mr. McMILLIN. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


wrecked in 1892. 
Mr, McMILLIN. 


Mr. REED. 
The SPEAKER. 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. MALLORY. 





in one division and part in another of the district, the plaintiff may sue in 
either division, and send a duplicate writ or writs to the other defendants, 
on which the plaintiff or his attorney shall indorse that the writ thus sent 
is a copy of a writ sued out, in the proper division of said district, and said 
writs when executed and returned into tne office from which they issued shall 
constitute one sult, and be proceeded in accordingly. Actions in rem in ad- 
miralty may be brought in whichever division of the district service can be 
had upon the res. 

SBo, 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district courts for the eastern 
district of Michigan shall each keep his office at the city of Detroit and shall 
each aa @ deputy clerk for said courts held at Bay City, who shali re- 
side and keep his office at that place, and snch deputy clerk or clerks shall 
keep in his office dockets and full records of al! actions and proceedings in 
said circuit and district courts for the northern division of said circuit held 
at that place, and shail have the same power te issue all processes from said 
courts and perform any other duty that is or may be given to the clerks of 
other circuit and districé courts in like cases. 

Swc. 5. That the district judge for the eastern district of Michigan, who, 
in pursuance of the provisions of this act, shall attend the sessions thereof ' 


of section 5, and that the word ‘circuit’ in line 8 of page 
| stricken out and the word “ district '’ be inserted in lieu thereof; ar 
these amendments the committee report the bill back and recomm: 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


tary of the Treasury. 
absolutely necessary to take the place of the Gallatin, which \ 


ling in the circuit or district courts for the east 


f ichigan, but the same may be proceeded with in the same I 
though this act had not been passed 
| So. 9. That all provisions of laws in conflict wlth this act are | 
| a) 
| pealed. 


The committee recommend that said bill be amended by strik 


3 of sa 


I yield to the gentleman from [I 


Mr. Speaker, I presume there can be no 
tion to this bill, and unless some gentleman desires to 
question in reference to it, I ask a vote. 


I will state that 


In fact. it curtails the cost to the Gover: 
It provides for the holding of the court at two places i 
There are public buildings there and everything 1 


Without additional expense to the Gi 


LANE, a motion to reconsider the last 


Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Comn 


on Interstate and Foreign Commerce the bill (H. R. 3421 
viding for the construction of asteam revenue cutter for th 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he he 
authorized to have constructed a steam revenue cutter of the first: 
service on the New England coast; and for said purpose the sum of $ 
be, and the same is hereby. appropriated out of any money in the Tr 
not otherwise appropriated. 


I have an amendment striking out t! 


The gentleman will send up the : 


This is a bill which will have to be co 


ered in Committee of the Whole. 


The report contains the views of the S 
He states that such a revenue cult 


A pertinent inguiry, Mr. Speaker, w 


be as to whether there is any money in the Treasury to | 
| one with. 
Oh, we are going to issue some bonds. 


It will not cost a cent, as I have already stat: 
The bill was considered, the amendments recommended by t 
committee agreed to, and the bill as amended was order 
be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. 
was laid on the table. 


STEAM REVENUE CUTTER, NEW ENGLAND COAST. 


OCTOBER 2 l, 


{ would like the gentleman in charge of 
bill to explain to the House whether or not he has any co: 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury——- 


This bill is on the Calendar of the Com 


I ask that the amendment 


strikes out the appropriation. 


The SPEAKER. 
the Treasury. 


The bill would still create a charge 


be read. 


] 


N 


The gentleman might ask unanimous consent 


consider the bill in the House as in Committee of the W hole 
I ask unanimous consent to consider 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. MALLORY. 


Mr. SAYERS. 
Whole. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYER 


objects. 
Mr. MALLORY. 


Mr. Speaker, let it go to Committee 0 


I move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 











1893. 


the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 


of the bill, Mr. DocKERY in the chair. , 
“The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
to consider the bill, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read the bill. 
Mr. MALLORY. I will read the recommendation of the Sec- 
-y of the Treasury in response to a request from the Com- 








revs s ; 
wittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. He says: 

ni 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 27, 1893. 

Grr: Ihave respectfully to acknowledge the receipt of a communication, 
da the 23d instant, from the Committee oa Interstate and Foreign Com 
me! transmitting for the views of this Department H. R. bill 3421, pr l 
in for the construction of a steam revenue cutter of the firstclass for service 
on New England coast, and appropriating therefor the sum of $175,000 


bill 
for service on thecoastof New England between Portsinouth, N.H., 


ply, I have the honor to state that the vessel provided for in the 


is ne ed 


an 1y Head, Mass., including Massachusetts Bay and Nantucket Shoals, 
a take the place of the revenue steamer Gallatin, wrecked January 6, | 
189 on a sunken ledge off Manchester, Mass., during a blinding snowstorm 

' y opinion the sum named will construct a vessel of the class require 
fol 3 duty, and bhearnestly recommend that the bill receive favorable con 
8 ion. The paper is returned 


tty 
Lu 


lly yours, 
0. S. HAMLIN, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE D. WISE, M. C., : 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Poreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 

[It has been suggested to me that 1 offer an amendment strik- 
ing out the appropriation and limiting the expense to-be in 
curred to the amount named in the bill. I ask that the amend- 
ment be placed before the commiitee, to be acted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, general debate will 
be considered as closed, and the gentleman can offer his amend- 
ment. 

Chere was no objection. 

The ameadment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “coast’’ in line 5 of the bill, 
thereof the words “at a cost of not exceeding $175,000.” 


. McMILLIN. 


and insert in lieu 


Mr Is there any report accompanying the bill? 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MALLORY] 


has read the letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
which is embodied in the report. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to needlessly 


take up the time of the committee, nor to speak so particularly | 


of this bill asof the general policy that I think it istime to enter 
upon in the beginning of this session. 

We have a rather diffieuit and altogether embarrassing situa- 
tion confronting us. By reason of extravagantlegislation here- 
tofore passed, raising the expenditures of the Government to 
about $00,000,000 per annum, and then imposing an excessive 
rate of duty, preventing imports and cutting off revenues, we 
have to-day a constantly increasing difficulty in the fact that 
there is less money being collected than is being expended, if | 
understand the si:uation. 

1 do not remember that there has been anything paid on the 
sinking fund for a considerable time. Nothing could be paid for 
lack of money. This isan open secret. If we further increase 
appropriations we may have to pay a part of the current expenses 
of the Government out of the 100,000,000 gold reserve that has 
been kept in the Treasury for yearsas a fund to redeem the out- 
standing paper obligations of the United St utes. 
when we make new appropriations here, it might as well be un- 
derstood that these appropriations are to come out of the gold 
reserve that has been heid as a fund to redeem the paper obliga- 
tions of the Government. 

Mr. CULBERSON. By what authority can that be done? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Iam not talking about the authority. If 
it is met we have nowhere else for it tocome from. I am not 
talking about whether it can be done; but, as I understand, we 
have had to pay current expenditures from that fund. Iam a 
believer in the doctrine that this may be done under the law. 

Now, Iam not discussing in that the propriety of doing it. 
That is another thing; but as a legal question it seems to me it 
may be done. I know it has been reported that we paid the cur- 
rent expenses of this Government out of ths gold fund. I know 
at the same time there was a great deal of discussion whether 
more or less silver should be coined: there was a good deal o 
high kicking all over this city because they had to take goid. 
I submit we had as well face the fact that the expenditures are 
in excess of the receipts. 

This condition is not new to-day, was not new last week, or 
last month; and it is not likely to cease to-morrow, next week, or 
nextmonth. Why, the deficiency in the Post-Office Department 
alone for the year will be over $12,000,000. 

This may be a very proper measure. I know the painstaking 


way in which the gentleman in charge of th> bill does the work 
intrusted to him by the House. I am not antagonizing this bill. 
But in all of our legislation here this state of facts confronts us, 
and we may as well prepare to meet it in all our legislation, and 
make the appropriations as slight as possible. 


| of 


Therefore, | 
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Mr.O’'NEIL of Massachus Will the gentleman 
nessee permit meaquestion. Is he aware that this bill pr . 
tor the construction ol a boat to 1 ’ the plice of one lo i 
blinding snowstorm on the Atlantic coast in January, 1892? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That fact L eSCca} me, and is ] nt 
at this time. 

Sir, let us make no needless expendit ] 
penditures, revise the tariit, and waich 1 oO t 
money is not collected, but alsothat t ‘ 
be judiciously appropriated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I des to sup 
has been said by the gentleman from Tenn @ Vv 
ment that this Congress will be called 
larger ap} ropriation for deficiencies for tl 
for many years past. Iam informed that ost 
falling off very rapidly. 

M SRETZ. Why? 

ir. SAYERS. Because of thes 38 

ent, instead of Congres ing reg ‘ 
priation of from $5,000,0Uu to $7,000,010 deticien 3 fo 
5 vice, it will exceed $1 »U00,000, nies < sho V \ 
great change for the better in the matter of r« ts d e 
next eight months, 

[ have no objection to this bill, but only avail m of 
opportunity to call the attention of members of the House t 
fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as to this bill, pre } 
authority for the construction of a revenu for the first 
revenue district, I will state that it wi take the plac oO ne 
one which his been wrecked. Ofcourse, it isessenti t s 
vessel should be constructed in order to } tect the co mn 

| of the revenue. It is therefore in the line of one of t 3 
sry things for us to do regardiessot other cond n 
there will not be so much revenue collected as ) 
| otherwise be. So mutch for that. 

A single word further in reference to t vestion of the 
centlieman from Tennessee [ Vir. MCMILUI who ha - 
dressed the committee as to the c of the condition t 
which we tind to-day, in which » revel 3 less t 
penditures, 

Tue gentleman omitted to state the one a ( of t 
condition of our financial affairs, while namin eral i 
reasons which have nothing to do with the itio ’ 
enues of last year and the year before, under the exist ! 
wer. sufficient to meet all the expenses under the rislation to 
which the gentleman has referred. The revenue fo ( 
fiscal year has fallen off in consequence of the fin uncial and ind 
trial conditionof the country in the pastsix months. Ourreven 
has declined in three months to the extent of about $21,000,000, as 
compared with the same months of last year, and in cons en 

this falling off we have fuiled to meet our « burs the 
sum of $19,000,000; and the estimaie of the Se t the 
Treasury is that the deficit on the Ist day of July ll be 
not less thin $o0,000,0u0. 

This is not owing to any material increase of expenditw bu 
to the loss of revenue; and therefore it is true, as has bee : 
gested by the gentleman from Tennessee, that we are p1 
to day for an excess of expenditures above the revenue t 
ing money from the gold redemption fund. pledged f } 
demption of the notes which have been issued by the Gove 
ment, and are using it as current funds to meet « d 

Now, wy judgment is, without reference to etl there is 
authority for doing this, that this couise is unwi in the high- 
est degree. The gentleman from T s|Mr. CULBERSON], in a 
report presented in the last Congre took t! rroun ind | 
agree with him, that there is no iuthority of law touse th oney 
ca ithe gold redemption f l, especially the n - id 
a half millions purchased for thespecific purpose of r¢ t 
by the sale of bonds, for anything but iption o: | 
States legal-tender notes; but there ) l 
of law absolutely setting apart this asa trust fund 

nferential provision in the act of 1882, it has be -n don 
rom a seeming necessity, perhaps, on the idea that it w he 
ynly means we had to meet a deficit 

¥ we are as truly contracting a « hich t 
making good so much of the redemption fund as w 30 to pay 
current obligations; that it would be much wiser to bo the 
amount of the deficit at once rather than make e « ind 
established for another purpose, a fund which m ) - 


| the currentexpendituresof the Government. 


tained if we would not invite greater evils. 

Now, we ought not, I agree with my friend from Tennessee, 
to be using this gold redemption fund, as weare to-day, to meet 
There is no doubt 
about that. It is likely to cause serious trouble for us financially 
if this shall goon. The gold redemption fund has already been 
reduced to $82,000,000, and it is inevitable, if this depletion goes 
on, it will cause a want of confidence, not only here, but espe- 
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cially abroad, that will again provoke a return of the difficulties 
which we have already had. 


Of course there is but one way to meet the difficulty. 


last session of Congress—an issue of bonds—and if the last House 


had concurred with the Senate at that time in reaffirming the | 
authority to issue bonds given by the actof 1875, [have no doubt 


that the mere expression of the will of the Nation that we in- 
tended to maintain that redemption fund would have preserved 
our credit, and we should not have seen the financial revulsion— 
although we should have seen the industrial depression that we 
have already had. It was a mistake not to arm the Secretary 
and Treasurer with authority which he recognized and which 


1875, and thus notice was given to the world that we did not in- 
tend to replenish that redemption fund. 

The result was what we have seen: and if we go on depleting 
this gold redemption fund much longer we sholl see trouble 
again, arising from precisely the same cause. I think that we 

should not continue to deplete this fund. 

[concur with the yentloman from Tennessee that wherever 
we can, wherever the expenditure is not necessary for carrying 
on the Government, maintaining its revenue and enforcing its 
laws, and otherwise carrying on the Government, we should 
limit expenditure. There is no doubt but that is the duty which 
is upon us at this time; but there are some expenditures abso- 
lutely necessary to the maintenance of the Government, and the 
preservation of the revenue by providing revenue vessels is one 
of them, and this bill, therefore, seems to come within the lines 
of necessary objects of government. 

Mr. MALLORY was recognized. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
man from Maine a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. MAtL- 
LORY] has the floor. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, if this bill proposed to add 
anything to the Revenue Marine Service, if it was a new depart- 
ure providing for a vessel that had never existed, I can under- 
stand why objection might be urged againstit. Butthe bill sim- 
ply proposes to replace a vessel which has been destroyed, to re- 
place it by a suitable vessel for the important service rendered 
by the one that was wrecked. I do not think it will be disputed 
that it is absolutely necessary for the administration of our rev- 
enue service along our coast that there should be a revenue cut- 
ter equipped for the revenue service heretofore rendered by the 
Gallatin. 

Mr. FITHTAN. What is the proposed cost of this vessel? 

Mr. MALLORY. Not exceeding $175,000. That isa large 
sum of money I admit, but you can not build a sea-going vessel 
to cruise along that coast, which in many months of the year is 
very tempestuous, for a less sum. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, who, I take it for granted, is 
as well informed as to the financial condition of the country as 
any one else, heartily indorses this measure and earnestly—to 
use the language of his letter—recommends the passage of the 
bill. 

I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to go into a discussion of the 
financial condition of the country. Whatever dilferences may 
exist among us as to the best financial policy to be pursued I am 
satisfied that we all agree that this machinery shall be kept 
oiled, shall go on, and be permitted to work for the benefit of 
the Government; and this is one of the instrumentalities of that 
machinery which the Secretary of the Treasury says is abso- 
lutely necessary, and which [ think every member on this floor 
will admit is necessary if the Revenue Marine is a necessary ad- 
junct of our service. 

Mr. BRICKNER. Mr. Chairman, Iagree with the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. SAYERS], that we should be very careful about ap- 
yropriating money for any purpose. We are all aware that the 
Treasury is substantially empty. But we can not overlook the 
great necessity that exists for protecting commerce and life 
and property. When you cripple commerce you cripple the in- 
come of the Government. Now, there are three of these cutters 
that are absolutely necessary. Being on the committee, and 
having examined the matter quite closely, I find that these cut- 
ters have saved more lives than have been saved by any other 
equal expenditure on the partof the Government. We have one 
on th» great lakes which is now worn out, having been built in 
1856. All the above-mentioned steamers answer a double pur- 
pose, for preventing smuggling and assisting vessels in distress. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Dol understand the gentleman to say 
that this is a life-saving boat, or is it a revenue boat? 


I wish to ask the gentle- 





That is | 
the way that was suggested by the action of the Senate at the | 


the world recognized as an authority which would be used, and 
if we had reaffirmed that authority last February, I do not be- 
lieve that there would have been a necessity for selling a single 
bond; but we refused to reaffirm authority and the Secretary 
subsequently declined to act under the authority of the act of 


Mr, BRICKNER. They are always used for the pu 
saving life and property wherever commerce or those « 
init are indanger. The purpose of these vessels is to . 
the revenue laws, but also to assist vessels that are 
where life or property is in danger, and they have alw 
that. Looking over the list I find that the Andy Joh, 
saved the lives of four hundred and fifty-six persons. 
that she has been in commission for many years. 
which this bill proposes to replace has an equally good r 
proportion to the time that she was in the service. 

Now, I have no objection if you stop work on som 
cruisers on which we are wasting money by the millio 
can not see what good they are—but it is not possib!) 
can wiseiy curtail expenditure on these vessels which ar 
solute necessity to enforce our revenue laws, and tosive 
property when they are in danger. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 
gentleman from Fiorida, which the Clerk will report: 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word ‘‘cost”’ in line 5, and insert in lieu 
“at a cost not exceeding $175,000.” 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. AsI understand, thisamendmentst 
out the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. It does. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It seems to meif that is to be done we 
might as well strike out the whole bill. Asa member of t] 
Committee on Appropriations I should feel, if this bill passes, 
that it would be the duty of our committee to report an adequate 
appropriation to carry it out. Why not let the appropriation 
stay in the bill and be done with the matter at once? 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason is this, Mr. Chairman: that in- 
stead of appropriating $175,000 for one year we shall appropriate 
but a portion of that sum at the present session of this Congress. 

Mr.LIVINGSTON. Well, one questionin my mind is whether 
this vessel ought to be built at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is another question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to know what part of the 
coast this vessel is intended for. Is it coming down our way’? 

Mr. MALLORY. No; it will not come down the gentleman's 
way. It is intended for the New England coast—the coast of 
Maine and Massachusetts. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, they have plenty of people up 
there to look after the interestsof those who may be in danger of 
shipwreck, while the southern coast is very sparsely settled. It 
seems to me it is partiality to appropriate $175,000 to take care 
of people who may be in danger of drowning on the eastern 
coast, unless we do something for that part of the coast where 
there is equal danger and more need of this kind of service. 

Mr. MALLORY. The gentleman is under a misapprehen- 
sion. This vessel is not for the life-saving service, but for the 
revenue service. It is to supply the place of a revenue cutter 
which was lost a year ago. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. J suggest, Mr. Chairman, that instead of 
a revenue cutter we get some United States marshals to operate 
upon the land in collecting the revenue; that would be a great 
deal cheaper. Thatis the way we doin Georgia. We have no 
revenue cutter down there. 

Mr. MALLORY. Oh, yes; the gentleman has a revenue cutter 
on the coast of Geergia. 

The question being taken on the amendmentof Mr. MALLORY, 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the committee rise and report 
the bill,as amended, to the House with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, having had under consider- 
ation the bill (H. R. 3421) providing for the construction o! a 
steam revenue cutter for the New England coast, had directed 
him to report the same back with an amendment, and with the 
recommendation that the bill be passed as amended. 
The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 8 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the passage of 
the bill). The ayesseem to have it. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I call for a division. 
The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 80, noes 0. 
So the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR LAKE SERVICE. 
Mr. MALLORY. On behalf of the Committee on Interstate 


of 
i 


“cea 


likes 








a-ao 





nd Foreign Commerce, I desire to call up the bill (H. R. 3297) 
: ‘ding for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for 
vice on the Great Lakes. \ : 

The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. ) s 
f the bill in the House as in Committee of the W hole? 

rahe SAYERS. Let it go to the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. DocKERY in the chair) 
and proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3287) pro- 
viding for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service 
on the Great Lakes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized to have constructed a steam revenue cutter of the first class for 
oa ice on the Great Lakes; and for said purpose the sum of $175,000 be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce was read, as follows: 
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on time and again as being inack 


Is there objection to the consideration | 


Amend by striking out all after the word “ Lakes,” in line 5, down to the | 


end of the bill, and inserting in lieu thereof the words: ‘‘Provided, That the 
cost of said construction shall not exceed the sum of $175,000." 
Mr. MALLORY. I ask that a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in reference to this bill be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, September 27, 1893. 


Sir: I have respectfully to acknowledge the receipt of a communication, 
dated 22d instant, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
transmitting, for the views of this Department, H. R. bill 3297, providing for 
the construction of a steam revenue cutter of the first class for service on 
the Great Lakes, and appropriating therefor the sum of $175,000. 

In reply, I have the honor to state that the vessel provided for in the bill 

is required to take the place of the revenue steamer Johnson, stationed at 
Milwaukee, Wis., with cruising grounds covering lakes Michigan and Su- 
yerior. 
: The Johnson is an old side-wheel vessel, built nearly thirty years ago, and 
requires frequent and expensive repairs. Her hull is nearly worn out and 
her machinery is of obsolete type. A new vessel of modern construction is 
needed to take her place. 

I consider the amount named in the bill sufficient to construct the class of 
vessel required, and J earnestly recommend the passage of House bill 3297, 
which is herewith returned. 

Respectfully, yours, 
Cc. S. HAMLIN, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. GEORGE D. WISE, 'M. C., 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr.SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill would inform the committee whether 
there is an absolute and immediate necessity for the construction 
of this cutter. We would be glad to know how many of these 
vessels there are now in active service; and whether the vessel 
of which this new cutter is intended to take the place on the 
lakes could not be used for three or four years longer without 
danger. It does seem to me that in providing for the construc- 
tion of one new revenue cutter Congress is going just as far as it 
ought to go at the present time. I have no objection to putting 
the Revenue Cutter Service into good condition; but I believe 
that in view of the certain deficiency in the Treasury it is the 
duty of Congress not to make provision during the present ses- 
sion for the construction of more than one vessel. 

Mr. Chairman, if this bill be passed, although it carries no ap- 
propriation, and it should become a law, then when the sundry 
civil appropriation bill is before the House for consideration it 
will be in order to offer an amendment to appropriate the money 
necessary for the construction of this vessel. If the Democrats 
of this House desire to make this an extravagant Congress, let 
them understand that a vote for this bill will be on the line of 
extravagance, and such measures will contribute to swell the 
regular annual appropriation bills. 

Now, I wish every member to understand that when he votes 
for a measure of this character, on his own shoulders must rest 
the responsibility for the large regular appropriation bills. [! 
the gentleman from Florida will withdraw the bill and present 
it at the next session I will have no objection, so that we may 
build one vessel a year for the Revenue Cutter Service. 

_ Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, lam not personally specially 
interested in the passage of this bill, but as a member of this 
House and a member of the committee reporting the bill, I feel 
that it is one which ought to be passed. I heartily joined with 
the recommendation of the committee to that end. ‘The vessel 
now depended upon to carry on the business of guarding the 
coast of Wisconsin, Michigan, and our lake borders up along 
the coasts of Minnesota and Lake Superior, has been reported 


iate for the service and a 


dangerous vessel, to the extent that it exposes the lives of th: 


sea 


on board of her to constant risk. She is un old vessel: she is 
out of date; her machinery is obsolete and practical on- 
demned, although she is still in the service. The Department 
has called attention to the fact and state that 

the vessel provided forin the bill is required to take the pla ! 18 
steamer Johnson, stationed at Milwau », Wis., with cruising ground V- 


ering Lakes Michigan and Superior 

The Johnson is an old side-wheel vessel, built nearly thirty years ind 
requirgs frequent and expensive repairs. Her hull is nearly wor and 
her machinery is of obsolete type. A new vessel of modern constru nis 
needed to take her place. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman inform the House how 
many vessels are now being used in the Revenue Cutter Service? 

Mr. MALLORY. No, sir; I have not the information. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then I submit that until the House can get 
such information it will be hardly wise to make provision for 
building another vessel. 

Mr. MALLORY. Do you mean the entire number of vessels 
employed in the revenue service? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; the whole number of vessels in the serv- 
ice. We have already a vessel engaged in the service which is 
performing duty; and with all due deference to the gentleman, 
I do not think from the language of the report just read that it 
is in as bad acondition as he seems to believe. If there isa 
number of these vessels engaged in different parts of the coun- 
try, and it is necessary to replace the vessel at this point, why 
not take a vessel from some other service, on some other part 
of the coast, and send it there, at least temporarily? 

Mr. MALLORY. The reason, I presume, is because they are 
just as much needed in the places where they are located as they 
are at this point. 

Mr. SAYERS. 
man state the fact. 

Mr. MALLORY. This bill, I will state, has been before the 
committee on previous occasions. This vessel is asked for, and 
a bill providing for the building of another vessel to take her 
lace was before the Committee on Interstate Commerce in the 
ast Congress, received its approval, and, if [remember correct ly, 
it passed this House. At that time, over a year ago, it was then 


That is a presumption. Can not the gentle- 


urged as a reason for action in the matter that this old vessel 
on the lake was absolutely unfit for the service, that it was un- 


seaworthy, was dangerous, and I should not be at all surprised 
if we continue to require this vessel to perform the service in 
the stormy season on the lakes, that we will some day receive 
the intelligence that she has gone down with all on board 

[t was stated before the committee, during our inquiry into 
it, that she is absolutely unfit for the service, and the facts are 
demonstrated that she was built thirty years ago, that she is so 
old that constant and expensive repairs are required all the 
time, that her machinery is of an obsolete type, and it seemed 
to the committee that in consideration of all of these facts they 
were justified in providing for the construction of a new \y oa 
to take her place. 

Now, as to sending a vessel from another district to take her 
place, as the gentleman from Texas suggests, it will not be pos- 
sible, I take it, to do that. There is a vessel, I think, on Lake 
Erie, and I think that that is the only one in this region of 
country. But there are members here who are familiar with 
the facts and can state positively whether that is the condition 
or not. 


But this bill simply proposes toreplace an obsolete type of ves- 
sel, a vessel dangerous to life, not suitable for the purposes, by a 


new vessel which when completed will be good for at.l 
years, and require no further expenditure. 

I will state further to the committee and to the gent 
from Texas, particularly, that these two bills a 


ast t iirty 


man 


the on two 


"ea 


bills of that character that the committee has had before it or 
will probably have before it. 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say just this to the 


gentleman from Florida, and to the members of this committee. 


It is well known that there will have to be an increased appro- 
priation for the support of the light-house establishment. Of 
course the Committee on Interstate Commerce, I take it. will 


report a bill providing for the construction of new light-houses. 
Now, it does seem to me that this is the time, and it is the part 
of wisdom while we intend to improve the revenue and cutter 
service and the light-house service, that we ought to do so very 
carefully, keeping ourselves within rigid lines and careful limits 
of the revenues we nowhave. If no appropriation is to be made 
during the present Congress for the construction of this ship I 
shall have no objection to the passage of the bill. for I would put 
the Revenue Cutter Service of the country on the best possible 
The objection I have to the passage of the bill now is the 
deficiency of the revenues, and the immense size of the appre- 
priations, if bills of this character pass without objection. 


basis. 
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Mr. BRICKNER. I will try to answer some of the gentle- 
man’s questions. There are two revenue cutters on the Great 
Lakes, which have to perform the service on the entire chain of 
lakes, including several thousand miles of coast. One of these 
revenue cutters is the Fessenden and the other the Johnson. 
The Johnson was built in 1856. The report states her charac- 





ter. She was rebuilt some twenty years ago, and to-day she is | 


in a worse condition than at that time. 

This boat was considered last year by the committee. The 
commitiee were not satisfied whether the vessel was really in 
the condition stated in the report received from the Secretiry 
of the Treasury. Wecalled the captain of the service before the 
committee, and he made the statement that the vessel certainly 
was 110t s fe, that she was wholly unseaworthy at that time, two 
yearsago. Very slight repairs have been made on her, and cer- 
tainly she has grown no better. 

Li we should neglect to replace this vessel with something 


more secure and more suited for the purpose, in my opinion it 
would bea matterof sheer neglect. We know how well guarded 
our Cinadian borders should be to preventsmuggling. Atpres- 


ent any craft that has any speed at all, can run awsy from this 
vessel. It is of no value for that purpose. A little while ago 
there wasa severe storm on Lake Michigan. There were fifteen 
men at work on the in-takecrib two miles out from Milwaukee, 
and the eriband the lives of the men were in danger, but the 
unseaworthiness of the Johnson prevented the captain from 
venturing to save the lives of those men. The life-saving boat 
started to go there, but got there too late, and fourteen of the 
fifteen men had drowned. Had the Johnson been a seaworthy 
boat, she could have saved every one of them. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the re ison for desiring the construction 
of anew vessel rather in order to get one of a modern type than 
to replace one that is dangerous? 

Mr. BRICKNER. No; I know the vessel well. I have been 
on board of her and I have been on steamers « great many times 
in ihe last thirty years. I have never been on one about which 
I had such grave ee as about this one, two years ago. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. As was stated 
a few moments ago, it is not necessary that the whole sum to 
build one of these revenue cutters should be appropriated at one 
time. Hereare but two of these vessels proposed to be con- 
structed; and instead of appropriating the waoole amount, we 
might appropriate $50,000 for each one, and that for the next year 
would be ample, making a total appropriation of $100,000. 

Now, when you come to reflect upon it, it is stated that thisis 
a dangerous vessel, which is in the employment of the Govern- 
ment, a vessel on which the lives of the olficers and crew are 
continually indanger. If during the time that weare hesitating 
about buiiding a vessel to replace this tub, as it has been called, 
it should go to the bottom, there is not one of us who would not 
feel but it would have been better to appropriate the whole 
amount than thut the lives upon the vessel should have been lost. 
I think it might bo well not to objecttothis. As the gentleman 
in charge of the bill [Mr. MALLORY] says, there are only two of 
them. 

Mr. MALLORY. There may bea misapprehension. There 
is another bill also, providing for a boarding boat for San Fran- 
cisco Harbor. That is not a large vessel, however. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is that a revenue cutter? 

Mr. MALLORY. A small boat, a boarding vessel, notareve- 
nue cutter for sea service, 

Mr. OUTHWAILTS&. There seems to be a necessity for the 
vessel which is now asked for. 

Mr. KYLE. I want to ask the gentleman from Floridaa ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MALLORY. 

Mr. KYLE, 
sity for replacing this vessel since the last session of Congress? 

Mr.MALLORY. No,Ithinknot. The information furnished 
us af the last session of Congress was such as to convince the 
committee—— 

Mr. KYLE. Then this boat has done two years’ service since 
she was investigated before? 

Mr. MALLORY. About a year’s service, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour having expired, the committee 
will rise, 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DocKERY, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that th it 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R, 3297) pro- 
viding for the constructicn of a steam revenue cutter for service 
en the Great Lakes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 


Yes. 


[ would like to make a suggestion tothe | 
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Has there been any investigation as to the neces- | 


OCTOBER 2] 
’ 


secretaries, announced that the President had 
signed joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On October 21,1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 14) authorizing the Stat 
sin to place in Statuary Hall at the Capitol the 
Marquette; and 

On October 17, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 65) fixing the qualific 
and to hoid office in the Cherokee Outlet, Oklahom 
at the first municipal elections. 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, th 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole H 
stute of the Union for the further consideration 
R. 2650) to provide for the public printing and bindi 
distribution of public documents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment i 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. BeuTzu 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairm 
day the gentlemin from Pennsylvania |Mr. Bevrz: 
fered an amendment providing that— 

All blanks, blank books, and printed or engraved matter 
whatsoever supplied by the Secretary of State, the Secretar 
ury, the Secretary of tne Navy, the secretary of War, the S 
Interior, the secretary of Agriculture, the Postmaster-Genera 
torney-General, to any of the employés or bureaus under the: 
them in their Departinents, shall be obtained from the low 
bi iders for furnishing printed and engrave. matter respectiv: 
arate advertisements calling for proposals to furnish the sam 

Now, that means to destroy the Printing Office, 
amendment provides also that the Government Pri 
shall be made a competitor for this work with priva 
It says that if the Government Printing Oifice will io 
more cheaply than the private concern it shall have th 
lt therefore forces the maintenance of the Government | 
Office, and does not give them the work untess the 
the private contracto.s; and if they underbid them t! 
work; and if they do not get the work you still m 
Public Printing Office. 

But this amendment not only takes the work of the « 
ment Printing Oilfiee, it takes the work from the Bu 
graving and Printing. That does not come under 
Printer,and he has nothing to do with that Bureau. | 
ing bill has nothing whatever to do with the work of th 
of Engraving and Printing. 

Uniess we want to incur a very great expense, it 
we ought not to adopt thisamendment. We tried 
of years, and Congress unanimously abandoned it. A 
said before, I have the facts here. ‘Chey proved that 
enabled to give $100,00u for c impaign purposes for hi 
of these contracts; and they said we must abandon that 
swamp the Government. They went to work and ch 
system; not that getting the work done atthe Governu 
ing Oitice is any cheaper than by having it done by 
ties, but it, is done quickly and expeditiously, and don : 
when the Government deals fairly with its employ«s t is 
all i desire to say; and I hope the gent.eman will allow 
bate to be closed and that we may proceed to a vote o: 
tion. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not : 

House long in the brief reply which I shall make to 
ment of the gentleman who answered me yesterday. 
sons in behilf of this amendment seem to me to ap 
overwhelming force to the considerate judgment of 

gent men who want economy in the administration « 
mental affairs. 

In the reply which the gentleman from Tennessee 
dragged in a large number of collateral and absolut 
vant matters, which obscure the question upon which | 
committee to act intelligently. The issue is a plain, c 
unmistakable one. The Government printing costs 3, 
per year, and is composed of two great parts; whatare p 
called Congressional printing, amounting to $1,500,00 
and departmental printing, amounting to $1,400,000. 

Now, you perceive they are entirely distinct appropriations, 
and devoted to entirely aistinct fields of labor. Ido not 
pose to interfere with both. The giant Hercules, wh: 
cleaned the Augean stable, turned in two rivers, the Alph 
and Nepheus. I do not propose to correct but one of these g 
and complicated departments of the Government, where | 
admitted by the gentleman himself, and all persons, thas th 
is extravagance, mismanagement, and gross neglect. 

With regard to the Congressional printing, I concede that the 
Government Printing Office is necessary. We couid not weil 
get on without it. [ concede that it was established for the very 
reason that the gentleman says it was. To let the entire print: 
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— 
ing of this Government to private contractors leads to having no 
' tition, and hence to collusion and corruption between bid- 
; .s was shown in former times, when it came to be under- 
; that he who contributed most to campaign funds would 
, contracts. When private parties compete for work they 
. " e together and prevent competition. But the Govern- 
ing Office, having been established, is a public com- 
oa vithout interest of any kind, so that it stands honestly 
etition with private contractors, and competes fairly, as 

“be compelled to under the amendment I propose. 

estion of how to reduce the public printing isnot a new 
0 can away back in 1855, when the Government Print- 
; was established. But in 1883, at the suggestion of the 
| y-Generaland other persons interested in the question, 
: nent was made. I[n that year an act was passed, under 
which the Postmaster-General was allowed to have competition 
' rd to all printing in the postal money-order bureau be- 
tw he Government Printing Ottice and private « ontractors 
in such a way as not to interfere with the management of the 


nment Printing Office, but to see whether money could be 
saved to the Government. That experiment began in 1884 and 
h tinued now for ten years, and is no longer an experiment. 
It is a demonstration. It has been tried four years under a 
Democratic Administration, four years under a Republican Ad- 
ministration, and now continues under the present Administra- 
tion, and has proven an emphitic and undoubted success. The 
Government has saved by that system in one bureau alone $305,- 
Hy 


Go\ 


Why should itnot be applied to the other departmental print- 
ine? Why should we not have the right to try it—because that 
is all my amendment proposes. ‘he gentleman objects that it 
W ring about conflict and confusion between the Government 
Prin ng Office and privatecontractors. Notatall. The amend- 
m: nt prevides that every four years, w ith the coming in of a new 
Administration, the heads of each Department shall call upon 
the Government Printer for his estimates for the work required 
by each, and advertise for proposals from privatsa printers for the 
same work. 

Upon the bids made by the Public Printer and by the privat 
printers in competition the contracts are to be entered into with 
those whieh are cheapest. At the beginning of his administra- 
tion the Government Printer knows how much help he will re- 
jui:e, and no confusion need necessarily result at all. There is 
thus a binding, valid contract under the law for each of the De- 
partments for all work that is required to be done during the 
four ensuing years. The Public Printer does not need to break 
up or disarramge the Printing Office in any way. He employs 
at the beginning only such help as he requires after these con- 
tracts are made, and so on from time to time; in short, he goes 


‘ 





onas he goes on now. This will not have any effect upon the 
Government Printing Office except that it will sive the Govern 
ment th.ee-quarters of a million dollars a year in the cost of de- 


1e gentioman from Tennessee says that Mr. Wanamaker was 

not examined under oith. Thatistrue. Nooath wasrequired. 

The gentleman's committee sent Mr. Wanamaker the questions 
whieh they asked other witnesses, and he replied to them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. What I said was that Mr. 


partmental printing 


Wanamaker was not called as a witness before the committee. 
Others were called as witnesses, but he simply made a state- 
ment. 


Mr. BELTZHOOVER. He was called just exactly as you call 
any other distinguished witness. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
forty or fifty other witnesses. 

Mr. BELIZHOOVER. He was called justas you wanted him. 

f any one had intimated that he was desired to come before the 
committee to be examined in any other way, he would have gone 
with great pleasure. If any one had intimated that what he said 
was not true, he would have gone there and established its truth. 
No man intimated that there was any doubt about the truth of 
his statement, or that any one desired to cross-examine him. 
Why, then, should it be said now that he was not called asa 
Witness, when his testimony was taken on interrogatories, and 
was assented to and uncontradicted? 

_ Why are not the statements made by him to be taken asestab- 
lished conelusively, and why should not this House avail itself 
of the information contained in those statements, in this hour 
when, as the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and 
as the Secretary of the Treasury tell us, we are threatened 
With a deficiency of more than $0,000,000 in the revenues next 
year’ Under such circumstances, why should we not at isast try 
to economize to the extentof three-quartersof a million dollars, 
as we can deinthis way? Why notmuke the experiment, which 


Yes; but not as we called 


is no longer an experiment, but a matter of demonstration from | 
| this work could be done entirely by a private printing office or 


the experience of eleven years? One word more. 
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Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow a - 
tion? 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Certainly. if it does not come out of 
my time. 

Mr. COOPER of Indiana. Just a short question. With 
erence to the saving which you say will result upon th doption 
of your amendment, | will ask you, withaviewol t ( 
it is really in behalf of economy that you oppose t 
you did not the other d Ly, during tl endency of 
favor an amendment to put upon it an extra item fo 
ing of the war records, to furnish S38 VO 3 ‘ 
of the House. not already supplied with t 
for each member? And was not that done with 
ing to break down the bi 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER.,. I voted fort un 
they wei ist and proper, and he ought to h ( 
me or any man for voting here, unselfishly, to give hi l 
members the books which, [ understund, he vo t l 
himself with in the last Congress, and which I have voted now 
to give to the new members of the pt nt Us l 

Mr. COOPER of Indianx. IL did not vote! 

a set was allowed to me | gave it away, so that I ve | 
and I do not desire to have any voted to me now 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I did the same with m 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gent 
Pennsylvania call attention to the point in this bill wv 
says, repeals the law of 1883 o ch h p 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. The provision that al 
sistent with this act are repe led 

wr. RICHARDSON of Tennesse: But my friend w 
fair 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Iam fair. Laughter 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This oO whi 
are now discussing, provides that ‘‘all prin yindin \ 
blank books for the Senate or House of Represent ‘ 
the executive and judicial departments s 
Government Printing Oilice. except in cases otherwise | 
by law,” thus making a direct excepti le CA eleri 
by my friend. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will t tleman agrt 
that provision shall say, ‘‘exeept provided b 
3, 1883?” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenn« L w undo 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Theni understood, \ 
that I need not address myself further to that p 
tion. 

[In further reply to the gentleman from Indiana! Mr. ( 

[ wish tosay that I did vote for the amendment to which 

referred, and I said that this chees “paring econ ¥V invit 

derision and contempt of the country, when you vote app ri 

tions, as you do here frequently, right in the face of fact 

show that they are grossly extravagant and unn sary. Lv 
lal number ol 


to give the farmers of this country the u 








cultural Reports—I say the usual number becuse the gentl 3 
bill proposed to cut down the number a hundred thous 
and to give a few more books on the Diseases of the Ho ) 
the 30,0 0 vot rs of my district, and tot ie vot rs of the bedad l 
districts of this country, and to give each member of ¢ 
who was not in previous Congresses certain voiumes of the Ri 
bellion Records which the gentieman pin re v , a 
which I received in a prior Congress—the w thing n 
ager ting a hundred thousand doll ; 
When a gentleman criticises me for that eritic n, and then 
ands up here and opposes an amendm ic] 
Government three-qu triers OF a mii d a l 
does 1G occupy a very envy iable posl If this idm t 18 
to be ected, [ appeal to gentlemen to give us some | 
son for rejecting it than any that has yet b ligne 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, if t go : 
from Pennsylvania will indicate the provision of law wh 
( ir s to specify so that it shall not be r pe dd Vy to 
the law of 1873 authorizing the Postmaster-General to t 
for the work which his been mentioned—lI will make 1 
ti ndment of that kind 
LTZHOOVER. Oh. I will wait wu this ai 
is voted on. L hope we shall lopt the amendment, and that 
settle the question. 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. i hope we shall not adopt 
the amendment. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to Ly a fi 


words on the general question of Government printing. 3 has 
been said by the gentleman who has just taken his s 
BELTZHOOVER}, the printing of this Government costs in th 
neighborhood of three and ahalf million dollars annually. That 
? 


is a large sum, and undoubtedly, if the situation were such tha 








Bor SSSI 


Fe ee ea ay 


ae 


Rarures Semneantoes 


re 


be 
; ? 
' ; 
Me ie. 
% ' 
a 
4 






















































CONGRESSIONAL 


offices, in the same way that a private concern does its work, 
there could be some saving. But a large part of this work is 
exigency work, work which must be done immediately, whether 
by night or by day, and it must be done in this city. Now, as to 
that class of work, it has been proved by experience that it is 
absolutely necessary to have a Government Printing Office, not- 
withstanding that the work done in this way costs more than it 
would if we could let the work out by contract to outside parties 
and could wait for the work, sending it to other places, if con- 
tractors in other cities offered us advantageousterms. But we 
can not do this, because of the situation as to that class of work. 

The reason that the work costs more when done by the Gov- 
ernment than it would if done in private offices lies very largely 
in the legislation of Congress. First, we provide that one-tifth 
less time shall constitute a day’s work in the Government Print- 
ing Office than is usual in all offices outside. Secondly, we pro- 
vide by law that the price per thousand for composition shal! be 
in the neighborhood of 10 to 20 per cent more than the prices 
prevailing outside. Thirdly, we provide for vacations for em- 
ployés; and during those periods we continue regular pay. Those 
three reasons (and they are reasons not dependent at all upon 
the conduct of that office) necessarily involve a somewhat in- 
creased expenditure. 

And I desire to say in passing that as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations it became my duty in the last session 
of Congress to make some examination of the Government Print- 
ing Office, and, having some practical acquaintance with the 
business, I was enabled, I think, to draw very correct conclu- 
sions. I desire, therefore, in justice to the Government Printer 
and the officials connected with the Government Printing 
Office, to say that more efficient men can not be secured than 
they are. The business of the office is conducted as faithfully 
and as efficiently as is possible in any great establishment like 
that, subject to such laws as Congress has imposed for its man- 
agement. 

And we must maintain the establishment for exigency work. 
And by exigency work I mean all the work ordered by Congress, 
or nearly all of it, which must be done immediately. I include, 
too, notonly the work done for Congress, but a certain portion 
of the Department work. 

Now, as to a large portion of the Department work, outside of 
blanks and blank books, nearly all of it is exigency work, which 
must be done on the spur of the moment, by night or day, as the 
occasion may be. And this must be done in our Government 
Printing Office. Now,I would have no objection at all—indeed 
I would like to see the experiment tried—to having that portion 
of the Department work which is not exigency work—namely 
blanks and blank books, and nothing more, to start with—done 
by contract. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman allow me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will you offer an amendment cover- 
ing that class of work and providing that it be done outside of 
the Government Printing Office?’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iamofferingno amendments now; Iam mak- 
ing suggestions. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will be glad to have the gentleman 
go)perate with me in that matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Butas to blanks and blank books, used regu- 
larly from year to year in all the Departments—the blanks for 
the custom-houses, for internal-revenue offices, for the Post- 
Office, indeed all blanksand blank books which are fixed in their 
character and may be printed in large quantities—that work 
might be done just as well outside the Government Printing 
Office as init. Ihave nota particle of doubt that there could 
be some saving effected by giving this work to the lowest bidder. 

Of course, as gentlemen remember, and as the gentleman from 
Tennessee has reminded us, we tried before the war the experi- 
ment of having all our printing done by contract, and maintain- 
ing no Government Printing Office; and, as the gentleman from 
Tennessee well said ogee that system was a failure. Con- 
tracts were given out for political purposes, and, as gentlemen 
very well understand who have read ths testimony taken by the 
Joint Committee on Printing, the result was that the Govern- 
ment expended, proportionately, a larger sum for work done 
than is expended under the present system, and there were 
frauds in connection with it that reflected upon the Government, 

Therefore I say in the first place we must maintain a Govern- 
ment Printing Office for exigency work; there is no escape from 
that. The only question is whether, as to certain classes of work 
called for by the Departments, name'y, blanks and blank books, 
we might not advantageously give out the work by contract to 
the lowest bidder just as we have given out the printing for the 
money order division of the Post-Office Department since 1883 to 
the lowes bidder. There is no question that there can be some 
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siving in that direction. I think that this in a nutshe)) :. 
stutement of the whole case. — 

[Here the hammer fell]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Doesthe gentlema; 
more time? If so, I will submit the request. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; I think I will not occupy morse ¢ 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I would like to ask the ga, 
from Maine a question. ™ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam perfectly willing to answer, go f 
can, if I may be allowed the time. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. The gentleman seems well-info» 
on this subject; and there are others of vs who have n 
much experience as he has. I understood the gentleman { 
that the Government pays 20 per cent more than is paid 
vate parties —— 

Mr. DINGLEY. As wages? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Nearly that—certainly 10 per ce: 
And the fact that so many printers come here to obt 
tions—just as they come for Government positions 
that the pay is better than elsewhere. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Why is that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. By reason of the enactments of Co 
Congress has passed a law providing what shall be the « 
sation of employés in the Government Printing Offic | 
also provided that the hours of labor shall be but eight 
daily, while in the private offices of the country the | 
daily labor are ten. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Well, can not we correct that? 
beg leave to ask the gsantleman from Maine this question as 
learner altogether. He has had muchexperience,and I askh 
if in his judgment we ought not to correct that? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, the gentleman may undertake it 
Iam afraid he would fail. I have seen some efforts of that 
made in the House, and I know their practical result. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I understand you to state, ho r, 
as a fact that we pay 20 per cent more than the private estab- 
lishments pay for this work? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ten per cent at least. I give that as my 
opinion, without having carefully compared the compensation, 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I understand that, of course: it isan 
estimate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. WhenTI undertake to make a state of 
that kind I mean that I give what I regard as a fair estimate, 


or what might be called a rough guess, I should say it was sub- 
stantially that. It is, however, but just in that connection that 
I should say the Government Printing Office requires a class of 


expert workmen of a higher grade on the average than thos 
required in any private establishment. It has no apprentices. 
They can not laws, from the necessities of the case, any poor 
workmen; and, of course, experts in any branch of mechanica 
employment command higher prices. This office employs the 
very best. I will not undertake to say that private est«blish- 
ments employing a like grade of operatives do not pay newrly as 
much, but as a matter of fact, I take it for granted that the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office employs only the very best clas; of 
workmen—those whom you might call experts—and I doubt if 
that is the case in any private printing establishment. 
There has been some reflection on the character of the 
done at the Government Printing Office. I have had some ex- 
perience myself in the matter of printing and know som»thing 
about it. I say then that the character of the printing done 
at the Government Printing Office, in general, can not b> sur- 
passed by any office in this country—as might be expected from 
an office employing experts. I have had speeches printed in 
private offices here in this city and alsoin the Government !)rint- 
ing Office, and any gentleman who has an eye for good typozra- 
phy must understand that the work done at the Government 
Printing Office is very far superior to that done at ordinary 
offices where cheaper workmenare employed. There isn: doubt 
of that. 
We have no cause tocomplain of the character of the wor k done 
there. The office is managed efficiently by good men. 
oughly understanding their duty, and I do not believe it is po 
sible to have it managed better than it is managed now. !t!s 
just and proper that I should say that much. We have never 
had a more efficient Government Printer and superintendent 
of the office than we have to-day. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of submit 
ting some remarkson the pending question I move to strike out 
the last word. 
I had the honor during one session of Congress to serve on the 
Committee on Printing of this House, and during that Cong'ess 
the Forty-seventh—I had occasion toexamine into the wor«ings 
of this great office of the Government. 
Ordinarily I am in favor of letting Government work out to 
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the lowest responsible bidder, but the Government Printing Of- 
fice is an exception to all rules, and I will venture to assert that 
if we undertake to do the public printing by letting it out to 
yrivate parties, ! t 
more money than we are now paying, and we wili get, in 
ement, far inferior work. It is impossible in the very 
nature ‘of things that private individuals can do this Govern- 
ment work. It is an utter impossibility. Chere is no private 
inting establishment on this continent that can take hold of 
t .Government printing and under the rules that prevail in 
private offices do that work for the Government, and do it as 
voll or as cheaply as it is now done. 

Take the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for instance. 
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es -or from other causes, and there is nothing to be done. An- 
other day the Senate will meet and be in session late at night, 
and the House will also hold a night session running until 10 or 
11 o’clock, an immense mass of work is thrown on the office to 
he discharged, and yet it comes to the m*mbers’ tables before 8 
o'clock in the morning, efficiently executed in a style which sur- 
asses all of the highest achievements of the printing art known 
to mankind under such circumstances. There is no such estab- 
lishment in the world, and the work can not be done anywhere 
else but in the Government Printing Office. Why? Because 
when there is a great pressure of work on the RECORD they can 


do it by taking the book and job men and putting them on duty. 
When there is little work on the Recorp they can go back to 


the other branches of the service, and by this means have a 
creat establishment always employed, but with a force of men 
capable of being used for any class of work that may be pi 
sented. They can be transferred from one department of the 
work to the other as their services are required. 
Mr. BELTZHOOV ER. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Yes. 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Do you know that the employés of 
the RecorpD have nothing to do with the other departments of 
the Printing Office? 
Mr. SPRINGER. 





to the lowest bidder, that it will cost us very | 


Some days | 
have both Houses adjourn on account of the death of a mem- | 
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Will the gentlemen allowa question? 


I know that the employés in the other parts | 


of the Government Printing Office can be turned to this work | 


when necessary. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Do you not know that they are not? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know thatthe printers can be transferred 
in sufficient numbers to do the work in any department of the 
Printing Office at the time that their services are required. | 
say there is a force of men who c1n be always used in this way 
that no privat®é establishment could afford to employ. It would 
be impossible for them to do so, having so large a reserve force 
to call on to meet an emergency. 

It is known that this is work, as a rule, that must be done 
promptly, and in the best style of workmanship. That isone of 
the things that Congress musthavedone. We can notafford de- 
lay; we can not afford to be kept out of the public printing from 
day today. If Congress is deprived of the printing necessary 
for the discharge of its duty it would greatly delay and embar- 
rass the public business. 

Weare never delayed. This work is done promptly and ef- 
ficiently, and in the very best style known to the art. If we de- 
part from this system, and undertake to beat contractors by get- 
ting them to do work for less than the Government is doing it, 
the Government will be the loser in every instance, and these 
contracts will be let as a matter of patronage and favoritism to 
individuals, and will be a fruitful source of public scandal. 

Let us let well enough alone. This Printing Office is well 
enough. 
have been printing many kinds of documents in too great excess. 
That is the fault of Congress, and not of the Printing Office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. And that is largely rem- 
edied by this bill. 

Mr.SPRINGER. And that very objection is being overcome 
by the legislation covered in the pending bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is it exactly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And we are indebted to the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, for inaugurating and bringing nearly to 
completion in this House, one of the greatest and most benefi- 
cent reforms that Congress has entered upon for many years; 
and I hope the gentleman will be successful in passing this bill 
in substantially the shape in which it has been introduced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Now, I hope we may have 
a vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BELTZHOOVER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to section 90 the following: ‘ And all blanks, blank books, and printed 
or engraved matter of every kind whatsoever supplied by the Secretary of 
State, the Secretary of the Treagury, the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre 





the Secretary 
to 


f Agricult the 


f the empk 3 Or 


tary of War, the Secretary of the Interior 


Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General, an 


bureaus under them, or used by them in their Departments, shall be 1 
from the lowest responsible bidders for furnisning printed and e i 
matter respectively, under separate advertisement for pro} s to 
urnish the same for a period of four years under s nditions as 8 A 
Secretaries and the Postmaster-General and t! \ nera ‘ 
} rhat the Public Printer ar ( of t B 

izraving and Printing of the Tr ! t t 
ively estimates of the cost of print such inte ‘ i As 
may be required for use in the said Departmer l 
they shall furnish such printed and en ved matter whenev , 

stimates of the cost of the expenditure thereof will , 3s a 

ils made as above provided for 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I did not quite und nd 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. BEL’ 
has modified this, so as to cover simply blank nd b 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It has not been 1 
[t is read as published yesterday. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That never will answer If it was cc d 
8] y to blanks and blank books, it would be less ob 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER intend to offer th l t 

The amendment was reject 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Now I offer the 1iment I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ad ion 9 : 4 ; 

j mat ’ I e a t 
l'r 1 t y e Navy ~ , : ¢ 
tl Y ut \g1 t . 
Att iny e em e ' 
, Sa t 
ited mat 
‘ 1 i i 
su s¢ i 1 I ‘ 
I may) rescril ’ i 
s ates of t costof | i cS a \ 
f d for use in the said t ft G 
wh blanks and blar vhe y 
) expenditure thereof wiil be less than uyx pro] 
ubove provided for 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion ison the amendmen d 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Just a word. The amend s | 
now offer it, meets the request of the gent lan iro le 
{[Mr. DINGLEY] exactly, and provides only for blanks and nk 
ho ks. 

[ want to say but a word in answer to what the gentlem d 
in reply tome. While it seems to me that it ought to the 
rule thatthe gentleman wh» maintains the affirmative of a propo 
sition ought always to have the right to con ie, this 8 
anexception to that rule, and the gentlemen who oppose a propo- 
sition invariably have the conclusion. 

But let me say to the gentleman from Mai Mr. DINGLEY] 
that in what I offered yesterday I had not the slightest in yn 
to reflect upon the administration of the Government P ting 

| Office. Iam in favor of maintaining that intact. [am in favor 
of maintaining it in perfection, so as to comp>te as entirely and 
fairly as possible with private printers. I want the Government 


The real complaint, if any can be offered, is that we | 


Printing Office to do all the Congressional printing, the printing 


which comes by exigency, which we can not estimate for, which 
we can not provide for in advance: but [ intended my amend- 
ment only to cover departmental printing. 

[twill notinterfere with the Government Printing Office. The 


creat bulk of the departmental printing consists of blanks and 


blank books, which can be printed a year inadvance just as well 
as not; and experience has shown that they can be printed by 
competition without interfering with the Government P ing 
Office. 

This does not interfere with the wages of the Government 
printers. It does not interfere with the management of the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office. It does not in any way destroy the 
Government Printing Office, as the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] contended it would. Onthecontrary, i m- 
ply supplements their work by putting that which can be done 
outside in the hands of parties who will do it without the ex- 


pensive surroundingsand environments of the Government Prin 
ing Office. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gent 
man has now modified his amendment, and I am free to say that 
he has cut off some of what were the most objectionable features 
of the amendment he offered: but he must now. it seems to me, 
concede, after the statement he has just made when 
that it will not interfere with the Printing Ojtice, that if it is 
not to interfere with the Printing Office he can not accomplish 
that great work of reform he desires 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Ican not see why it willinterfere any 
more with the Government Printing Office than the action of 
the Postmaster-General for eleven years under the act 1883. 
At the beginning of the term of the Public Printer four 
years this work is let out, and he would not have to provide for 


performing this character of work. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not understand the 
gentleman from Maine {Mr. DINGLEY] to request that such an 
amendment as this should be offered, but he suggested that it 
would be less objectionable. Now, Mr. Chairman, if such areform 
as this is to be instituted, it ought to be done in some separate 
measure. It should be done ina bill to be referred to some com- 
mittee, I care not which; it may be to the committee of which 
the gentleman is chairman, or to the Committee on Public 
Printing, or to any committee that will hear expert testimony. 
And if they should deem it wise to report such a bill, let it be re- 
ported back to the House, and if such a measure is to be adopted, 
let it be discussed properly, and not put in under the five-min- 
ute debate a matter thatis of somuch importance as that in this 
bill. 

I would rather that my friend should institute his reform in 
some measure introduced separately. If it be a reform, let it 
stand upon its own merit, and let us have time to examine and 
consider it closely; because if we are going to endeavor to secure 
cheaper preparation of blank books than can be done at the Gov- 
ernment Printing Office, it ought to be done in some wise legis- 
lation, not passed hurriedly, so as to prevent fraud and corrup- 
tion, if there be any, or if there be any temptation to commit 
fraud, it should be considered in such a way as togive ample op- 

rtunity to throw the proper safeguards around it. Therefore 
Fiepe the Committee of the Whole will not vote this amend- 
ment upon this bill. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Will the gentleman yield to a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Was not this testimony upon which I 
am relying before your committee on your investigation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; we did not inves- 
tigate this question. That matter was put in the report; that 
is, the letter of the Postmaster-General was put in the report, 
and the question was not investigated. We did not undertake 
to see whether we could institute a reform in that direction or 
not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. You are not answering my question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am trying to do so. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I desire to know if the letter or testi- 
mony of Postmaster-General Wanamaker was not before your 
committee when you were making this investigation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly it was. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Now, was not this question brought 
up in the last Congress and elaborately debated, justas it is now, 
for about a day? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. On the same amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. And consumed about a whole day? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know that it did. 
If the gentleman says so I will accept his statement. It has not 
been considered by a committee of this House. No measure 
which contemplated providing for the reforms he claims will re- 
sult from this amendment have been considered by any commit- 
tee of this House. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Pardon me; that you have already 
said. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. You were considering this question 
before you reported the present bill to this Congress. This 
question was discussed here the last Congress for half a day. 
Why did you not consider it when you were bringing in a gen- 
eral printing bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itis very easy to ask ques- 
tions. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. It is very easy to answer them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. e have considered al- 
most everything in connection with this matter, and we have 
omitted to consider this in the connection that the gentleman 
speaks of it. I am sorry if we have notconsidered anything that 
we ought to have considered. _I agree that there is much to be 
considered in the matter of details concerning printing reforms, 
and it may be that we have passed over something that should 
be considered, but I promise that if any such measureas the gen- 
tleman suggests is reported it shall receive close scrutiny and 
careful attention, and if there can be areform made in that Sisco 
tion and a dollar saved I am in favor of it, but i am not in favor 
of attempting it hurriedly here. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I will ask the gentleman if this prin- 
ciple has not been in operation since 1884 down to this hour suc- 
cessfully and for the benefit of the Government? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Perhapsso. The gentle- 
man says it has been in en in some degree for the Post- 
Office Department; but it is one matter for one little Department, 
or cne big Department, of this Government to make a contract 


for certain blank books that it may require and quit 
thing for all the great Departments and bureaus of this ; 
ment to undertake to do the same thing. The difficu 
magnified eight times or ten times over when you unc 
apply this plan to all the printing required for all tho 
ments. I trust that the amendment will not be adopted, 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I can not see how there cx) 
sible reform or saving by the adoption of this amendm 
understand the working of the Government Printi; 
we have there a large number of men, several hi 
gaged and paid by the Government. As has been 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], some days 
emergency work which occupies the entire force act 
and day, and overhours; then, again, Congress is : 
sion, or is in session for so short a time that the wo 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and on the documents that 
sary to be printed when Congress is in session, is ; 
duced. 

Now, it seems to me, that on such occasions the san 
otherwise would have been employed upon Congressi: 
can be employed in working upon these blanks for th 
different Departments, and if their labor were not 
way, either the men would be thrown out of emp! 
such times, or they would be idle, though paid by the G 
ment, and at the same time we should be paying some 
for the work which they might have done. That i 
matter strikes me. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Has the gentleman eve) 
quiry as to the basis of fact for the hypothesis on which h: 
Does he know that those who work on departmenta 
those who work on the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD are se] 
and independent forces? 

Mr. RAY. Well, if it be true that in the Governm 
ing Office the men who work on the CONGRESSIONAL | 
do not do anything else 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. That is the fact. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennesses. No, that is not | 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes, it is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No. It is so, 
while they ure working on the RECORD, but not at oth 

Mr. RAY. Well, I want to say that if the Printing 0 
this great Government is carried on upon any such basis 
suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the whole t 
ought to be abolished, and the managers of it, instead < 
wise and good men working in the interest of the Gove: 
are simply idiots, so far as that business is concerned. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Do you know that the skil! rk 
men employed on the documents and those employ: 
RECORD require different kinds of knowledge and experie 

Mr. RAY. I know that it does not require any different 
of knowledge or skill to set type for the printing of a | 
blank book from that which is required to set type for 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp. The man that can dot! 
can do the other if he is fit to be employed in the Gov 
Printing Office. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And they do both kinds of work. 

Mr.BELTZHOOVER. Does not the gentleman know t! 
that they are not transferred from one work to the oth: 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. - Mr. Chairmin 
here as fact, which I know to be correct, that the n 
work on the RECORD do work in the document room w! 
RECORD is not being printed. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Occasionally. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. When the RECORD 
being printed. When the Recorp is being printed of : 
they do not. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. They do occasionally; but t 
just as I say. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Yes it is. 

Mr. RAY. Iwould like to ask the gentleman from Tenn 
whether it is not the intention of the Public Printer to ke 
of the employés at work all the time—that is, the usual wo 
hours? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Unquestionably; an 
transfer the employés of one division to another in order ‘ 


that. 
Mr. RAY. SoI supposed. 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. |}! 
HOOVER, the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to h« 
Mr. BELTZHOOVER. I ask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 4. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 93. The heads of Executive Departments, and such executive ofc! 


rOVearr 





as are not connected with the Departments, respectively, shall cause dally 
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ports, and other publications of interest to their Departments. and 
; in immediate order to be sent to the Public Printer for the num- 
opies of such publications required for official use, not to exceed, 
number of bureaus in the Department and divisions in the 





er. the 


hoWe vn ne head thereof. The Public Printer shall send to each Executive 
of ; jent and to each executive office not connected with the Depart- 
De 3 soon as printed, 5 copies of all .bills and resolutions. When 
oo of a Department desires a greater number of any class of bills or 


~ ‘one for official use, they shall be furnished by the Public Printer on 
~ 1 promptly made, 
RICHARDSON of Tennessee. | 
[ send to the de sk. 
- amendment was read, as follows: 
mm 93 by adding after the word “ resolutions’ in line 13, the 
ving except the State Department, to which shall be sent 10 copies 
, and resolutions.” 
CHARDSON of Tennessee. That is simply to make 
er 10 for the State Department instead of 5. 
"he amendment was adopted. 
Th , Clerk read as follows: 
99. The Postmaster-General shall contract for all envelopes, stamped 
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offer the amendment 
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by rwise, designed for sale to the public, or for use by his own or other 
D ents, and May contract for them to be plain or with such printed 
. -as may be prescribed by the Department making requisition there 
+ ided. That no envelope furnished by the Government shall contain 
siness address or advertisement. 
LOUD. I move to amend by striking out the proviso to 
this section. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not object to that 
amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





Sxc. 102. All future orders or requisitions for printing or binding shall be 
governed by the provisions of this act; and all printing, binding, and other 
work required for the Senate and House of Representatives, or the commit- 
tees and officers thereof, together with the material necessary to such work, 
shall be furnished by the Public Printer on requisition of the Secretary of the 
Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives: Provided, That each 
Senator and Representative shall be entitled to the binding in half morocco, 
or material no more expensive, of but one copy of each public document to 
which he may be entitled, an account of which, with each Senator and Repre- 
sentative, shall be kept by the Secretary and Clerk, respectively: And pro- 


vided further, That in printing preliminary reports and other papers for the 
use of committees no morethan fifty copies shall be ordered unless expressly 


authorized by the Committee on Printing of each House, respectively. No 
Government publications shall be delivered to officers and employés of Con- 
gress except for the use of members thereof, unless authorized by this act or 
upon requisition approved by the Joint Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I move to amend by inserting as section 
103 the prevision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. 103. That there shall be printed and bound at the Government Print- 
ing Office 30,000 extra copies of the Compendium of the Eleventh Census in 
three parts; 10.000 for the use of the Senate, and 20,000 for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I make 
against this amendment the same point of order that I made the 
other day. I do not think itis in order to provide for the print- 
ing of a temporary publication on a bill which is intended to 

rovide for the printing of the permanent annual reports of the 

partments. {must insist that this bill is not intended to pro- 
vide for temporary publications of the Government. 

I ask attention further tothis point: The Committee on Print- 
ing has not jurisdiction of this question of the publication of 
matters connected with the census; they are not germane to 
this bill. I beg the attention of the Chair to the fact that the 
House has deliberately referred this question of printing for the 
census to the Committee on Appropriations. This very propo- 
sition by the action of the House has been referred to that com- 
mittee. The House settied this question more than a week ago 
by referring without objection to the Committee on Appropria- 
aan proposition to print the Compendium of the Eleventh 

ensus, 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is very true—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. This matter does not be- 


long to this bill; it does not belong to the Committee on Print- | 
ing: it belongs to the Committee on Appropriations by a vote of | 


the House. 

We ought not to do this additional printing at any rate. | 
received notice this morning—and I presume other gentlemen 
received similar notice —that there are 81 copies of this Compen- 
dium of the Eleventh Census standing to my credit. Those are 
a8 many as IT want—enough, it seems to me, for any member of 
the House. But here comes a proposition for an increased num- 
ber, although each of us has already 81 copies for distribuvion 

Mr. SAYERS. 
the amendment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have made a point of 
a I insist that this is a matter belonging to the Committee 

n/ 
to this bill. 


Mr. SAYERS. I desire to suggest to the Chair that there be- 
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1s of the COGRESSIONAL RECORD for the purpose of noting docu- 


Has the gentleman made a pointof order upon | 


ppropriations, and ought not to be offered as an amendment | 





~ 
7” 


167 


ing no committee on the census and the Appropriations Commit- 
tee having been charged with the making of appropriations in 
connection with the census, any propcsition cting tl 
cation of matters connected with the census ought 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to say a wi 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the 
| point of order. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I assented to ( 

| ence of a proposition on this subject to the Committee on Appro 

| priations; but because that reference has been made an 

proposition is pending before that committee, there is no r¢ 

| why an amendment should not be submitted to this bill so as to 
make proper provision in the matter. Doubtless the pu 
tion proposed in the amendment is going to be made. The Go 
ernment has expended nearly $10,000,0U0 already in gather 
data for the Eleventh Census. The volume on the subject which 
has been most demanded by the people throughout the country 
is the compendium of the census, which is being published in 
three parts. So far as I have been able to ascert:in (and I have 
made inquiry) no member has enough copies of this work to sup=- 
ply the demand. I believe that extra coy ies will be provi led 

| and if they are to be, why not authorize the publication now? 

| Iwas perfectly willing the matter should go to the Committe 

| on Appropriations: but the question involved here is a question 

|of time. To facilitate the publication of this work I now ask 

| that this amendment be incorporated in the bill as anew section 

So faras the point of order is concerned, | believe the Chair 
ruled the other day that any matter relating to printing was 
germane to this bill. I am willing tosubmit the question of or- 
der without further discussion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The House having taken 
jurisdiction of this matter and solemnly re‘erred it to the C 
mittee on Appropriations, it is one which does not belong here 
The Committee of the Whole, it seems to me, has no right 
reverse the action of the House. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Did the gentlem 3 
notice that 81 copies of this work stand to his credit? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, s 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. One gentleman here received a noti 
that he had 69 to his credit; the number belonging to me accord 
ing to my notice is 77. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I presume you have sen 
out 4 or 5 copies. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No; this notice purpo to give th 
whole number to which I am entitled. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do not know how that 
can be, unless there has been a mistake in the count 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. This is a question of some import 
ance—— 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ have no doubt the divi- 
sion has been equitably made. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Butthe questionis, How many 5 
are we entitled to? 

| Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Eighty-one, I beli ~ 
the number stated on my notice. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. A gentleman near me saysthat he re 
ceived a notice naming 71 copies. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I may be mistak t 
recollection of the number named in my notice 

Mr. Chairman, I hope my friend from Kansas [Mr. Brop1 
ICK] will not insist on his proposition to insert this amendment 
He knows the vast work which our committee has bestowed on 
this bill, and I appeal to him as a colaborer in thi work 
to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to 
defeat or hamper this bill. I believe itis a good one. It isone, 


[ think, that has been desired; a majority of the members of the 











last Congress were really in its favor, and a majority, | believe ij 
of the members of the present Congress. If, then, this end- 
ment is going to weigh down the bill I will withdraw it. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I offer ar 
| ment— 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Has the last sectir t 
| bill been read? 
The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I have prepared an amendment to 
| section 102, which I will send up to the desk and have read [t 
may be, after I have heard a statement from the gentleman from 
Tennessee, which I shall ask for, [ may not desire to offer it. 
The CHAIRMAN, The amendment will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
| O in line 8, strike out the proviso, down to and in 1 the word 
| “respecti * in lime 13. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Now, if the chairman of the commit- 
tee will give me his attention fora moment. 


I offer that amend- 
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ment not knowing exactly the meaning of the language of the 
section, whether as it stands, and the bill be adopted, it will 
prevent our having but one copy of any document bound. If 
that is the meaning of the section I desire to propose the amend- 
ment. If that is not the meaning there will be no occasion for 
the amendment. It seemed to me, however, from my reading 
of the bill that that was the meaning of it. 

The words I propose to strike out are those beginning in line 
8 with *‘ provided” down to and including the word ‘ respect- 
ively ” in fine 13: 

Provided, That each Senator and Representative shall be entitled to the 
binding in half morocco, or material no more expensive, of but one copy of 
each public document to which he may be entitled, an account of which, 
with each Senator and Representative, shall be kept by the Secretary and 
Clerk, respectively. 

[t seemed to me that if the law is to be as it has been hereto- 
fore, and that public documents shall be bound in the ordinary 
binding as we have had them heretofore, this proviso should be 
stricken out. As I understand this section, if it is adopted, it 
will not permit us to have but one copy of any one document 
bound. If such isthe case, I do not believe it will meet with the 
approval of the members of this House, and to remedy that the 
amendment has been suggested. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In what respect does the 
gentleman quote ‘‘ the lw as it now stands?” He says he wants 
it to remain as itnow stands. How is it now? 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. I suppose the chairman of the com- 
mittee knows. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I do know, but I wished 
to see if I understood the gentleman's idea correctiy. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Well, take for instance the Con- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, We are entitled to the binding, for our 
own use, of one copy. Then such of the daily RecORDS as are 
not sent out, but which remain to the credit of the members at 
the time of the close of Congress, are bound in the ordinary bind 
ing; and so with reference to a good many other documents. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I understand now the 
point of the gentleman, This, I will state to him, does not ap- 
ply to the RECORD atall. It does not change the existing law, 
except it provides that a member may have a document bound 
in material no more expensive than the ordinary binding, that 
is, half morocco, Each member is only entitled now to one copy, 
and this provides that he may change the binding so as to get it 
in binding not more expensive than that already provided by 
law. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Very well. I offered the amendment 
so as to get an explanation of this provision. With the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to state wherein this section 102 changes existing law as 
to the right of members to have documents bound? I ask him 
to state fully the changes, if any. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It makes no changes ex- 
cept to provide that a member may take binding not more 
expensive than that now provided by law. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the only change? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is all, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will continue the reading of 
the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

a All laws in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby re- 
pealed. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question 
with reference to section 102, the same point that the gentleman 
from South Dakota referred to. I think I understood in the be- 
ginning of the discussion of this bill from the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, that at present the law provides that 
each member may have one copy, in good binding, of all docu- 
ments printed during his term of service. as he the same 
privilege under this bill? If not so, what is the difference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. There is no difference. 
He has al! of the privileges of binding that the other law con- 
veyed, and this gives him the same right of 'inding in other 
material not more expensive than that already ;rovided by law. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Well, am I not correct in my memory that 
it was explained in this bill during the discussion that it cuts 
off member: from having two copies of public documents? As 
I understool the gentleman he said they get but one. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, the gentleman did not 
so understand me, 

Mr. COFFEEN,. Ido not refer to the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, but to all documents. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAILEY having taken 
thecbairas Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
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PLATT, one of its clerks, announced thatthe Senate } , 
with amendments joint resolution (H. Res. 34) providin. ee 
disposition of certain personal property and money no, 
hands of a receiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of J, 
Saints, appointed by the supreme court of Utih. ang 
ing its application to the charitable purposes of ssid, 
which the concurrence of the House was requested 


| 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


The committee again resumed its session (Mr. Dock 
chair). 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The law gives 
ber of Congress one copy of every public document} 
he is in Congress, and this simply provides a method 
It does not cut down what you are allowed, and it 
crease it. You are allowed one copy, bound in any st 
yourself, provided it isnotmore expensive than that n 
by law, as this section provides. Now, the law o 
ond copy, unbound, if you want it; but whether yo 
bound copy or not, they give you one bound copy o 
lication printed while you are in office. 

Mr. COFFEEN. Do f[ understand that this bill « 
the number, as compared to the former law? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does limit 
gentleman desires the publications sent. If he wants 
lication, he can get it; but this law will not force | 
when he does not wantit. That is the provision o 

Mr. COFFEEN. It appears that there is someth 
sistent in the bill, when compared with the explan 
in the beginning. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If the gentleman from Ten 
RICHARDSON] will yield to me, [ will call his attenti 
matter that is in the mind of the gentleman from \ 
{[Mr. COFFEEN]. It is this: Does the bill, by the c 
under consideration, cut off those documents which \ 
from the Clerk’s document room bound in sheepskin? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does not, un 
tleman desires them not to come. If he wants th 
and says so, then he gets them, and one copy of each 
will be sent to him; but it will not be sent to him if hed 
want it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Can he in addition to that get 
bound in sheepskin? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If a gentleman : 
have one pamphlet copy bound, he can take it and hav 
in any kind of binding at a cost not to exceed the cost 
morocco. 

Mr. COFFEEN. In addition to the one bound copy that is 
sent to him? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In addition to that 

Mr. COFFEEN,. Can we do so under this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, we can. 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN. May I inquire of the chairman 0 
committee if he will allow us to recur to section 53, for ihe pur- 
pose which I will state? The section as passed provides thatthe 
stereotype and electrotye plates be sold at the cost of th 
and making, and it further provides that the publications mad 
by the Government shall not be copyrighted. The change | de- 
sire to make, in asking to recur to the section, is that th» stereo- 
type and electrotype plates may be sold for the entire co id 
also that publishers be prevented from copyrighting the repro- 
ductions from the duplicate stereotype plates. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If my friend will give me 
that amendment I will use my best endeavors to have it put on 
in the Senate or in Congress. I do not want to recur to the sec 
tion, because there are other sections which gentlemen may wish 
to recur to, and that will involve us in interminable deb:te 
am in sympathy with the gentleman. I agree that his 
ment ought to be adopted, and I will try to have it put into the 
bill. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, now that we have conc! the 
debate upon this bill, that I desire to thank the House [or Its 


kindness and indulgence. I want to say that I have done the 


best I can in the framing of this printing bill, and I ask now 
we have a vote upon it. 

There has been nothing added to the bill except two mutters 
of temporary publication, while the bill in its main provisions 
deals with the permanent publications, which will continue to 
be made year after vear. his bill systematizes the law, an¢ 
puts it into good shape, as we think. The little temporary 1” 


crease, if there be such, only applies to one session of Congress, 
while the great economies in the bill will extend on and 0», year 
after year. 


I move that the committee do now rise. 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN.: DolI understand the gentleman to Say 
that he approves of the suggestion I make? 
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Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I approve of it most 


sartily. 
nerhe motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DockERy, chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. ae 0 
to provide for the public printing and binding, and the distribu- 
tion of public documents, and had directed him to report the 
sme to the House with sundry amendments, and with the recom- 
mendation that, as amended, the bill do pass. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Missouri, chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 


reports that that committee had had under consideration the bill | 


(H. R. 2650) and have directed him to report the same with 
amendments. 7 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
revious question on the bill and amendments. 

The SPEAKER. 3 
previous question on the bill and amendments to its engross- 
ment, third reading, and final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Isa separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? [Cries of ‘‘ No.’’] 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
commit with instructions. ; ; 

The SPEAKER. That will come a little later, and the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman. 

The question was taken; and the amendments reported by the 
Committee of the Whole were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
to recommit with instructions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

I move torecommit the pending bill with instructions to report the same 
with the following amendments: 

First. Providing that all documents, reports, and publications of every 
kind printed at pubiic expense shall be sold as nearly as may be at actual 
cost of-materials and printing, and prohibiting both free printing and free 
distribution of any document, report, or publication of any kind printed at 
public expense, except the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the reports and 
publications of the Agricultural Department: Provided, That nothing in such 
amendment shall in anywise affect the free printing for and free distribu 
tion to State and Territorial libraries and designated depositories, the sev 
eral Departments of Government and officers of the United States, including 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates requiring the same for public use 
ofany public document, report, or publication authorized by law: And pro 
vided further, That such amendment shall not affect any publication or dis- 
tribution authorized prior to the passage of this act. 

Second. Providing a single office for the storage and distribution of all 
documents, reports, and ap eg of any kind, except the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, printed at public expense. 

The question was taken; and the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. : 

Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move that the bill 
be recommitted with instructions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
against that. 

The SPEAKER. A second motion to recommit can not be 
made. , . 

Mr. MERCER. [simply desire to call attention to section 47. 
I desire to introduce, in line 5 of that section, the words ‘‘ Labor 
day” after ‘‘ Memorial day.” I thought the gentleman would 
accept that. 

The question was taken on the passage of the bill; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. Division. 

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 71, noes 3. 

Mr. BELTZHOOVER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BELTZHOOVER] to act as tellers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 132, nays 8, 
not voting 213; as follows: 


I desire to submit a motion to re- 


Mr. Speaker, I submit a motion 


I make the point of order 


YEAS—132. 


The gentleman from Tennessee moves the | 


Adams, Blair, Clark, Mo. Dockery, 
Aldrich, Bower, N.C. Cobb, Ala Doolittle, 
Allen, Broderick. Cobb, Mo. Edmunds, 
Arnold, Brookshire, Coffeen, Ellis, Oregon 
Avery, Bryan, Compton, Epes, 
Bailey. Bynum, Cooper, Ind. Erdman, 
Baker, Kans. Cabaniss, Cooper, Wis. Everett, 
Baker, N. H. Caminetti, Culberson, Fithian, 
Baldwin, Cannon, Cal. Curtis, Kans. Funston, 
Barnes, Caruth, Davis, Fyan, 
Bell, Colo. Catchings, Dingley, Goldzier, 
Black, Ga. Causey, Dinsmore, Gorman, 


XXYV. 


174 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








Gresham, Martin. Ind Pace Stallings, 
| Hainer, McCreary, Ky Pasohal, Stone, Ky 
Hare McCulloch, erson, Strait, 
Harris, MeDannold, Paynter Sweet 
| Heard, McDearmon Pendleton, Tex Talbert, S.C. 
Hitt McE trick, Pendieton, W. Va. Tate, 
Holman, McKaig, Pickler, Terry 
Houk, Ohio McLaurin, Ray Tracey 
| Houk, Tenn. Me Millin, Rey burn, Turner 
| Hunter, McNagny, Richards, Ohio Van Voorhis, N. ¥. 
| Ikirt Mc Rae, Ri srdson, Tenn. Van \ rhis, Ohio 
Jones, Meiklejohn, Robbins Wadsworth 
Kem Mercer Robins Pa Warner 
K.riobs, Meyer, Russell, Ga. Washington 
K > Money Ryan, Weadock 
Loud Montgomery, Sayers, Wheeler. Ala 
Lucas, Morgan, Shaw Williams, Miss 
Lynch, Murray, She Wilson, W. Va 
| Maddox, Neill, Sibley, Woodard, 
Marsh, O'Neil, Mass Ss h, Woomer 
Marshall, Outhwaite Springer, Wright, Mass, 
NAYS—8 
Boen, Brickner, Kilgore, Wells, 
Bretz, Capehart Pigott, Williams, Dl 
NOT VOTING—213 
Abbott, Dalzell Hooker, N.Y 
Aitken, Daniels, Hopkins, Ill 
Alderson, Davey, Hopkins, Pa. 
Alexander, De Armond, Hudson, 
Apsley De Forest, Huiick, 
Babcock, Denson, Hull 
Bankhead, Doliiver, Hutcheson n, Mich 
Bartholdt, Donovan, Johnson, Ind 
Bartlett, Draper, Johuson, N. Dak La 
Barwig, Dunn Johuson, Ohio 
Beiden, Dunphy, Joy nn 
Bell, Tex. Durborow, Kiefer, rn, 
Beltzhoover, Ellis, Ky Lacey, Pe 
Berry English, Lane tle, 
Bingham, Enloe, Lapham, Sherman, 
Black, fil Fellows, Latimer, Sickles, 
B.anchard, Fielder, Lawson, Simpson, 
Bland, Fitch, Layton, Sipe 
sjoatner, Fletcher, Lefever, Snodgrass, 
Boutelle, Forman, Lester Somers, 
Bowers, Cal. Funk, I Sperry 
Branch, Gardner, Linton, Stephenson, 
Brattan, Gear Lisle Stevens 
Brawley, Geary, Livingston, Stockdale 
Breckinridge, Ark. Geissenhainer, Lockwood, Stone, C. W. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gillet, N. Y Loudenslager, Stone, W. A 
Brosius. Gillett, Mass Magner Storer 
Brown, Goodnight, Maguire, Strong 
Bunn, Grady, Mahon, Swanson 
Burnes, Graham, Mallory Talbott, Md. 
Burrows, Grosvenor, Marvin, N.Y. Tarsney, 
Cadmus, Grout, McAleer, Tawney 
Caldwell, Hager, McCall Taylor, Ind 
Campbell, Haines McCleary, Minn. Taylor, Tenn 
Cannon, Il. Hall, Minn. McDowell, Thomas 
Chickering, Hall, Mo McGann, Tucker 
Childs, Hammond, McKeighan, Turpin, 
Clancy, Harmer, Meredith, Tyler 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Milliken, U pdegraff, 
Cockran, Hartman, Moon, Walker 
Cockrell, Hatch, Morse, Wanger, 
Cogswell, Haugen, Moses, Waugh 
Conn, Hayes, Mutchler, Wever, 
Coombs, Heiner, Newlands, Wheeler, Ill. 
Cooper, Fla. Henderson, Ill. Northway, White, 
Cooper, Tex. Henderson, Iowa Oates Whiting, 
Cornish, Henderson, N.C. O'Ferrall, Wilson, Ohio 
Cousins, Hendrix, O'Neill, Pa. Wilson, Wash. 
Covert, Hepburn, Payne, W ise 
Cox, Hermann, Pearson, Wolverton, 
Crain, Hicks, Pence, Wright, Pa. 
Crawford, Hilborn, Perkins, 
Cummings, Hines, Phillips, 
Curtis,N. Y. Hooker, Miss. Post, 


The following pairs were announced: 


Until further 


notice: 


Mr. TUCKER with Mr. HULL. 
Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. WALKER. 
Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 
Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 
Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois, 
Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. FunK. 
Mr. BOATNER with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 
Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 
Mr, CORNISH with Mr. GARDNER. 
Mr. BUNN with Mr. POWERS. 
Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. WISE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 


Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STRONG. 
Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. DE ARMOND with Mr. UPDEGRAFF, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. LAPHAM with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. STEPHENS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LESTER with Mr. HILBORN. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
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Mr. SIMPSON with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. BRosrus. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. VAN VooRHIS of New York. 

Mr. PORMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. Hopkins of Illi- 
nois, 

Mr. Moses with Mr. HuLick. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. LINTON. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. Post. 

Mr. BRANCH with Mr. HooKER of New York. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. GEAR until further notice, 
exept on silver. 

Mr. Hans of Minnesota with Mr. FLETCHER, from September 
22 until October 15. 

For this day: 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. HAGHR. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. O’NEILL of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HooKER of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. REILLY with Mr. NORTHWAY. 

Mr. F&LLOWS with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr. BERRY with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. Sickteswith Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. STOCKDALE with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, my pair 
with Mr. SCHERMERHORN does not apply to this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
[Mr. SNODGRASS] is called home by reason of death in his fam- 
ily. [ask to have him excused indefinitely. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 132; the noes 
8. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 3 o’cloek and 
3 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. . 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | 


lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R.4201) to regulate and suppress 
the produetion and emission of smoke from bituminous coal and 
to provide penalties for the violation thereof within the city of 
Washingtoa—te the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentueky: A bill (i. R. 4202) to settle and 
adjust the claims of any State for expenses incurred by it in de- 
fen'se of the United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CAMINETTI: A bill (H. R. 4203) making conditional 
grants of lands and lakes tothe State of California, and counties: 
and irrigation districts therein, for storage reservoirs for irri- 
gating, mining, manufacturing, or any industrial or other useful 
purpose—to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4204) to amend section 2335 of the Revised 
Statutes—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution (H. 
Res. 78) tendering the thanks of Congress to Capt. J. H. Gillig— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): A bill (H. R. 4206) for the 
relief of Thomas Hynes—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 4206) for the relief of James 
A. Stewart on account of injuries reeeived by him in the col- 
lapse of the Old Ford's Theater on the 9th of June, 18938—to the 
Committee on Claims. . 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 4207) for the relief of the heirs or 
assigns of Joshua Shaw—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SNODGRASS (by request): A bill (H. R.4208) for the 
relief of the estate of John C. Gillespie, deceased, late of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4209) for the 
relief lof the securities of John S. Bradford—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4210) for the relief of S. P. Martin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ARNOLD (by request): Papers to accompany House 






I move that the House do | 
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bill 4189, granting a pension to John Weimer, of Cape Gira 
Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Wright Count 
for free coinage of silver and the establishment of pos 
ings banks—to the Committee on Banking and Curren 
Also, resolutions by the Minnesota State Federation of 
urging upon Congress to abolish all special privileges an 
peal all laws pretecting and upholding trusts, combine 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
By Mr. BRYAN: Petition of 26 citizens of Meriden 
| protesting against the repeal of the Sherman act, and { 
| the free and unlimited coinage of silver on the ratio of | 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measur: 

| Also, two petitions of citizens of Naugatuck, Conn., p: 
against the unconditional repeal of the purchasing cla 
Sherman law, and urging the restoration of silver to f 
unlimited coinage, asit.was before the passage of the act ; 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition for the relief of Martha A 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP (by request): Memorial of the Democ 
Committee of California, relating to the Geary law—to the « 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MonDaAY, October 23, 1893. 
{[ Continuation of legislative preceedings of Tuesday, October 
The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m., at the expirati: 
; recess, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its + 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, there is but a ha 
Senators here, evidently no quorum. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senat 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Gorman, Peffer, Turpie 
Bate, Irby, Perkins, Vance 
| Carey, Kyle, Proctor, Vest, 
Cullom, Manderson, Shoup, Voorhee 
Faulkner, Mitehell, Wis. Smith, Walthal 
| Gallinger, Murphy, Stockbridge, Wolcott 
| George, Pasco, Teller, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Twenty-seven Senators h 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. \\ 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

After a tittle delay Mr. DoupH, Mr. HAWLEY, Mr. Fr 
| Drxon, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. WASHBURN, \ 
| MILLAN, Mr. STEWART, Mr. MILLS, Mr. JONES of Neva 
| LINDSAY, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. RoAcH, Mr. POWER, and M 
| VIS entered the Chamber. and answered to their names. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT (at. 10 o’cloek and 20-minutes 
| Forty-three Senators have answered to their names. A 
| is present. The Senate resumes the consideration of Ho 
| Ne. 1, upon which the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jonss| i 

tled to the floor. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada. Several Senators wish to pres 
| tine morning business, and I yield for that purpose. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petitionof the Chamber of Comm 
of Portland, Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made 
| viding for the publication of a pilot chart of the North Pa: 
| Ocean; which was referred to the Committeee on Appr 
| tions. 
| Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of the Metho 
| Episcopal Church of Grand Rapids, Mich., composed of 0\ 
| ministers, and representing over 45,000 church members, | 
ing for the. repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law; whi 
| was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
He also presented a petition of the Council of Trades aud 
| bor Union, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the purchase of | 
| graph lines by the United States, to be operated by the Unit 
| States Post-Office Department; which was referred to the Con 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Reads. 

Hé also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union | 
Saginaw, Mich., praying that all public buildings be built 
day's, work, under the Supervising Arehitect of the Treasury 

Department; which was. referred to the Committee on Publi 
| Buildings and Grounds. 

|__Mr. WASEEBURN presented a petition of 75 ministers of the 
Northwest Swedish Conference of the Methodist Episeops! 
Church and @ petition of the Ministers’ Association of the Pres- 
byterian Chureh of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for the repeal 
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of the so-called Geary ‘ vhinese law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. sa 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Dul ith, 
Minn., praying for the repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of 
the so-called Sherman law: which was ordered to lie on the 
sable 

Mr. BATE presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Knoxville, Tenn., indorsing person- 

the Senators from that State, but differing with them as to 
+hoir course on the Sherman law, as heretofore expressed when 
the board asked for the prompt and unconditional repeal of that 
law: which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Hamblen County, 
Tenn., remonstrating against the unconditional repeal of the so- 
called Sherman silver law: which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
~ Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the Council of Trades 
and Labor Union of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
cislation enabling the Government to obtain control of the 
telegraph system in connection with the Post-Office Depart- 
ment: which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 


Ol it 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Vr. PASCO, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 653) to open certain parts of the Fort 
Jupiter military reservation, in the State of Plorida, to.entry 
under the homestead laws, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 339) te authorize the Chattanooga Wester 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Tennessee 
River near Chattanooga, reported it with amendments. 

HEARINGS BEFORE WAYS AND MEANS COMMITTEE. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent to submit a report 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ie2rs no objection, and 
the report will be received. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of the House 
of Representatives to print 2,000 copies of the hearings befor: 
the Committee on Ways and Means, to report it with amen 
ments, and I ask for its present consideration 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be 
the amendments stuted. 

The concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives was 
read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, andis hereby, authorized to print 2,000 copiesof the hear 
ings before the Committee on Ways and Means, for the use of the House 

The amendments of the Committee on Printing were, in line 
4, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike out “two” and insert 
‘four’; in line 6, after the words ‘‘ Ways and Means,” to in- 
sert ‘2,000 copies,” and atthe end of the resolution to add “‘ and 
2,000 copies for the use of the Senate;” soas to make the concur- 
rent resolution read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senateconcurring), That the Pub- 
lic Printer be, and is hereby; authorized to print 4,000 copies of the hearin: s 
before the Committee on Ways and Means, 2,000 copies for the use of the 


€ e 


House and 2,000 copies for the use of the Senate 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The concurrent resolution as amended was agreed to. 
BILLS IN FRODUCED. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S, 1117) for the relief 
of William Loring Spencer; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1118) for the relief of Hannah A. 
Frisbie; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1119) for the relief of James K. 
Bowman, which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1120) to provide for the 
division of the eastern district of Michigan into the northern and 
southern divisions and for holding the circuit and district courts 
of the United States therein, and for other purposes; which was 
— twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a biil (S. 1121) granting a pension 
to Louis P. Folger; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1122) granting a pension to Isaac 
H. Greene; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 1123) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel I. Fowler, late of Company A, First 


read and 
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Regiment United States Infantry: which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying pape referred to the Co 
mittee on Pensions. 

PURCHASE Fr SILVER BULLION. 

The Senate, as im Committee of the \ resumed the consid 

+} . +} rR 1)? ae ‘ ' 
eration of the bill( H. R. 1 oO rep LD ( Cc | rove uly 

14, 1890, entitled *‘An act directing the purchase of s bul 
lion and the issue.of Treasury notes thereon, and for oth pur 
poses,” the pending q iestion being on the am ime | ‘ 
by Mr. PEFFER to the substitute r l by Comr e 
Finance 

Mr. STEWART. My colleague yleiads to mt hat | \ 
notice of a modified amendment with regard to the P \ 
can Bimetallic Conference, which I ask to have read, printed, 
laid on the table. I shall offer it to the bill at the proper time 
and should like to make some remarks upon it. 

The amendment was reud, and ordered to lie on the ta 
to printed, as follows: 

\ iment intended to be proposed by M1 WA tot bill (H.R 

part of an act. approved July 14, 1890, e1 Ana trecting the 
I vase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and f 
OQ jUr poses, ViZ uid thereto the f W ect n 
hat the President of t! l > ‘ . and y is 
’ zed and directed to invite the vert nt f ; 
Central and South America, | ind San D n to n ‘ 
United St es 1n a conference to be he in \ hing ir l Sta 
Vithin nine months from the passage « : rt tt e 
Ldoption of a common silver coin to bet by ¢ h vel n 16 Sal 
i legal tender in all commercial ty t s betwee 
t American states represented int ence;’ ; i m 
in shall have been a lL upon | he m i the ) nme 
nted in such cc rere e, ana W = 8 I 
pating in such conf 1a 1a l their m fre 
limited coinage mn gt 1 \ nh 
for the bene of det , h [ a" . 
its Mints to the free and u of 

Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate in continuation o 
the speech begun by him on the 14th instant After havir 
spoken for some time— 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I suggest the want of a quo- 
rum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair 
The Senator from Nevada suggests the want of a quorum 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Seeretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
swered to their names: 

Berry, Frye Lindsay toach, 
Blackburn Gall r Lodg _ mar 
Brice, George, McMi l, S 
Caffery, Gibson, Mancderson, s h 
Call, Gordon, Murphy, Ss 
Camden, Gray, Pasco, St 

Carey, Parris, offer, I 
Cullom, Hawley, Perkit Vane 
Davis, Higgins, Pettigrew Voorhees 
Dixon Jones, Ark Platt W yur! 
Dotph, Jones, Nev Procto! Wi e, La 
Faulkner, Kyle, Pu 

Mr. ROACH. I was requested to announce that my colleague 
Mr. HANSBROUGH| has been called away from the city b ‘ 
gram announcing serious illness in his famil) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-seven Senators |] wn 
| swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Senat 
: : 

from Nevada. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada resumed his speech; and after ha 
spoken in all over two hou ind a half, he said 

Mr. President, the room is very close and I am som: l. 
If [ can be allowed to goon at another time, as there are other 
gentlemen who desire to speak now, I should like to d the 
floor to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] or my colleagu 
[Mr. STEWART]. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House h ssed 
the following bills; in which it requested the con 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3421) providing for the construction of a st 
revenue cutter for the New England coast: and 

A bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the tern 

hern ¢ iVislons 





i and it was thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 


district of Michigan intothe northern and sout 
‘ holding the cireuit and irts of the United 
States therein, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the Hous: 
had signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 34) providing 
for the disposition of certain personal property and money now 
in the hands of a receiver of the Church of hrist of Lat- 
ter-Day Saints, appointed by the supreme court of Utah, and au- 
thorizing its application to the charitable purposes of said church, 


district co 


a or 


fesris ( 
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HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were read twice by their titles, and refer- | 


red as indicated below: 


The bill (H. R. 3421) providing for the construction of a steam | 
revenue cutter for the New England coast—to the Committee on 


Commerce. 


The bill (H. R. 3713) to provide for the division of the eastern | 
district of Michigan into the northern and southern divisions | 
and for holding the circuit and district courts of the United 
States therein, and for other purposes—to the Committee on | 


the Judiciary. 
PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R.1) to repeal a part of an act approved 
July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 


purposes.” 


Mr. STEWART. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
gests the absence of a quorum. 


swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Smith, 
Berry, Faulkner, McMillan, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Brice, George, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Gibson, Murphy, Vest, 
Caffery, Gordon, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Call, Gorman, Perkins, Walthall, 
Camden, Gray, Platt, Washburn, 
Cameron, Harris, Pugh, White, La. 
Carey, Hawley, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Coke, Higgins, Roach, 

Cullom, Jones, Nev. Sherman, 

Dixon, Lindsay, Shoup, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
swered to their names. 
Colorado will proceed. 

Mr. PEFFER subsequently said: I was present in the Cham- 
ber when my name was called, but being temporarily engaged I 
did not observe it. Iask that my name may be entered as among 
the Senators present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from Kansas that his statement will go into the Recorp. 
The roll call has been completed and the Senate has proceeded 
to other business. 

Mr. PEFFER. I supposed that that rule applies merely where 
a yea-and-nay vote has been taken. I beg pardon. 

Mr. TELLERaddressed the Senate in continuation of the speech 
begun by him September 27. After having spoken two hours 
and a half, he yielded the floor. 

Mr. STEWART addressed the Senate. 
an hour and a quarter, 

Mr. FAULKNER. With the consent of the Senator from Ne- 
vada, I move that the Senate take a recess until half-past 10 to- 
morrow morning. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from West Virginia. 

The motion wasagreed to; and (at5 o'clock p.m., Monday, Octo- 
ber 23) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Tuesday, Octo- 
ber 24, 1893, at 10 o’clock and 30 minutes a. m. 


Forty-nine Senators have an- 
A quorum is present. The Senator from 


After having spoken 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, October 23, 1893. 


The House met at 12 0’clock m. Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. 
CANTER, of Washington, D.C, 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and 
approved. 
J. H. AND J. B. ABINGTON VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a copy of the finding 
of the Court of Claims in the case of J. H. and J. B. Abington, 
administrators, vs. The United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


CERTAIN PROPERTY OF THE MORMON CHURCH. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 34) providing for the disposition of certain property and 
money now in the hands of a receiver of the Church of Jesus 
Christ of Latter-Day Saints, appointed by the supreme court of 
Utsh, and authorizing its application to the charitable purposes 
of said church, with amendments of the Senate thereto. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ments. 





Before the Senator from Colorado com- 
mences, I suggest a call of the roll, as there is no quorum here. 

The Senator from Nevada sug- 
The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 10, after ‘‘ thereof,” insert: ‘‘ That is to say, for the paymen: ., 
the debts for which said church is legally or equitably liable, for ; ; 
of the poor and distressed members of said church, for the educat 
children of said members, and for the building and repair of hou 
ship for the use of said church, but in which the rightfulness of t} 
of p ilygamy shall not be inculcated.”’ 

Page 2, line 6, after ‘‘ church,”’ insert ‘‘as aforesaid.” 


| Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Hy 

| cur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
plain the nature of the amendments. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The original joint resolution provided tha: 
this personal property should be restored, to be applied to th. 
charitable purposes of thechurch generally. The Senate 
ment simply provides that it shall be applied to certain 
table purposes; that is to say, the paymentof the debts for whic) 
the church is legally or equitably liable, the relief of poor and dis. 
tressed members, the education of the children of such membep 
and the building and repair of houses of worship, provided | 
the rightfulness of the practice of polygamy shall not be ine 
cated insuch placesof worship. It does not change the subs! 
of the original joint resolution as it passed the House, and t 
fore I ask that it be concurred in. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Senate amendment simply directs the 
distribution of this fund? 

Mr. RAWLINS. That is all. 

Mr. RAY. And the purposes enumerated in the amendm 
are the purposes contemplated by the original joint resolution? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. It conforms to the intention of 
those whose labor created the money and who gave it to { 
church to be dispensed under the direction of the leaders of t] 
church for charitable purposes. The amendment speci 
purposes as I have recited them, and simply carries « 
original intention. This property belongs to charity : 
intended for the identical charitable purposes to which it is now 
proposed to be applied. The joint resolution carries into effec 
the intent of those who gave the money, while it does no 
mit it to be used for any unlawful purpose. The mone: 
being wasted in litigation. 

Mr. REED. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. RAWLINS. It was $237,000 a while ago. 
exactly what the amount is now. 

Mr. REED. A deserving profession has got some of it 
pose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the a 
ments of the Senate to the joint resolution. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. RAWLINS moved to reconsider the vote by whic 
Senate amendments to the joint resolution were concurred in, 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CooPER of Texas, for the week, on accountof important 
business. 

To Mr. CONN, for ten days; on account of important bus 

To Mr. PICKLER, for two weeks, on accountof urgent busin 

To Mr. MORSE, for one week, on account of important business 

To Mr. COFFEEN, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
Less. 


VACANCY IN THE COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT 
FISHERIES. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the appointment of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE8] to fill a vacancy on 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I wish \ 
know whether the first thing in order is not the bill which cam 


| 





I do not 


ness, 


MARINE AND 


over from Saturday afternoon with the previous question ordered 
upon it? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. a 
Mr. HEARD. Iask the gentleman from Tennessee to with- 


hold his demand for the regular order for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Very well. 

Mr. HEARD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the bill which I send to the desk (H. R. 913) for the relief o! 
Louis L. Williams. 

The bill was read. ; 
Mr. HEARD. I can explain the object of this bill in two min- 
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Mr. Williams was appointed by the Governor of Alaska 
to represent that Territory as a commissioner at the World’s 
fiir, At the time he presented his voucher for payment there 
was some doubt as to whether Alaska would be entitled toarep- 
resentative receiving pay. The money was withheld and the 
question was referred to the Attorney-General, who found that 
the Alaska commissioner was entitled to be paid. Hehas not got 
his pay, and this simply authorizes the Treasury to pay him the 
money which the Attorney-General has found to be due him on 
that first voucher. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri | Mr. HEARD] for the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. I am inclined to object to that, Mr. Speaker. 
This is the beginning of paying the expenses of the World's 


tes. 


Mr. HEARD. This does not involve any extra expense atall. 

Mr. KILGORE. What is it, then? 

Mr. HEARD. I have explained, but I will explain again. 
This commissioner presented his voucher for payment, but at 
that time there was some doubt as to whether the commissioner 
from Alaska was entitled to be paid. 

The question was referred to the Attorney-General and his 
opinion is clear in favor of the title of this party, but he has not 
been paid. 

Mr. KILGORE. Why not pay him out of the fund already 
appropriated for such payments? — 

Mr. HEARD. The Secretary of the Treasury finds that he 
hasno authority without the passage of this act to make payment. 

Mr. KILGORE. But there have been appropriations made. 

Mr. HEARD. But nene, it seems, that covered this case. It 
is perfectly just. This gentleman has been kept out of the use 
of his money for two years. He certainly ought to be paid. 

Mr. KILGORE. But if Alaska was entitled to representation, 
and other persons have been paid, I can not understand why this 
provision is necessary to make payment in thiscase. It ought 
to be paid from the same fund. 

Mr. HEARD. Because, as | have stated, the Secretary of the 
Treasury finds that there is no appropriation out of which to pay 
it without this enactment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I will object to it this morning any- 
how and look intoit hereafter. I do not believein beginning on 
compensation for World’s Fair people at this time. 

BIDS FOR ANNUAL SUPPLIES FOR EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
introduce a bill for reference to the Joint Special Commission, 
with leave to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 4211) to amend section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. 


There being no objection, the bill was read twice, and referred 
to the Joint Special Commission, with leave to report at any 
time. 


SUSPENSION OF PENSIONS. 


Mr. WAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present reading and consideration of a joint resolution which | 
send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. 
objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution requiring the Commissioner of Pensions to furnish a copy 
of charges or information tending to defeat the granting or continuation 
of a pension already granted in certain cases. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 

Congress assembled, That in cases where written charges or information have 

been or may hereafter be made by letter or otherwise, tending to defeat the 


granting of a pension, or to the continuation of a pension already granted | 


upon any grounds whatever which are deemed sufficient by the Pension Bu 
reau to warrant an investigation, the Commissioner of Pensions shall in all 
such cases, before an investigation is made of such charges or information, 
furnish to the applicant or pensioner, as the case may be, a copy of such 
charges or information, together with the name of the person or persons 
making the same; and such applicant or pensioner shall be given an oppor 
tunity to be heard respecting such charges or information; and that no 
charges or information tending to defeat the granting of or to the continua- 
tion of a pension already granted shall be considered unless in writing, 
and signed by the person or persons making them. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
that? 

Mr. WAUGH. 
eration. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is legislation on a subject that ought 
to be considered by the committee. 

Mr. WAUGH. It asks the same privileges for our soldiers 


I move its reference to the Committee 
Why should the gentleman do 


i hope no gentleman will object to its consid- 


The joint resolution will be read subject to | 


Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent to | 
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which are granted to the soldiers of every civilized nation on the 


face of the globe 


> 





The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
ORDER BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. TheC will call the committees for re- 
ports. 

The committees were called, no reports being submitte: 

THE COMMITTEE ON ELE¢ INS 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the pres con on 
of a resolution I send to the desk in behalf of the Com on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, by the House of Represe ( t I 
be authorized to sit during the sessions of the Houst 

rhe resolution was agreed to. 

PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I call for the regular order, 
which is the unfinished business coming over from Saturday 

Che SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the unfin 
ished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered on 
the passage of the bill: the yeas and nays wer ken on Satur- 


day when no quorum voted, upon which the House 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. | 


adjourned, 
J 


ask unanimous consent 


to reconsider the vote ordering the yeas and nays on the passage 


of the bill. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. 
Tennessee. 


Mr. RICHAR 


lar order. 


The SPEAKER. 


DSON of 


To that | object. 


Then I 


ask for the 


regu- 


The regular order is the question on the 


passage of the bill, and the Clerk will call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—y 
not voting 172; as follows: 


Adams, 
Alderson, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Avery, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ga. 
Boatner, 
Brawley, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Brosius, 


|} Brown, 


A em i i i oe 


Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
‘aminetti, 
Jannon, Cal. 
‘aruth, 
‘atchings, 
‘Ausey, 
lark, Mo. 
‘obb, Ala. 
‘obb, Mo. 
‘ockrell, 
‘offeen, 
Joom bs, 
looper Ind. 
‘ousins, 
vert, 

rain 

‘urtis, Kans. 


Berry, 
Bland, 
Koen, 

Bretz, 


Brickner, 


Abbott, 
Aitken, 
Allen 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Black, IL. 
Blair, 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Draper 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Enloe 

Epes, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fithian, 
Funston, 
Fyan, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Hammond, 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Harter, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heard, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, ‘enn. 
Hudson, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Tkirt, 


Capehart, 
Cogswell, 
Culberson, 
Donovan, 
English, 


YEAS—164 


Johnson, Ind. 
Jones, 

Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Livingston, 
Loud 

Lucas 
Maddox, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind, 
McCulloch 
Mc Dannold, 
McDearmon, 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer. 
Money, 
Montgomery, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Neill 

Oates 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Patterson, 
Paynter, 
Pence, 
Pendleton, Tex 
Pendleton, W. Va 


NAYS—17. 


Kilgore, 
Mallory, 
Pigott, 
Ritchie, 
Somers 


NOT VOTING--+172. 


Blanchard, 
Boutelle, 
Bower, N. C. 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 


Burrows, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Ill, 
Chickering, 


Breckinridge, Ark.Childs 
Breckinridge, Ky. Clancy, 


Bryan, 
Bunn. 
Burnes, 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Compton, 


eas 164, nay 


s 17, 


Ray, 
Rayner, 
Rey burn 
Richards, O 
Richardson, Tenn 
Robbins 
Robertson, La, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Ryan 

Sayers 

Settle 

Shell 

Sibley 

eimith, 

Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens 
Stockdale, 

Stone, W. A, 
Stone, Ky 
Strait, 

Talbert, S.C. 
Talbott, Md 
Tarsney 
Tate 
Terry 
Trace y 
Turner 
Van V« 
Wad 
Warner 
W eadock 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting 
Williams, Miss, 
Wilson, Wash 
Wilson, W. Va. 
W oodard 
Woomer 
Wright 


rhis, Ohio 


Mass 


Wells 
Williams, IL 


Conn, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish 

Cox 


Crawford 
Cummings, 
Daniels 

De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
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Doalliver, 
Doo ittle 


Hepburn 
Hermann, 


McCreary, Ky. Shaw, 
McDowell Sherman, 





Dunn Hicks McGann, Sickles, 
Dunphy Hilborr McNagny Simpson 
Durborow, Hines Milliken, Sipe 
Ellis, Ky Hooker, Miss Moon, Snodgrass, 
Fellows Hooker, N. Y. Morse, Stephenson, 
Flelder Hopkins, Pa Moses, Stone, C. W. 
Fitch Hulic} Mutchler, Storer 
Fletcher, Hull Newlands, Strong 
! Johnson, N. Dak. Northway, Swanson 

Johnson, Ohio O'Ferrall Sweet 

JO} O'Neil, Mass. Tawney, 

La O'Neill, Pa. Taylor, Ind. 

Lal Paschal Tayior, Tenn. 
Gei nhainer, La m, Payne Thomas 
Gillet, N. Y Lawson Pearson Tucker, 
Gillett, Mass Lefever, Perkins, Turpin, 
Goodnight, Lester Phillips, Tyler, 
Graham Lil Pickler, U pdegraff, 
Grosvenor, Linton Post, Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Grout Lisle, Powers, Walker, 
Hage: Lockwood, Price, Wanger, 
Haines, Loudenslager Randall, Washington, 
Harmer, Lynch Reed Waugh, 
Hartman, Magnei Reilly Wever, 
Hat Maguire Richardson, Mich. Wheeler, Til. 
Heine Mahon Rusk White, 
Henderson, TM Marvin, N. ¥ Russell, Conn Wiison, Ohio 
Henderson, lowa McAle>r, Russell, Ga. Wise 
Henderson, N.C. MceCal hermerhorn, Wolverton, 
Hendrix McCleary, Minn Scranton, Wright, Pa. 


So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. Post. 
Mr. BRANCH with Mr. Hooker of New York. 
Mr. REILLY with Mr. NORTHWAY. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. LINTON. 
Mr. MOSES with Mr. HULICK. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HopxKrns of TIli- 
nois. 

Mr. FORMAN with Mr. CALDWELL. 

Mr. Cox with Mr. Brostvs. 

Mr. SIMPSON with Mr. GrLLEeTT of Massachusetts, 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 

Mr. LESTER with Mr. HILBORN. 

Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. LAPHAM with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan with Mr. SHAW. 

Mr. RuSSELL of Georgia with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. DURBOROW with Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. HOPKINS of Pennsylvania 

Mr. WISE with Mr. WILSON of Ohie. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. PoW®Rs. 

Mr. CORNISH with Mr. GARDNER. 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 

Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O FP&RRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. FUNK. 

Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 

Mr. HaToCoH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. O’Net. of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. Lockwoop with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. GEAR (except on silve: 
question), 

For this day: 

Mr. TURPIN with Mr. Lacey. 

Mr. PEARSON with Mr. O’NETLL of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. STORER 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. HAGRR. 

Mr. Hooker of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. FELLOWS with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Before the result of the vote was annownced 

Mr. BROSTUS. My pair with the gentlemanfrom Tennessee 
[Mr. Cox] has been announced. Our arrangement was that we 
should be paired on all political questions. The bill just passed 
is not in any sense a political question. Therefore I have voted. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [am paired with the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], but have voted to makea 
quorum. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On mdtion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
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returned with an amendment, in which the concurr 
House was requested, the concurrent resolution of th 
Representatives for printing the hearings before 
tee on Ways and Means. 


REVENUE CUTTER FOR LAKE SERVICE. rt 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at fifteen 
before 1 o’clock. There is pending in this hour a bi a 


by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

bill No. 3297, providing for the construction of a stean 

cutter for service on the Great Lakes. This bill is in ¢ 

tee of the Whole. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House resolve 
Committee of the Whole toresume the consideration of 1 

| The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committ 
Whole, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair, and resumed the co 
tion of the bill (H.R. 3297) providing for the constr 
steam revenue cutter for service on the Great Lakes 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to inquire whether the an 
reported by the committee to this bill has been adopte 

Mr. MALLORY. J! do not know whether it has bee 
L would like to have that information from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The general debate is not yet cl 
amendmentreported by the committee has not yet beer 

Mr. MALLORY. Unless some gentleman wishes to 
thecommittee— 

Mr. LouD rose. 

Mr. MALLORY. Does the gentleman from Califor 
speak on this question? 

| Mr. LOUD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MALLORY. How much time does the gent] 

Mr. LOUD. Five minutes. 

Mr. MALLORY. I yield the gentleman five minute 

Mr. LOUD. I send to the desk a substitute which I « 
offer for the pending bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.,,That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
authorized to have constructed a steam revenue cutter of the fil 
service on the Great Lakes: Proveded, That the cost of said « 

Shall not exceed the sum of $175,000 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
ized to have constructed a revenue cutter for service in the haz S 
Francisco, State of California: Provided, That the cost of said « 
shall not exceed the sum of $50,000 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to raise a p 
der as to that substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SAYERS. The point of order isthat the substitut 
has been offered proposes to add another biil, and to add 
bill the construction of another vessel. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to state that it is offered reg 
in the form of a substitute, covering exactly the same s 

and only including in it another provision. 
| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman propose to o 

as a substitute for the other bill, by striking out allafte: 

acting clause and inserting this? 

Mr. LOUD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that is in order. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, if the Chair rules that 
tute to be in order, I would like some explanation from t] 

| tleman from California |Mr. Loup] as to the substitute 

Mr. LOUD. Ihave the floor for that purpose, and | 
gentleman to listen fora moment. I understand the com: 
have already reported substantially the same measure that ] 
proposed here as an amendment to this bill. There i: 
needed in the harbor of San Francisco quite as much as 

| needed upon the Great Lakes. The vessel that is there nov 
not be sent outside of the bar for the purpose of placing of 
on vessels, and it is safe to assert that every year there is sn 
gled into the port of San Francisco, by reason of throwing op 
overboard from vessels before they reach the harbor, more ‘ 
$50,000 worth of opium. You must remember that San Franci- 

by reason of its being the principal port of entry for opium, n 

| revenue vessels more than any other port in the United St 
because opium is as valuable as silver, and the incentive for s1 
gling is greater than the incentive to smuggle any other art 
that is brought into fhe United States. 

Now, I am free to confess to this House that I should noth 

| endeavored to entangle this bill providing acutter for the ( 

| Lakes with this amendment if I had not heard remarks utte! 

| privately upon the floor, which do not appear in the RECORD « 

| the debate, to the effect that gent‘'emen might consent to: 

| low the vessel to be built for the Great Lakes, but that they 

| posed to stop there. 

Now, of course, we have notas many votes on the Pacific co 

as there are bordering upon the Great Lakes, and hence we cui 
not command as much support here as the Great Lakes can; but 
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his isa perfectly just measure, one that has. been demai nded The reasons for it are identically the same as thos 
for years, L can not see why this House. can not. make one job of | that on the Great Lakes. The great a f ’ 
she two vessels and meet the demands of the service. necessary to have a new o 
j ? MALLORY. Mr. Chairman, [am sorry that the gentle Mr. SAYERS. How 
; man has thought pt ‘oper to make an effort to incorporate this Mr -CA MINET I I. ] 
pill for the San Francisco bos urding boat with the bill for this Mr. SAY! RS. Chat t 
for the Great Lakes. Mr. CAMINETTI. A 3 
LOUD. [ should not have done so if it bad not been for | the office: -- 
r rks nee L heard made in this House, the purportof which Mr. S a Elsah, The gent 
state Ve ars of . 
LAL TORY. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the Mr ‘A MIN] CTI. And the t ne 
an iio ecause it simply complicates: this matter, and ma; rviee. It was a second-hand t 
nos lv result in the defeat of this measure for arevenue cutter | bu for this purpos 
i e lakes, which is a matter of great importance. Mr. SAYERS. Suppose it was, { oO 
.LOUD. No greater than ours. Navy that are over 40 years of age, and t 
fr, MALLORY. There is no, question whatever, I think, in | service. 
i ind of any gent leman here, that it is absolutely necessary Mr.CAMINETTI lL have investigat 
th ere should be a new cutter on Lakes Michigan and Supe- | told by the officers of the bout that i eg 
r here is animmense line of coast there that is unguarded, nent wo 
vessel that is in service there now is ina condition that Mr.SAYERS. Where i 
is a lutely unsafe. As be tween the two, between the necessity | they made any such statement to the Ho 
for the boarding boat for the harbor of San Francisco, and the Mr.CAMINETTI. Y« 
né sity for this reven 1e cutteron the lakes, I think there isno Mr.SAYERS. Where is it 
comparison at all. I bave on behalf of the Committee on Inter- Mr. CAMINETTI. Oltentimes vw ‘ 
state and Foreign Commercereported a measurerecommending | come into the harbor and the officers o 
a, boarding boat for San Francisco Harbor, at an expenditure not | stop, they can get away from this boardi 0 
to exceed $50,000; and the committee are perfectly willing totake | not catch an ordinary sail boat; and the 
that up in its regular order and present it to the House; and if | going on in San Francisco Harbo 
the House thinks proper to pass that bill, let. it go; but if it is Mr.SAYERS. If gentlemen will not assist in 
taeked onto this bill, 1 am inclined tothink it may embarrass its | priations they may just expect a *‘ billion-dollar ¢ 
passage very much. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there Mr.CAMINETT [ will joint he tlen : 
is no oceasion to forestall the action of the committee in this | propriations, but notatth pense of Californ 
— has been done that way all the time. 
4 Mr. LOU I do not think $50,000 will weigh this bill down, The CHAIRM: A) Che time of th entlem 
if this an meee is reallyneeded. If itisnotneeded, of course | Vr. SOMERS. Mr. Chairman, in response to t i 
they will both fail. the gentleman from Ohio[Mr. OUTHWAITE] in regard to whet 


Mr. MALLORY. They may both be needed, but I think | this boat on the Great Lakes, the Andy Johnson, is 





there is far more necessity for the cutter on the lakes than there | or not, [ wish to mak: tatement I" 
is for the boarding. beat for the San Francisco Harbor. present time is constructing a tunnel under Lak 
Mr. LOUD. The cutter in San Francisco Harbor will save | the city is building a crib out one-half mil 
more money for this Government in one year than ten vessels} Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is speaking of anot 
on the Great Lakes will save in a hundred years. | Mr. SOMERS. Lamspeaking about the Andy Joh: 


Mr. MALLORY. I shall not dispute the gentleman on that, | is to be superseded by the new vessel on the ¢ 
but [ think there is a sentiment expressed in this House which | storm came up while fourteen men were on this « 


cen s a disposition to economize to an alarming degree— | sel, the Andy Johnson, which has been pronoun 
r. LOUD. Let us begin with the lakes. | was lying in Milwaukee Harbor and the officers 
bs Mr. MALLORY. And although there can be nothing said | to go out io tie relief of these fourteen men They could not 
a against the passage of the bill authorizing the construction of a | out all the way to their relief, and thirteen lives were lost 
iB eutter for the lakes, I think it is possible to. say a good deal The vessel did attempt to go out, but it was so un 
. against the passage of a bill providing a boarding boat for San | it could not approach near to the cril lt was | ’ co 
~ Francisco. I do not questiom the propriety of building such a} ceded at the time that the vessel was unseaworthy. TI 
: boat. I have made a favorable report from the committee upon | thirteen men remained on that crib for hours in the storm 
it myself; but it seems to me that it ought to stand upon itsown | finally perished in full view of their friends and rm 
merits. | the shore. If that vessel had been seaworthy and in gos 
¢ Mr. HOPKINS of [llinois. Hasthere beena bill reported for it | dition not one life would have been lost. [ think this instan 
fF from th. committee? | answers the question of the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. | Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman is now referring to 1 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Then why should it be incorpo- | on the lakes. I referred to the vessel at San Fr 
rated on this bill, if there has. been a bill favorably reported from Mr. SOMERS. Iam referring to the one in use o ; 
the committee and on the Calendar? And I will suggest that this boat, if constructed, 
Mr. MALLORY. Ido not see any reason why there should | more coast than the whole seacoast of 1 countt 
be, and for that reason. [ am opposed to the substitute. West. It will protect Minnesota, it will protect W 
; Mr.OUTHWAITE. Idesire toask the gentlemana question. | will protect Illinois, it will protect Michigan, it y et 
: Is it not a fact, and did you not. make a statement to that effect, | diana,it will protect Oh ilo , it will protect New Yo 
that this revenue cutter on the Great Lakes is in such a condi- | tect Pennsylvania, and it is an absolute nex i 
tion as to endanger the lives of the persons employed on it. every | this bill only at the instance and request « ie Treasury D 
time it goes out in stormy weather? partment. 
F Mr. MALLORY. That was the testimony given before our Mr. MALLORY. If there is nothing y to be said, M 
a committee the last Congress. Chairman, I will move that th mmittee rise and report 1 
Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman—— bill to the House 
7 Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Chairman—— Mr. LOUD. One moment. This bill, which I have offer 
Mr. MALLORY. Lyield three minutes tothe gentlemanfrom | a substitute, was introduced by my colleague, Judge } 
| Texas. San Francisco L am not mors Spec —s inter ed ji t 
; Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the committee to reject | is. He requests that it be withdrawn, and theref 
i the substitute. I am oe willing that the origina! bill | ance with that suggestion, I[ wi ‘thd v i 
shall go through as amended, but I do not think that Congress ‘he CHAIRMAN. Thegq ctiliaes 3on th nend ecom- 





will be warranted at this time in undertaking the construction | m ed by the committee, which will b 

of three new vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service. I am will- The amendment was read, as follo 

ing to authorize the eonstruction of a cutter to be used on the er the word “lakes,” in line 5 strike out “and for sa — 
New England coast and also for one on the Great Lakes. They im of $175,000 be and the same is hereby appropriated o 5 6f axe tomer in 
are absolutely needed; but should we provide fora third vessel, | the Treasury not otherwise appropriate and insert, ‘* provided 

it, does. seem to me that the committee will be going too far FN ee SNES BOS eee Capra oF CEE Iee 


Mr.CAMINETTL. There is just.as much necessity for this Mr. MALLORY. I move that the committee rise and 1 
vessel. in San Franciseo Harbor as there is for the other two. | the bill as amended to the House, with the recommendation 
In San Pranciseo we collect from $10,000,000 to $13,000,000 a year | it do pass. 
in the eustem-house, and this boat is absolutely r aquired there. The motion was agreed to. 
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The committee accordingly rose, and, the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, 

Mr. DOCKERY, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 3297) provid- 
ing for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service on 
the Great Lakes, and had directed him to report tne same to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass with au amend- 
ment, 

The amendment recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. MALLORY moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the committees to call 
up bills for consideration in what is known as the second morn- 
ing hour. 

PUBLIC FOREST RESERVATIONS, 


Mr. MCRAE (when the Committee on Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 119) to protect 
public forest reservations, which has already been partially con- 
sidered. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, bas not this bill been 
considered in two morning hours under this rule? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. Is this a bill 
that has been up before? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; I so stated. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Thenit is notin order to call it 
up now. 

Mr. MCRAE, I submit that it is in order. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My understanding of the rule is 
that after the expiration of the second of these morning hours 
in whicha bill has been considered it goes on the Calendar as 
unfinished business, and does not come up again in this hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there may be some doubt 
about that question. The language of the rule is not, perhaps, 
exactly clear, but the Chair thinks from an examination of it 
that the intent and purpose of the rule was that where a bill was 
called up in this morning hour and not disposed of it should re- 
tain the place upon the Calendar which it had before it was called 
up. The language of the rule is “of unfinished business,” but 
there is no such calendar as a calendar of unfinished business, 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does it not lose its privilege of 
being called up in the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Why? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Because of the language of the 
rule. It seems to me that the intent, the spirit of the rule is 
that this morning hour is to be devoted to privileged matters, 
and thatif a bill is not concluded in the second of these morning 
hours, then it goes over as unfinished business, and will not 
thereafter encumber the Calendar of the House for the morning 
hour, but that after the expiration of that hour the committee 
will have a right to call itup when itis in order, under the rules, 
for that committee to have a hearing. 

The SPEAKER. So far as that is concerned why can not the 
committee call up in the second morning hour a bill that is on 
the Calendar of unfinished business? There is no limitation in 
the rules to prevent that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois and to the Chair that under such a construction as that 
one bill might be kept in this morning hour during a whole ses- 
sion of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. How so? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Every time that the committee was called 
it might call up that bill. I think the construction of the rule 
heretofore has been that, after a committee had called upa partic- 
ular bill and had occupied two morning hours in its consideration, 
that bill passed out of the number of those that might be con- 
sidered during the morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been trying to find some such 
ruling, but has been unable to find it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I refer to the practice. Ihave had bills my- 
self go through the two hours, and I never supposed that they 
could be called up again in the morning hour. It seems to me 
that the object of the rule was to give matters of comparatively 
small importance a chance to be considered in two of these morn- 
ing hours, but if they are to have longer than the two hours then, 
under that construction, they may be made to block every other 
business coming from the committee which calls them up. 

The SPEAKER. That would operate as a restraint on the 
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committee to prevent them from calling upsuch a bill again ty 
they had other business which they desired to have considey, > 
naturally they would say, ‘‘ We will not call up that bill ., 
because it will lose us our hour.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it seems to me that the practical es, 
would be to block all other business from that committee, s 
the object of the adoption of the rule would be entirely defe sjoq. 
I think the object of adopting that rule was to give an oppor 
tunity for getting matters of comparatively slight imports, 
through during this morning hour. Andif a matter of such 

ortance was brought up that the House could not complet 

uring the two hours, it passed out of the business to be consi, 
ered in the morning hour and took its place to be called up » 
ordinary unfinished business of the House. I had always gs) 

osed that to be the construction of the rule. I have neyo 

nown an instance ofa bill remainingin the morning hour aft, 
it had occupied its two hours. 

The SPEAKER. It can only be continued in the mornine 
hour by the action of the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Iam aware of that. Butin that case if 
bill first presented were something that the majority of the com- 
mittee was especially anxious to keep before the House, the, 
might do so and block business in which other members were in- 
terested. It seems to me that is not the intention of the rul 

The SPEAKER. If the majority of the committee wish to 
pursue that course, the Chair does not see how it could be ob- 
viated. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely call attention to the fact thatit has 
never been done heretofore. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman says ‘‘it bas never been don 
heretofore.” That, the Chair submits, has nothing todo with the 
question of the right to pursue that course. If there is any deci- 
sion anywhere that this right does not exist, the Chair wo ' 
glad to know it. He has had the matter looked into by the Clerk 
and can not find any such decision. The only effect, if it were a 
matter stoutly resisted, if there were a number of gentlemen 
0sed to it, would be that that committee would lose the 

hat would be the practical effect of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to say a word on the point of 
order, if it has not been decided. I wish to call the attention of 
the Chair to a clause in paragraph 4 of Rule XXIV: 

When any proposition shall have occupied two hours on this call it s) 


then remain on the Calendar as unfinished business and be taken up i: 
order. 


That is to say, it shall be taken up in its order on the Calendar 
to which it belongs. If it belongs on the House Calendar, it will 
be considered when we proceed to business on the House Calen- 
dar; if on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole, it will be 
taken up when we consider business in the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

According to my recollection it has been the practice of the 
House ever since 1 have been a member, that when a bill of this 
kind has occupied the morning hour for two hours it then goes 
as unfinished business to the Calendar to which it belongs, and 
is to be considered when we proceed to business on that Calen- 
dar. I have no recollection of any case where a bill on this call 
has occupied the morning hour longer than two successive days. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me from 
the reading of the rule that the position taken by my colleague 
[Mr. SPRINGER] is absolutely correct. The object of this rule is 
to give the committees during the morning hour certain privi- 
leges on certain bills which they desire to call up; but upon the 
expiration of the second morning hour a bill which has been 
der consideration two hours ceases to be under the control of the 
committee,and becomes the property of the House; it goes to the 
appropriate Calendar, and can not be called up until the Calen- 
dar to which it gg is reached in regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would then be in order as the first busi- 
ness on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Yes; it would then be in order as 
the first business, if it happened to be the first bill on the Calen- 
dar; it would not come up under the rule in regard to the morn- 
ing hour, but would be considered as the first business when the 
House proceeded to the consideration of that Calendar. As has 
been stated by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNnGLEy] and 
m Legge [Mr. SPRINGER], it has been the universal custom 
whens bill has received consideration in the morning hour for 
two hours, that it ceases from that time to have the privilege 
which belonged to it under this rule, and goes tothe Calendar as 
unfinished business. 

The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman find the rule 
which sustains him in that position? That isthe question. The 
gentleman speaks of what has been the practice; but the Chair 
would like to know under what rule that practice has proceeded. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would like to call the attention of the 
Chair wo an incident which may help to énlighten this subject. 
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1893. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will very gladly hear the gen- 


tleman. 


Mr. DALZELL. In the Fiftieth Congress the Committee on 


the Pacific Railroads occupied two successive morning hours in 
the discussion of what was known as the Outhwaite bill. That 
was the only bill the committee had to present for consideration. 
But although the committee was subsequently called a number 
of times, Speaker Carlisle privately advised the chairman of the 
committee |[Mr. OUTHWAITE]—there was no public ruling made 
on the subject—that he was not entitled to have that bill con- 
sidered again in the morning hour. [ be 

ecollection that the rule in the Fiftieth Congress was in 


[ believe I am correct in | 


| toone measure, it could have been provided. 


my r : 

exactly the same terms as the rule under which we are now op- | 

erating. The point was never made in the House and there was 
aves 


no public ruling; yet, as I understand—and I think the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will bear me out in the state- 
ment-—-that was the position taken by Sveaker Carlisle. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] is correct in his statement of the position taken at 
that time by the Speaker as to my right to bring up that bill 
again. The Speaker informed me that under the rule the bill 
went to the Calendar as unfinished business, and could only be 
taken up when that business was reached. 

Mr. DALZELL. Let me say in addition, Mr. Speaker, that 
that was a case of peculiar hardship, for the reason that it was 
the only bill the committee had; and such aruling as the Speaker 
seems inclined to make now would have been certainly permissi- 
ble in that case if permissible at all. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair had not heard of the ruling to | 


which the gentleman refers. 

The only object the Speaker has in such cases is to make such 
construction of the rule as to carry out what he understands to 
be its scope and purpose. Until now it never occurred to the 
Chair that by reason of having called up a bill in the morning 
hour you gained thereby for such measure any priority. The 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. DALZELL]) 
as to the judgment of the Speaker in the Fiftieth Congress 
would give to a bill of this character a status on the Calendar of 
unfinished business. The present occupant of the Chair never 
thought that the rule was designed to do that. 

Of course, if that is the effect of the rule, the calling up of a 
bill, even if it be not passed in the morning hour, gives ita 
superior status. Because under the rules of the House at any 
time after the second morning hour it is in order to proceed to 
the consideration of the unfinished business. So that, the Chair 
repeats, the calling up of a bill under this rule and the consid- 
eration for two hours gives it priority of right to consideration, 
which the present occupant of the Chair did notsuppos2 was the 
intent of the rule. The Chair was rather inclined to the opinion 
that when a bill was so called up, and failed to be disposed of in 


| as this matter is so important, it seems to me, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 9777 


ime have been 


anner 


That is correct. 


be reached in the way and at the 
reached if not taken up in this n 

Mr. DOCKERY. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Now, that being the object, the purpose of 
the rule would be defeated if we can bring in a 
tested measure on which there is a great ditference of opinion, 
which will require hours or even duys to consider, after havi 


they would 


con- 


‘ ) 
strong ty 


no 


devoted two hours to it under the rule, and recur to it, bringing 
it in again and again and again, and defeat the other noncon 
tested matters which it was the object of the rule to reach. If 


it had been the object of the rule to give more than two 
The considerati n 
would notin that case have been limited to two ho 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the proper ruling would be, 
first, that the bill, if undisposed of, goes back to ginal 
place on the Calendar where it belongs; secondly, that it is not 
subject to be called up again, because it has proven itself to be 
not one of the noncontested matters that it was the intention of 
the rule to get rid of in a short time; and, thirdly, thatit has no 
advantage of Calendar or place, because it has once been consid- 
ered. Of the correctnessof this I have no doubt. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the Chair will pardon me I will suggest, 


irs 


its or) 


with reference to 
the conduct of the 


business of the House, that the Chair with 
hold his decision until he may consider the matter more at 
length. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is perfectly willing to do so 
The only object of course is to make the proper ruling. 
Mr. MCRAE. Isee no necessity for this course, but I have 


no objection, with the understanding that the committee is not 
to lose the hour for to-day—that we start on the day the deci 
sion is made as if the bill was firstcalled on that day. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Of course you will not lose your hour. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Speaker, before the matter goes over | 
want to say a word. It will be observed that those who 
objected to this bill being called again are m 
mittees that have the privilege of reporting atanytime. They 
have shown no precedent for the arbitrary, unreasonable cor 
struction they contend for. Follow their argument to its iti- 
mate conclusion and you deny a large majority of the committ 
of this House the poor privilege of having their business 
sidered during the morning hour unless something ne 
nished on every call. This is the hour for committee 
and nothing not authorized by the committees can be brought 
up. The rule declares that each committee on being culled 
‘shall have the right to call up any bill reported by it on a pre- 
vious day.” 

This bill was reported by the committee on a previous day, and 
[ have been authorized to call it up for consideration. It is the 


nave 


‘mbers of com 


es 
con- 
is fur- 


business, 


| only bill now on the Calendar reported from the Committee on 


the two hours, it remained in all respects just as before it was | 


called up—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. 
that way. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). Not thereby obtaining any 
priority over other measures as the unfinished business. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If the Chair will pardon me for a moment, 
[think the Chair is right. 


And I think they havealways been treated 


I am inclined to think, also, that the tendency of — in | 


the Speakers of the House has been toward limiting the rights 
on a bill to two hours. If there has been no ruling upon the 
subject, but following the tendency of presiding officers of the 
House, there has been a general sentiment against taking them 
up the third time. 


Public Lands. To deny it consideration is to defeat what 
pears to me to be the plain provision of the rule. The rule pro- 
vides that, ‘‘ When any proposition shall have occupied two hours 
on this call it shall thereafter remain on the Calendar as un- 
finished business and be taken up in its order.” To my mind it 
is perfectly clear that the two-hours limitation applies to each 
call and does not prevent the proposition from being called up 
again if the committee should be reached on another call by the 
Speaker. Mark the words ‘‘ this call,’ and the words “ be taken 
up in its order.” 

As the Speaker has correctly stated, the question of whether 


tip- 


| one bill shall be called more than once is for the committee in 
| charge to determine, and the responsibility of making the call 


Then, I think, Mr. Speaker, that even if | 


there were no rulings on the subject, if there had been no indi- | 


cation by any presiding officer of his opinion on the question, the 


very nature of the rule would indicate that it should take this | ' 
3 | unfinished business, but I do object to a construction of the rules 


course. 
Now, what is the object of this proceeding in the morning 
hour? Why was the rule in question established? It was for 


which there would be no serious opposition, which could be dis- 


is with the committee. If the contention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] that this bill is hereafter to be 
considered as unfinished business is correct, then I have no ob- 
jection to withdrawing the bill, for then it could be reached as 


which will prevent consideration in the morning hour when the 


| committee is called and not allow it to be treated as unfinished 
the purpose of allowing the consideration of many measures to | 


posed of within the half hour or the hour or the two hours which | 


the rule gave. It was believied by the adoption of such a rule 


that many meritorious bills could be dfsposed of where there | 


was no serious opposition to them in that manner, and thereby 
= the Calendars, which were crowded with more important 
ills, 

It was thought no questionable measures could be crowded 
through in this hour,and yet many small and meritorious meas- 
ures of local importance could receive consideration. 

In order to show that that was the intention of the House, the 
rule provided also that only two hours should pertain to any one 
measure, and after that it has been the rule, as indicated by the 
Chair, that such measures take their place on the Calendar, to 





} 


business. There is no reason or fairness in such aconstruction. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then withhold the decision 
for the present. 

Mr. McRAE. That is satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, then, the morning hour 
for to-day will be considered as pending, unless some other com- 
mittee desires the floor. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Monday next, the 23d instant, immediately after the sec 
ond morning hour, the House shall proceed to the consideration of H. R. 
139, ‘A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,” and the consideration thereof shall be continued after the 


second morning hour each legislative day thereafter until said bill shall 
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have been fully disposed of; said bill to be first considered in Committee of | number of amendmenis, t iking out of the bill al 


the Whole 





drastic features, and coming as nearly as possible to ; 
The SPEAKER. The order provides for the consideration | what we deemed a fit measure to remiin permanently yy 
of this bill in Committee of the Whole. statute books if enacted into law. Thenthe full com; 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I wes not present when the order | sidered the bill for three months. They adopted n 
was made, and it seems to me it isfar preferable toconsider the | amendmentsrecommended by the subcommittee, origin 
bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole; but that ques- | amendments to the bill which were adopted, and fin 
tion was adjudged and passed upon by the House. The reason | upon a complete change so as to embody in chapters, i 
why I say that is not for the purpose of getting any advantage | convenient form, the subjects relative to the princip 
by which I can move the previous question to cut off anybody | that chapter, somewhat in the order in which com 
from offering any legitimate amendment, or for the purpose of | upon different branches of the law are written. Th 
preventing necessary debate; but it might be necessary tosome- | and the whole ground covered by the substitute rep 
what facilitate the proceedings. My purpose, so far as I amable | House. 
to show it, is to be very liberal, to allow all gentlemen an oppor- The Committee on the Judiciary wasnot unanimo 
tunity of offering amendments and expressing their views upon | of the bill. A minority presented minority views; a 
the bill, or any paragraph thereof. I ask unanimous consent | say that those views were very ably written, and 
that the order be changed so that the bill be considered in the | criticisms upon the bill, upon due consideration, I ; 
House as in Committee of the Whole. | just. I, in consultation with other friends of the m 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama[Mr. OATES] | pared amendments so as to completely meet four 
asks unanimous consent to alter the order made respecting the | tions set forth by the minority of the committee. 
consideration of this bill, so that it may be considered in the | amendments were also originated, to make the bil 
House as in Committee of the Whole, instead of in the Committee | fect, and put in the present bill, which I had the hono 


of the Whole itself. Is there objection? | duce at the beginning of this session, and embodies t 
Mr. CULBERSON. I feel constrained to object to that. ment which [ intended to offer if the bill had been 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. | by the last House, So that, as it now stands, at 
Mr. OATES. I move that the House resolve itself into the | the most pointed objections made by the minority 

Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. | by provisions now in the bill. 


The motion was agreed to. [ believe Ican say most conscientiously that, as a ox 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of | osition, I have always been opposed to bankruptcy 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration | but on careful examination, within the last two or th: 
of the bill (H. R. 139)to establish a untformsystemof bankruptcy | have so far modified my former opinion as to belie y< 
throughout the United States, with Mr. OUTHWAITE in the | properly, carefully considered, for the preservation o 
chair. of parties interested and to prevent the squandering 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading | frauds, and such unconscionable fee-gathering as we | 
of the bill. practiced under the old law, | am now in favor of bank: 


( 


The Clerk reat the first section of the bill. islation. 
Mr. CULBERSON,. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentle- I was a lawyer in full practice when the law of 1% 


man from Alabama [Mr. OaTES] that inasmuch as this bill is | ministered. | was of counsel on different sides of ca 
to be read by sections in the Committee of the Whole at a later | court presided over by Judge Dick Busteed, of New 
stage, we might waive the reading of it now and let the debate | those whom he saw-proper toappoint. Sol had a fa 
proceed. I will state in addition to that that the gentleman | nity of seeing the wildest speculation on the assets 0 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, desires to leave the | bankrupts that ever. was perpetrated in any court of t 
city this evening for his home, and would like to address the | and I therefore know what abuses could be imposed up 
House before he leaves. By waiving the reading of the bill now | interested under the last bankrupt law. I say that | 
we might accommodate him, perhaps, as well as the House. vote for such an act as that under any circumstance 
The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas|Mr.CULBER- | aware of those abuses and of the wrongs done to a gr 
SON] asks unanimous consent to waive the first reading of the | I have labored most assiduously to avoid all of them i: 
bill. Is there objection. and to limit and put such restrictions upon the officers in: 
Mr. OATES. [f no one wishes to hear it read, I have no ob- | to their fees and compensation, that there can not be any wr 
jection. done without endangering themselves with imprisonment 
Mr.CULBERSON. Itwill be read in Committee of the Whole | punishment. 
anyway, later. Now, the leading features of the bill are the causes or g 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair hears no objection, and the | of involuntary bankruptcy and that clauseof the bill, Anund 
first reading of the bill will be dispensed with. standing of these and the proper distinction between vo 
Mr. OATES, Mr. Chairman, the first question which con- | and involuntary bankruptcy is necessary for one to sce 
fronts us is whether there shall be any act of bankruptcy passed. | tice of the measure. Weareall more orlessinsympathy \ 
Touching that question, the consideration to which the atten- | debtors; much more in sympathy with them than we ar 
tion of gentlemen is invited, is as to the condition of the coun- | thecreditor class. We have, too, something of the po; 
try. Itseems to me that if ever there was a time—unless it be | that if a man voluntarily goes into bankruptcy that 
just after the close of a war which has put everything finan- | hitches on to him, and that it applies to him a stig 
cially out of joint—which required or rendered necessary a bank- | odium; but such is not the fact. Some of those who have ! 
ruptey law, that this is that time. We have had so much finan- | been much accustomed to this legislation, who have nev 
cia! trouble of recent years that the statistics show an increased | ined the foundations upon which it rests, may indulge : 
number of failures in business of all kinds. I think every con- | opinion; but when well! informed no one can think for a 
sideration that we can fairly indulge goes to show the necessity | that there is any dishonor whatever, either in a man b 
for the enactment of a bankruptcy law, provided that law is one | a voluntary bankrupt or being forced into bankruptcy, ©) 
of perfect fairness to all parties. In order thatit might be such, | one view. 
I, with my associates upon the Committee on the Judiciary, la- There are two grounds upon which a man could be for 
bored in the last Congress, and I may say in the Congress pre- | bankruptcy by which odium and dishonor would attach 
ceding, upon the bill which constitutes the basis of the present | The first is utter insolvency, which of itself does not re'\ 
one, which bil was known as the Torrey bill. honorably upon anyone, but only shows misfortune; secon 
In the f ifty-first Congress the bill was reported to the House | there is fraud and a man is putinto bankruptcy upon that ¢: 
ina shape in which [ could not support it.. I stated briefly then | he would justly be considered as odious to the extent of his 
my objections to it. These objections were several, the princi- | ulent act. So he would be if sued onsame grounds in any ‘ 
pal of which was that it created additional officersand provided | Is it dishonorable for a poor debtor, who has lived the | | 
for the payment of their salaries out of the Treasury. Another | an honest man, and has simply been unfortunate in his 
objection was that the clauses with reference to involuntary | takings, or who has been overburdened with the debts res! 
bankruptey were too stringent. upon him to such an extent that he is unable to pay his debts 
The bill then passed the House, but it failed to pass the Sen- | shall a man who is thus unfortunate, gotten into debt to an ex- 
ate. During the last Congress the Committee on the Judiciary | tent that he can not pay, be kept in that attitude all the days 0! 
very carefully considered this bill, first by the subcommittee of | his life, practically a laborer to pay interest upon the demands 
which I was a member; and I think we spent our spare fore- | against him or to live on the small amount of his exemptions 
noons fortwo months in the consideration of it and in the ex- | der the State laws? Is there not humanity enough in the who 
amination of authorities touching every proposition concerned, | country to be willing to enact a statute that will allow him, «s 
where there was any room for doubt. this does, to reserve for his use all which the laws of the 5Stxt 
We finally reported the bill back to the full committee with a! or Territory give him as exempt from execution and make & 
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wewander of whatever he may have over for the benefit of his ne one NOs Prana —_ Se a {an 
pos itors? : . 7 1 . es efits of his} \ternal superint n e \ 
Is there any creditor 30 hard hearted that he would hold that por s thi wer of legisla wo ; 
poor man down to labor for him to pay perhaps a very small por- Etter coraioat rotitical 
ton of thedebt, perhaps only the interest upon it, and thus destroy > able Gna & 
. ture prospects? Would not every reasonable creditor be 
‘to allow him to make a surrender of his property if it Be it said to the praise of human orn 1 
; naid 10 cents on the dollar of his indebtedness, and leave risonment for debt has been ab 
him f ee to get out into the world and undertake to rebuild his | tries. 
i fortunes? There is another distinction that 1 wish to 
not think that anyone who will consider the question | tween the two kinds of bankruptcy, th 
ose voluntary bankruptcy. Yet there are some members | untary. The voluntary bankrupt's application « ! 
non this tleor who are conscientiously opposed to the enact- | troverted. He files his petition for bank pte 
eet ofany bankruptcy law, and I wish to say to them just here | it, and he is adjudged a bankrupt and no one ‘ 
h their position, when you come to examine it, There can be no controversy about it bi eges th 
sistent than the position of those who think that a | able to pay his debts, that he hasnot enough operty 
hy ntey Law ought to be only for the benefit of the poor debtor, | above his legal exemptions to pay them, He es hi tic 
, creditor would have no benefit from it, no voice in the | and gets the benefit of the act. He is «djudged a b 
m [ say it is more consistent to oppose any bankruptcy | receives the benefits of the law. A man i ypoin ts 
y ion than to take that position. Before ps ssing from that ere itors to take charge of what be surrenders, to ad 
oint let me remark that in advocating this bill I am simply dis- nd pay it out upon debts of the same class 
; ‘ving aduty. I feel no personal interest in it, except in the On the other hand the creditor is restricted to 
‘interest of honesty, fair dealing, and general prosperity. | vhich he may ask for his debtor to be a iged a bat 
uu to present the measure fairly, and am in favor of its pas- | this bill ten grounds are specified, which I w 
we because I believe that it will be of benefit to the people | consider now The property of the bankrupt nade 
os “ally. visions o this bill, can hot be seized it Tremaine 
, ivite the careful attention of all of you to its various pro- Ini¢ 38 the petitioners to put him into bank ipte 


uns, and if, having considered them, you think the billshbould | that he is likely to dispose of it wron ly 





ot pass and vote it down, I am content, having done my duty. heir reach, and give bond to answer for 4 
Te those who think that there should be no bankruptcy law I | to answer in damages 
will say, you may save a great deal of trouble, if you believe th Therefore a proceeding to declare a1 La rrup 
maiority of the House agree with you, by moving, at the end of | nature of any other suit You can not interfere w nO 
the general debate, to strike out the enacting clause of this bill. | session without making this affidavit and giving this bond | 
In that way you can get a test vote, showing whether this House n go into the courts and defend against the alleged ground 
wants to enact any bankruptcy legislation, and I have no objec- | bankruptcy. Under the provisions o! the bill he h righ 
tion in the world to any gentleman making that motion. Ifany- | ask for a jury to pass upon the grounds and the proofs s 
one thinks there is a sufficient number of members hereto carry | ted. If the allegation is that he has been guilty of a f 
a motion like that I shall be glad to have the question tested at | if he has failed to pay his debts and he be utterly insolve: s is 
that time, because fh the absence of such a motion we will, of | provided for in one or two cases in the bill, or if he b : 
course, go on to consider the bill in detail. solvent, if he has not committed any fraud upon his creditors, he 
The bill will be read by sections and paragraphs for amend- | hasa right toappear and controvert the petition of.the credit 
ment and discussion, and then when we reach the second chap- | and unless the allegations are fully proven the same vw 
ter we shall reach the question whether we desire to have any | missed at their cost. 
involuntary bankruptcy. Upon that [I do not hesitate to say The onus of proof would be upon the petitioners. T 
that there is the greatest difference of opinion among the mem- | has only to defend. And do you tell me that any guilties 
be s of the judiciary. would be convicted, would be adjudgedabankrupt? I 


here is also another difference. There may be some here | he would not be so adjudged; he would not be hurt by tl 
who do not care for any involuntary clause at all, would really | any more than a man is liable to be annoyed or hurt by being r 
prefer not to have it in the bill. There are others who want to | quired to defend any suit which may be brought agai 
limit and restrict the causes of involuntary bankruptcy set forth | a courtof law or equity. 
in the bill to those which would warrant an attachment for debt. Now, while humanity appeals to us in the present distressed 


My view of that question is simply this. There is no more dis- | condition of our country to pass a law which will allow poo 


or about a man’s being sued in a court of bankruptcy than | debtors who have acted honestly to surrender what they have 


ie 

there is about being sued in any other court. The Constitution | over and above exemptions and be finally discharged from the 
of the United States authorizes Congress to pass a bankruptcy | liabilities and allowed to embark anew in the enterprises of | 
law,and when the law is passed it is to be in ths interest of | on the other hand are we to pass such a law on this 
honesty, morality, and humanity. would leave out of sight and consideration all the credito 


What was the object of the framers of the Constitution? Itis | Why, gentlemen, there is never in any case a debtor without 
very strongly set forth by one of the best commentators that has | creditor, nor a creditor without a debtor; the two classi 
ever written on the Constitution of the United States. Mr. | equal. While one man may owe many debts, may be ad 
Justice Story says: | many times, he may beacreditorof many others. Butdebtors 

To the glory of Christianity let it be said that the law of cession was in- | creditors are equal. I think common fairness requires t 
treduced by the Christian emperors of Rome, whereby if adebtor ceded or | you pass any bankruptey law at all. it should be one 








yielded up all his property to his creditors he was secured from being | ti 
dragged te jail by viobons e. me . ; © | consideration to both classes. 
a a iad : Sh oa This hill does n ranuire. s lid ¢ ald 1 that ¢ ; , 
That distinguished jurist also says that— | This bill does not require, as did the old law, that the « ‘ 
Pinalinenal ne ean } ; : 7 ' | shall owe $300, or any other specified sum, before h 
he general objects of all bankrupt and insolvent laws are, me hand, | ;: a i eee : ; = : 
i JECcts « K I solve laws ar on oneh | himself of the benefits of the la Ww. Whenever he owes anv 


to secure to creditors an appropriation of the property of the debtor's 7 
tanto to the discharge of their debts whenever the latter are unable to dis 
charge the whole amount; and, on the other hand, to relieve unfortunate 
and honest debtors from perpetual bondage to their creditors, either in the 
shape of unlimited imprisonment to coerce payment of their debts or of an 
absolute right to appropriate and monopolize all their future earrings 


i 1 ; , 
i more than he can pay be may vo intarliy go into bar 

| But in order that a debtor may be put into bankruptcy inv« 
| tarily he must owe at least $500 to the creditors who pro 


against him: and no oneec iptious or oppressive creditor car 





























The latter course obviously destroys all encouragement to mdustry and | a debtor into bankruptcy; there must be at least three creditors 
enterprise on the part of the unfortunate debtor, by taking from h allthe a et ; rer oper 
just rewards of labor, and leaving him a miserable pittance dependent upon | COOperating, unless the total number of those to whom he i 
the bounty or forbearance of his creditors. The former is, if possible, more | debted be less than twelve. And the amount of th ebted 
harsh, severe, andindefensible. It makes poverty and misfortune, in them n must be at least $500. Besides. he must lh 
selves sufficiently heavy burdens, the subject or the occasion of penalti: e BeOS res fraud ; ee 
and punishments. Imprisonment, as a civil remedy, admits of no defense, | (Ore remarked, Ot some raud which th rs are rm ed 
except as itis used to coerce fraudulent debtors to yield up their present | aflim tl y to show. or he must have failed to pay co 
property to their creditors, in discharge of their engagements mercial paper and be insolvent. or have ec tt ome other 
_But when the debtors have no property, or have yielded up the whole aie » trenilliteiiadee Brat y ie ; " ; 
their creditors, to allow the latter at their mere pleasure to imprison the ground Of bankruptcy. 
is arefinement in cruelty, and an indulgence of private passions, w! [ | attention to the fact that Ltors On Open ax 
could hardly find apology in an enlightened despotism; and are utterly at | | -e the debtor into bankrur rat all The indebtedr 
War With all the rights and duties of free government. Such asystem of lk sal : t of liquidated den n mad a 
islation is as unjustas it is unfeelin; It is incompatible with the first pr¢ mu ‘ O st ol iq ule ated deminds amo in ng to B00 * mor 
cepts of Christianity: and tsa living reproach to the nations of Christendom, | Otherwise the creditors can not force him into bankrupt: they 
OTe et eee dette et en ee estes auupty for the sacrea | are not eligible to lie a petition under t Ns bill. If such a peti- 
obligation of contracts, and the remedies to enforce them, certainly is, pari | OD De filed it mustshow not only that thedebtor has failed to pay 


paseu, to relieve the unfortunate and theritorious debtor from a slavery of | his paper for thirty days after it has fallen due, but that he is 
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alsoinsolvent. One of the reasons why I voted against the bill in 
the Fifty-first Congress was that it made a failure to pay com- 
mercial paper for thirty days a cause of bankruptcy. 

This bill does not permit that unless the debtor is also insolv- 
ent. . And the term ‘‘insolvent ” is defined in the first section of 
the bill, know as ‘‘the dictionary clause.” 
definition a debtor is insolvent when he has not property enough 
at a fair valuation to pay his debts. The reason for that provi- 
sion is this: If a man has enough property subject to execution 


to pay his debts, his creditor can proceed in the courts of the | 
State or the United States, as the case may be, to collect his | 


money according to the regular course of law. The ground 


recognized by this bill for putting a debtor into bankruptcy is | 


that he has not paid hisdebts when dueand has notenough prop- 


erty when converted into cash to pay his debts in full; in such | 


cases, he being insolvent, the object of the bill is an equitable dis- 
tribution of the property among his creditors. 

Now, in all the contingencies contemplated by the bill the 
petitioners would be bound to prove the facts affirmatively; and 
if they do not furnish proof to the satisfaction of the judge or 
the jury, as the defendant may choose, he can not be forced into 
bankruptcy. 

We want a bankruptcy law for its uniformity and justice? 
Gentlemen know that the grounds for attachment in the differ- 
ent States vary; the laws of different States vary with reference 
to the collection of debts. This bill is intended notas a machine 
for the speedy collection of debts, but as an instrumentality on 
the one hand to relieve poor debtors from the burdens that would 
otherwise weigh them down; and on the other hand to furnish 
creditors the means of reaching the property of the debtor and 
making an equitable distribution among honest creditors, in 
cases where the debtor is a rascal and is undertaking to conceal 
his property so that it may escape liability for hisdebts, or where 
the debtor is in fact insolvent. 

Now, let me state that there are some sections of this bill 
which gentlemen reading them alone may think should be 
amended. Gentlemen may think those provisions do not cover 
the case, and may be disposed to offer amendments. But let 
me say that if they will read the whole bill carefully, they will 
be troubled to find any clause requiring any amendment unless it 
is a departure from the principles of the bill. The objects and 
purposes of the bill I have endeavored to explain; and I think 
an examination of the measure will sustain the statements I have 
made. 

Mr. KILGORE. 


May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr.OATES. Certainly. 


Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman to say that his 
objection to the bill which was considered in the Fifty-first Con- 
ress—or rather one of his objections—was that it did not define 
‘insolvency;” and he states that there is such a definition in 
this bill. 

Mr.OATES. The genteman did not catch my meaning ac- 
curately. That was one objection I had to the measure; but I 
stated as another objection the provision of that bill making it 
a ground of bankruptcy if a debtor, although solvent, failed for 
thirty days to meet his commercial paper. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, Lunderstand; that is oneof the grounds 
of the gentleman’s objection. Now, the definition of ‘‘insolv- 
ency ” as given in this bill departs, as [ understand, from the 
definition heretofore given by the courts which have put a judi- 
cial construction upon that term; does it not? 

Mr. OATES. I think it is a departure, but it is more favora- 
ble than that given by the courts. The bill says ‘‘insolvent” 
as applied to a person shall mean that his property is not suffi- 
cient in amount, ata fair valuation, to pay his debts. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, the definition you give of a bankrupt 
is a man who is not able to pay his debts, or rather whose prop- 
erty is not sufficient on a fair valuation to pay his debts. That 
is the definition given in the bill, and that, I think, is more fa- 
vorable than that given by the courts heretofore. Now, the 
question is, who is to determine the question of the value? That 
is the difficulty that will arise; and I would like to hear the gen- 
tleman on that, and other features of the bill which have given 
me very much trouble heretofore. 

Mr. OATES. I think, Mr. Chairman, there is no difficulty 
about that point. If 2 petition be filed to have one adjudged a 
bankrupt, on the ground of his insolvency and failure to pay his 
commercial paper for thirty days, it would bring up the question 
presented by my friend from Texas—and it is a legitimate in- 
quiry—on the issues raised by the defendant to hear testimony 
as to whether he is insolvent or not. 

Mr. KILGORE. The question is, who is to appraise the 
property; whether the property of the insolvent, at a fair val- 
uation, will pay his debts? That, I understand, is the language 
of the bill. But who is to determine the question of the valua- 
tion of the property. 


According to that | 
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Mr. OATES. I was going on to say that it was an issye +p) 
determined on trial by the court or the jury. It isa matin. _ 
Insolvency must be all; 
proven before the defendant could be adjudged a banky pt. T 
jury would be naturally inclined to be liberal with the dor, 
ant. They nearly always are in such cases. a 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Let me ask my colleague a gyess; 
Why do you put a man in bankruptcy simply because he 
solvent? On what principle? 

Mr. OATES. There is no ground in the bill which wi 
ject any one to be put into bankruptcy on the ground of jing, 
vency alone. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
it? 

Mr. OATES. There must be fraud connected with itor 9 {9j). 
ure to pay his commercial paper within the time specified. , 
allowing his property to be levied on and not releasing it af;, 
a given time. For in that case it is readily seen if the pronepry 
is seized and sold to be applied to the paymentof the debt of +) 
plaintiff in execution, it may deprive equally meritorious elajn. 
ants of their right to participate in the distribution of the pro 
erty. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The purpose, asI understand it, jg 
where a man’s property is insufficient to pay his debts, to pre. 
vent one creditor from getting an undue advantage of the others. 
That, I understand, is the reason you frame and advocate this 
bill. 

Mr. OATES. The following are the grounds of involuntary 
bankruptcy as set forth in the bill: 

SEco. 2. a Acts of bankruptcy.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person s} 
sist of his having within six months prior to the filing of a petition a 
him (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from his | 
business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of ci 
ess and to defeat his creditors; (2) failed for thirty days while insolvent to 
secure the release of any property levied upon under process of law for 
or over, or (if such property is to be sold under such process then unti 
days before the time fixed forsuch sale and untila petition is filed 
a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditor 
made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a\ 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts; (5) made w 
solvent a contract personally, or by agent, for the purchase or sale of m 
modity with intent not to receive or deliver the same, but merely to receiyg 
or pay a difference between the contract and the market price ther: 
time subsequent to the makingof such contract; (6) made while insolventa 
transfer of any of his property or suffered any of it to be taken or levi: 
by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference; (7 
procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent 
to defeat his creditors; (8) secreted any of his property to avoid its | 
levied upon under legal process against himself and to defeat his cr 
(9) suffered while insolvent an execution for #500 or over, or a nun 
executionsaggregating such amount, against iimself to be returned n 
erty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shall be 

aid before a a is filed; or (10) suspended and not resumed for thirty 
days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, the payment of his com- 
mercial paper for or aggregating $500 or over. 

Mr. OATES. Insolvency is one reason. But the ground of 
bankruptcy is a failure to pay commercial paper, or the fraudu- 
lent conveyance of his property, and the other grounds specified 
in the bill to which I have = referred. Suppose, for instance, 
the debtor is a trader and fails for thirty days to pay his com- 
mercial paper—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Doyou limitit totraders? _ 

Mr. OATES. No; it does not, as I will presently explain; but 
he must be shown to be insolvent. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, the point is, in the thirty-day 
matter, failure to pay his commercial paper for thirty days, is 
that limited to traders or does it extend to every one? 

Mr. OATES. No; because farmers and laborers are not sub- 
ject to be adjudged involuntary bankrupts in any case, but may 
voluntarily obtain the benefit of the law upon their own petition. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Except by their voluntary petition. 

Mr. OATES. Iam speaking of those who are subject to be 
adjudged involuntary bankrupts. Of course, by their own petl 
tion they can be made bankrupts, and it is open for them, «s for 
everybody else, by voluntary action, exceptcorporations. | will 
state here the reasons for making these exceptions. From my 
investigation of bankruptcy legislation in the past, and the 
causes of it, it originally applied to traders, merchants, and 
others engaged in commercial business. It never was intended 
to be extended to the tillers of the soil and the common labourers 
of the country. And while this bill extends to them the bene- 
fit of going into bankruptcy, when not able to pay their debts, 
in no case are they to be compelled or forced into bankruptcy. 
So you will see—— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is the point to which 

Mr. OATES (continuing). So you will see the involuntary 
clauses will be applicable in all cases only of traders, merchants, 
and others engaged in commerce. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The point was on Sere whether or 
not the involuntary feature of your bill is limited to traders as 
the original bankruptcy idea was limited? 

Mr. OATES. Not in words. 
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Mr. BAILEY. 
suggestion. 

Mr. OATES. 

Mr. BAILEY. 


If the gentleman will permit me to make a 


Certainly. 
In reply to the gentleman’s colleague from 


\labama he states that under the provisions of this bill there 


must be misconduct coupled with insolvency. 

Now, under the fourth ground for involuntary bankruptcy as 
provided in the bill, provision is made that anyone who has 
made an assignment, or filed in court a written statement show- 
ing inability to pay his debts, may be adjudged a bankrupt, the 
language being, ‘‘made an assignment for the benefit of his 
creditors, or filed in court a written statement admitting his in- 
ability to pay his debts.” Either the one or the other, whether 
he is solvent or insolvent, and without reference to any miscon- 
duct. : 

Mr. OATES. I can easily answer that. Every lawyer who 
has examined the question knows that whenever Congress ex- 
ercises the power and enacts a bankruptcy law, State insolvency 
laws are suspended. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is, if they conflict 

Mr. OATES. Ah, but they are suspended 

Mr. BAILEY. Wherever they contlict, but where they do not 
conflict they are not suspended. 

Mr. OATES. You will not deny that they conflict in the ad- 
ministration of the assets of the estate? 

Mr. BAILEY. They will conflict if you insert this provision, 
but with that omitted there need be no conflict. 

Mr. OATES. There are more reasons than that. Wherever 
a debtor has made an assignmentor filed in court his declaration 








of his inability to pay his debts, with a schedule of his assets, for | 
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the benefit of his creditors, inasmuch as the bankruptcy law op- | 


erates to suspend State insolvency laws, wherever there may be 


a conflict—limit it to that—you are sure to find a conflict in the | 


course of the administration of the estate, and can not avoid it. 


Wherever that occurs, | doubt whether any great benefits could | 
be derived from such an assignment as far as the debtor is con- | 


cerned, for he has made an assignment and surrendered his prop- 
erty, and is no longer interested init. He has no interest in it 
atall. He has surrendered italready. Then how can you better 


administer it than by dividing it up equitably according to the | 


claims of the creditors, under a general bankruptcy law. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Right there I want to ask for infor- 
mation, Where you have a State law which equitably divides 


the assets of the debtor in case of insolvency, why should you | 


take the administration of a case of that sort from the State au- 
thorities and give it to the authority of the Government of the 
United States? 

Mr. OATES. 
is suspended —— 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. 
conflict. 

Mr. OATES. Whether there be any conflict or not, the bank- 
ruptey law is much more acceptable to the debtor because it 
discharges him from his debts, whereas the State insolvency 
law will not reach a nonresident creditor. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Then he would seek the benefit of 
the bankruptcy law voluntarily, would he not, if he wanted it? 

Mr. OATES. 
bape sp referred to by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 

as no operation whatever in this controversy. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me to make a 


For two reasons: The first isthat the State law 


It may be suspended where there is 


He might. If he seeks it voluntarily, then the | 


suggestion right there, if the debter has made an assignment of | 


his property, as has been suggested, he has no interest in it. 

Mr OATES. None at all. 

ae BOATNER. The creditors are the ones that are inter- 
ested. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. And therefore they are the ones who should 
have the right to name the man who is to settle the estate. 

Mr.OATES. Certainly, and under thisact the creditors have 
the right to name that man. 

_Mr. BAILEY. Suppose an insolvent debtor in a State of this 
Union, the laws of which provide that wherever the estate pays 
a certain percentage of the indebtedness the assignor shall 
stand discharged—suppose I reside in a State having suchalaw. 
My creditors all reside there. I make an assignment according 
to the laws of my State. Lassign sufficient property todischarge 
me under the State insolvency law, and yet, under the provisions 
of this bill, I could be dragged into a bankruptcy court and made 
a bankrupt against my will, and my estate might be wasted. 

Mr. OATES. Wasted! What right have you to assert that? 
_ Mr. KILGORE. That has been the history of such proceed- 
ings in the past. 
Mr. BAILEY. 
vene 


The suggestion is made that a State insol- 
law can not release a man from his debts. It can release 


him from his debts to citizens of that State. 
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Mr. OATES. Those who come in and prove up their claims 
and share in the distribution of 

Mr. BAILEY. That would depend upon the provisions of the 
law. 

Mr. OATES. 


his estate. 


I will state to my friend that the knowledge of 


| the fact that the States could not deal with the discharge of in- 
debtedness to creditors residing outside of the State, and that 
the debtor could not be discharged from debts owing to ereditors 


in other States was one of the considerations which induced the 


framers of the Constitution to put this pow in Congr: No 
State insolvent law can discharge the debt of a creditor who 


does not prove his claim nor share in the estate 

Mr. BAILEY. Precisely so as to foreign creditors, but 
creditors who reside within a State, the State can discharye th 
debtor from every debt contracted after the enactment of the 
insolvency law. 

Mr. OATES. 
not. 

Mr. BOATNER. But as a matter of fact, are not te 
insolvency laws practically a dead letter, because the condition 
which the gentieman from Texas|Mr. BAILEY] describes hardly 
ever exists; the fact being that a condition of things where the 
debtor and all his creditors reside in the same jurisdiction, is the 
rare exception. The debtor may make a surrender of his p1 
erty under the insolvency law of his State, and he may be dis 
charged so far as the creditors residing in hisState are concerned, 
but he is still burdened with the debts owing to those creditors 
who do not reside within the jurisdiction. 


as to 


Yes; but as to those contracted before, it can 


the St 


‘OD- 


Mr. BAILEY. Then he could voluntarily take advantage of 
the bankruptcy law, could he not? 
Mr. OATES. I will callthe gentleman’s attention to the fact 


that such a law as this secures uniformity in administration, 
and the assumption that the property would be wasted is rather 


an anticipation. This bill, if it becomes a law, will not allow 
any such thing as that to occur. I also say that this bill, if a 


law, can be more economically, fairly, and expeditiously 
istered than any State insolvency law. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, Mr. Chairman 
low me a moment? 

Mr. OATES. How much time have I remaining, Mr. ‘ 
man? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has twen 
minutes of his time remaining. 


mine 


will the gentleman al- 


hair 


Ido not want to trespass upon the time of 


Mr. OATES. I will answer the question of the gentleman 
from Texas, but I would suggest to my friend that the intent 
and purpose of the various clauses of this bill will be discussed 
when it is considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. KILGORE. I will want to talk a little about them my- 


self when we come to that. I am discussing that proposition 
which provides that three creditors, if a debtor has more than 
twelve, can put him into bankruptcy, and that one, if he 
less than twelve (that is eleven), controlling $500 of indebted- 
ness, can put him into bankruptcy. Now, that is the most ob- 
noxious feature, to my mind. I will ask the gentleman from 
Alabama if, on page 50, beginning at line 3, that portion of the 
bill does not provide that one man can put a debtor into bank- 
ruptey, even if he has a dozen creditors? Now, the law says 
this—— 

Mr.OATES. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. Now, I will read it, and let us see: 


If it be averred in the petition that the creditors of the bankrupt are less 
than twelve in number, and less than three creditors have joined as peti- 


has 


tioners therein, and the answer avers the existence of a larger number of 
creditors, there shall be filed with the answer a list under oath of all the 
creditors, with their addresses and the several amounts due to them, and 


thereupon the court shall cause all such creditors to be notified of the pend- 
ency of such petition and shall delay the hearing upon such petition fora 
reasonable time, to the end that parties in interest shall have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 


Now, if it is disclosed that there are more than twelve cred- 
itors the petition is not dismissed. 
Mr. OATES. The petition would have to be dismissed if 


there were more than a dozen creditors. 

Mr. KILGORE. That does not say so. 

Mr. OATES. It says expressly, if there be 
it must be dismissed. 

Mr. KILGORE. The answer must develop in the contest the 
fact that there are more creditors than twelve by him setting 
out a list of the creditors. Then it says that all the creditors 
shall be notified, and they shall come in and have a hearing. 

Mr. OATES. But it does not follow that he will be adjudged 
a bankrupt; on the contrary, the court proceeds only by 
of the statute. 

Mr. KILGORE. It does not authorize the dismissal of the 
petition, but, on the contrary, authorizes a hearing. 


less than twelve 


virtue 
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Mr. OATES. Why, everything that may be averred in the Mr.OATES. But one man can not have him adjudge 


“4 oO 


petition may be heard, and if the petition does not conform to 
the requirements of the statute in every respect it must be dis- 
missed; and I think if my friend, as he is a lawyer, would think 
of it, he would see that it is that way. 


Mr. KILGORE. My theory is that they are brought im here | 
| litigate with the debtor as to whether he isa bankrupt , 


to answer. 


rupt. He could not be proceeded against, and made a 


| upon the petition of one creditor when he owes twelve ; 


| 
| 


i 
| 
j 


Mr. OATES. They are notified, in order to give them an op- | 


portunity to appear if they desire to do so; but if the defendant 
shows there are a greater number than twelve, the party who has 
filed this petition has no case in court. It would be unceremoni- 
ously dismissed. 


Mr. BOATNER. Unless the other creditors should join in | 


the application which has been made. 
Mr. OATES. That case is provided for. 
Mr. BOATNER, Why then this provision,in which it is pro- 


vided that the other creditors shall be notified? Am I to under- | 


stand that is put in the petition here so as to give them an op- 
portanity to appear? 


Mr. GATES. Itis only to give them am opportunity to ap- | 


pear. The petitioner has averred in his petition that there are 
less than twelve creditors. Now, if the defendant says there are 
a greater number, they probably have no notice of it, and this 
is simply a provision to notify them. If it is proven to the court 
there are more than twelve, and one man has petitioned, he has 
no case and the petition will be dismissed unless at least two 
others join him im it. 

Mr. BOATNER. ‘The law does not say so. 

Mr. OATES. The law does not say it will goon, and how will 
the court proceed in theabsenceof a statute authorizing it? No 
United States court would go on and do anything of that kind 
without authority. 

Mr. BOATNER. In constructing any law you have to give it 
a reasonable construction. It says that where there are more 
than twelve creditors, that the bankrupt with the answer shall 
furnish a list of those creditors; and the law proceeds to say that 
the hearing shall be delayed for a reasonable time, until these 
parties can be notified. 

What would be the sense of giving them a notice if it was not 
for the purpose of enabling them to come in and make them- 
selves a party to the pruceedings? Jf you included in that sec- 
tion a prevision that unless more than the certain number of 


twelve should join in the petition it should be dismissed, why, | 


then, it would be stopped, it would give anotice to the creditors 
and an opportunity to make themselves a party te the proceed- 
ings. 

Mr. OATES. My answer is very clear. 

Mr. KILGORE. The answer is found in the acthere. Dis- 
cussing the same question it says: 

Creditors other than original petitioners may, at any time, enter their ap- 


tion to the prayer of the petition. 


Mr. KILGORE. But one man can take him into court, and if 
he has a thousand creditors he must disclose that fact and the 
number of his creditors, and when they get him into court then 
they can.come in and join. 

Mr. OATES. Ah, but it requires them to come in. 

Mr. KILGORE. But if they do not, ome man can take him in, 
te begin with. 

Mr. OATES. But that is not your question, and one is not 
sufficient to proceed with. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes. My ane tampa was this, that no mat- 
ter how many creditors a man had one creditor could take him 
into court. 

Mr.OATES. Your question was this, as I understood it: One 
petitioner may file the petition, the debtor may allege that he 
owes a greater number of people than twelve, and may disclose 
the names of those to whom he is indebted, and thereupon the 
court must give notice to them. Then it is left to their option 
whether they will join in the proceeding or not. They are not 
compelled te join. The petitioner has alleged that there are less 
than twelve creditors, the defendant denies this, and it is right 
and proper to notify those who are named as creditors. Then, 
if they do not see proper to join, what becomes of the petition? 
That is the question that I was answering, and I say the petition 
would evidently be dismissed, for the reason that no United 
States court ever has jurisdiction to try any cause except by vir- 
tue of a statute, and the statute does not affirmatively give any 
such right where there is only one petitioner and a disclosure of 
the fact that there is a greater number of creditors than twelve. 

Mr. KILGORE. My proposition was that although the man 
may have a thousand creditors, one of them can e him into 
eourt, and then when he is in court, if he has more than twelve 
creditors, any number of them may join in the petition. 

Mr. OATES, Or they may not. 

Mr. KILGORE. But one mancan take him into court. 








more. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. What is the propriety of puttin, 
vision into the law to authorize one creditor to go into 


What effect would that be likely te have upon the busi: 
pects of the creditor? 

Mr. OATES. There is no adjudication unless oth 
oin. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But he has to answer on the ). 
one creditor and has to disclose his whole business. — 

Mr. OATES. Just asin any other suit. Did the ¢ 
never know of suits being brought which were ill-fou 
in which the defendant had to answer? I have defen 
beaten agreat many suitsof that kind. There is no spe 
ship in that. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But here is a case where the court 
ing, at the instance of one man, the question whether a n 
bankrupt or not, when he may have. forty creditors lb: 
one that has brought him into court. 

Mr. OATES. But can the court try that question at t 
stance of one creditor? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. No; but the debtor is required 
in and answer and disclose his whole busincss, and ther 
great ado about his business, and it may injure his prosp 

Mr. OATES. I deny that there is a great ado about h 
ness, or that any question relating to his business is to b 
The first question, a jurisdictional faet, is: Has this one credit 
a right toproesed by virtue of the debtor having less than t 
ereditors? If he has more than twelve it is a clear case {| 
matter can not proceed unless two others join the petitioner. 
they do not join, the debtor goes out of court. If they do, th 
have aright to goon and try whether he is a bankrupt 

Mr. STOCKDALE. The law of 1867 required that ama; 
of the ereditors should join. 

Mr. OATES. I am not now talking about the law of 1807, 
But you are mistaken about that law requiring a ma) 
oin. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand the gentleman to conceie | 
position which I teok awhile ago, that the object of the law 
requiring the names of other creditors to be disclosed an 
laying the proceedings until they have received notice 
permit those ereditors to be made. parties, either by joining 
the application or by opposing it. Is that the gentleman's 
derstanding? 

Mr. OATES. They may join in it, or oppose it, or ignore it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Incase they ignored it the proceeding would 


| be dismissed, but my contention was that the object was ( 
pearance and jein in the petition, or file an answer and be heard in opposir | 


mit them to be made parties either by joining in the p: 
or by opposing it. 

Mr. OATES. If they see proper to oppose the appli 
can have no standing in eourt because there is then < 


petitioner. 


Mr. TERRY. I would suggest to the gentleman that th 
difficulty consists in this, that the fact of one man having brough 
aman into court as a bankrupt will have a direct tendency to 
urge the other creditors on. The action of the first credit 
casts a cloud over the debtor, and the other creditors wil 
an idea that unless they come in and join they will get les 
they will come in. ; 

Mr. OATES. That would depend on circumstances. t 
believed that he had committed acts of bankruptcy and was s 
jeet to judicial proceedings they would probably join in or 
protect their interests; but if they did not so believe the 
not incur the liability of paying costs or of being beaten 
litigation. If they preferred to allow him to goon and nvt 
adjudgeda bankrupt they certainly would nct join. 

Mr. TERRY. The gentleman from his practice as @ law): 
well aware of the fact that when one creditor has sued out 
of attachment against a debtor, even though there ma) 
grounds for the proceeding, every other creditor genera! 
ready to come down on him. , 

Mr. OATES, Yes; and that is one reason why I am in 
of this bill; for it provides that when a single creditor un 
takes to attach the property or assets of a debtor, other cre 
ors may come in and throw the debtor into bankruptcy, ‘4 
enabling a composition to be made and allowing opportunity for 
extending terms to the debtor—for discharging him upone) 
ble terms, so that he may go into business again, and that: 
single creditor may not be able to ruin him by taking all thot 
he has. 

Mr. RAY. If my colleague on the committee [Mr. OATES 
will allow me to call his attention to one section of this bill, 1 
should be glad to do so. 





I will yield to the gentleman; still a colloquy 


. OATES. 
When I rose to speak on 


of is kind is beyond my purpose. 
shane matters of detail for consideration when the bill shall 
e | -d for amendment under the five-minute rule. 
wr. RAY. ButI think these objections should be removed 
if the gentleman can do so. 
“Mr. OATHS. Iam willing that the gentleman shall put his 


' stion. . 
“Mr. RAY. I would like to have the gentleman either remove 
obiection by an explanation, or give consent to an amend- 


my : ‘ 5 : . 
ment which will obviate the objeetion. I call his attention to | 
oetion 2, Which defines “ acts of bankruptcy:” 

n f bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having within six 


prior to the filing of a petition agains him (1) concealed himself, de- 
remained away from his place of business, residence, or domicile 
ent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his creditors. 
Vr. COBB of Alabama. Although he may have returned. 
ir, RAY. That is the point I was going to call attention to. 
This does not say that the debtor must be insolvent: but if he 
lone either of the acts named he may at any time within 
six months thereafter be forced into bankruptey, even though 
nv before the creditor institutes a proceeding he may have re- 
turued to his home, submitted himself to the process of the 
courts, and even paid the debt orclaimagainsthim. Somecred- 
itor through anger or spite may within the time specified ap- 
peal to the courts, prove that the debtor has committed some of 
the acts named, and may have him adjudged a bankrupt. There 
is no escape from that construction under the bill as now framed. 
Is not the gentleman willing to have the bill amended by pro- 
iding that if before such petition is filed the debtor has re- 


V 
turned and submitted himself to the process of the court or paid | 


he claim, such petition shall be dismissed? 

Mr. OATES. I will answer my friend from New York [Mr. 
RAY], although in doing so I am overstepping the field ! ex- 
pected to occupy at the present time. I have no idea that there 
is any State of the Union that has failed to provide by its laws 
that going out of the jurisdiction of the court or dodging its pro- 
cess is a ground for attachment against the debtor; and it has 
been adjudicated by every supreme court before which the ques- 
tion has been raised that this ground continues goed only while 
the fact exists; that if the debtor has meanwhile come back and 
subjected himself to the jurisdiction of the court, noattachment 
can be sustained on that ground. The same construction would 
be adhered te in the administration of thislaw. And if the debt 
were paid before asuit was brought no court would sustain it. 

Mr.RAY. But, my friend 

The CHAFRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES] has expired. 

Mr. RAY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. OATES. Iam much obliged to the gentleman, but I wil! 
not trespass farther upon the attention of the House. [ wish 
only to add that there hes been printed as a part of this bill an 
lysis with a good many authorities, and I ask that this analy- 
sis extending from page 63. to 68 inclusive of the bill) be printed 
in the RecorD for the information of members. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Asitis printed in the bill why print it 
in the RECORD? 

Mr. OATES. If there is any objection—— 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I do not object, but I do not see the ne- 
cessity for making the request. * 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama [{Mr. Oates]? The Chair hears none. 

The analysis referred to by Mr. OaTEs is as follows: 





ay 


ANALYSIS OF THE TORREY BANKRUPT BILL, 


Srorton tf. Meaning of words and phrasee.—The use of certain words in 
lieu of phrases, which is made possible by this section, adds to the clearness 
of the bill and. makes it shorter by thousands of words than it otherwise 
would be, ¢.g, “States” shall include the Territories and the District of 
Columbia, 

SEO, 2. Acts of bankruptcy.—In general terms acts of bankruptcy are divi- 
ded into those which constitute dishonesty and those which are the result 
of insolvency. 

[t was thought that if a debter was acting dishonestly with his property 
or if he had become insolvent, his creditors ought to have an opportunity to 
secure the payment of at least a percentage of theirclaims. In a@ fimancial 
Sense it is Immaterial to the other whether the debtor has acted dishon- 
estly or become insolvent will as the probable result to him in either case, be 
the loss of a. part of the amount due. 

Very careful restrictions have been made withreference to thecommence- 
pected W proseutings in bankruptcy (see sec. 59, Who may file and dismiss 

8). 

The person against whom proceedings are instituted will have every op- 
portunity to make a defense as in other cases (see sec. 10, Jury trials). Any 
of the creditors who desire may assist in the defense of the case (see sec. 15, 

» pleadings, and adjudications). 

During the pendency of the proceedings the defendant will retain posses- 
sion of his property, unless the creditors can convince the court that there 
is danger to the property in so doing and secure an order for the taking of 
tt into custody; such an order will not be executed unless the creditors give 


sure I intended to discuss its general principles, reserv- | 
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a bond to indemnify him in the event that the adjudication is not mad ! 
even in that event he may give a forthcoming bond and retain possession 
the property (see sec. 69, Possession of property) 

Under the laws of the several States there is no adequate remedy ra 





| debtor whose creditors institute compulsory proceedings; in tevery 
case the creditors dissipate a large part of the estate in littra twhile 
some of them are paid in fuli, the majority are not} wn) rt < © 
amount due, and the debtor is left still owing the bulk of the debts, alth th 
at the inception of the litigation he may bave been sol Under is bill 
the distribution of the assets will be pro rata to credit f the same class 
(see sec. 65, Declaration and payment of dividends, sec. 60, Preferred 
itors, and sec. 67, Liens). The debtor if honest will be di arged (see 
13, Discharges, when granted It therefore seems evident that the p 

| of both the debtor and creditors will be more advantageous der 
than under the present State laws 

It is not proposed to have acts of bankruptcy secretly committed ; 1 

have the time in which proceedings may be instituted elapse before tl r 
tors have learned of the commission of the act. The time inw i} 


ings may be instituted will therefore be extended six mont from the 





when the diligent creditor is enabled to learn of the commission of the a 
of t ee 4 (see Sec. 2), Acts of bankruptcy. 

Src. 3. Who may become bankrupts.—There is already fn existence a satis 
factory law for the control and liquidation of national banks. Since the 
Government is responsible for the money issued by these banks in the event 
of their failure there is a good reason why it should have control of their 
liquidation. 

It is said that persons engaged chiefly in farming or the tillage of the sot 
and wage-earners do not wish to become subjected to involunta dank 
ruptey; the bill does not therefore include them among the persons who may 
become involuntary bankrupts; objection would not be made if they should 


ask its extension to them 
act. 

The difference between voluntary and involuntary bankrupts con 
in whether the petition is filed by the bankrupt or his creditors. Af 
adjudication the rights and responsibilities of all bankrupts and t 
tors are identical. 

Sec. 4. Partners.—The administration of the affairs of 
to that of the individual. If there isa solvent member of 


They may voluntarily take the benefits of the 





partne 


the partnership 





may settle its affairs and account to the estates of the bankrupts 

Sec. 5. Zxemptions of bankrupts —The recognition of the State exe 
by a bankrupt law was contested under the last act upon the ground tha 
since the several Siate laws did not exempt the same amount of pr 
the bankrupt law was not uniform, and was therefore unconstitutiona 
The law was held to be constitutional by the courts 

Congress would not pass a law which would interfere with the State e 
emptions as the Representatives from the States whose exemp 
smaller than the one proposed would vote against such a law beea 


opposition of their constituents; on the other t 
from the States whose exemptions were larger than the pr 


hana 





vote against it for the same reason. 

Sue. 6. Duties of bankrupts.—In connection with subdivision (1) see sex > 
b, Meetings of creditors; (2) see sec. 17, Jurisdiction of courts of I 
(28); (3) see sec. 29, Offenses (4); (7) see sec. 29, Offenses (4); (8) see se 
Duties of referees (6): (9) see sec. 55), Meetings of creditors, sec. 2! 


dence, and sec. 58, Notices to creditors @ (1 

Sue. 7. Death or insanity of dbankrupts.—Ordinarily the death or insanit 
of a bankrupt would abate the proceedings, but this bill pr: es that 
the courts having obtained jurisdiction the administration sha 
pleted. 

Seo. 8. Protection and detention of bankrupt The . if ay 
hended, shall be forthwith taken before the court for the determinati 
the question of the necessity for his remaning, and in the eventof h 
tion shall be kept in custody by-the marshal, but not imprisoned 

Sre. 9. Extradition of bankrupts.—See sec. 8, Protection and detention « 
bankrupts. 

Seo. 10. Sui 
proved. 

Swe: it 


Vaneru 


ts by and against bankrupts.—See sec. 63), Debts which ma 


Compositions, when confirmed.—In most cases of honest failure a 


mposition or compromise can be effected between the debtor and his cred 
| tors 
In order to enable the creditors to pass upon the honesty of a debtor a 
to calculate the worth of their claims, it has been provided that the debtor 
shall be examined in open court or at a meeting of his creditors. and file 


schedule of property and list of creditors. before the creditors shall be pet 
tioned to accept the compromise which he offers. Theoffer shall not be tiled 
in court until it bas been accepted by a majority in number and amount 
the creditors and whatever is to be paid has been deposited subject to the 
order of the court. It is not intended that any offer shall be made excer 
good faith and not unless it can be complied with upon [ts acceptance by the 
creditors. See see. 58, Notices to creditorsa and sec. 13c, Discharge 
when granted. 

Sec. 12. Compositions, when set aside,—Fraudulent compositions may 


9 
=), 


set aside upon application filed within six months after the confirmation 
Sec. 13. Discharges, when granted.—A corporation will not be discharged 
See sec. 15, Codebtors of bankrupts; sec, 16, Debts not affected | td 


charge, and sec. 58, Notices to creditors a 


Sec. 14. Discharges, when revoked.—Praudulent discharges may be revok 
upon application tiled within two years after being granted. 
Sec. 15. Codedtors of bankrupts.—Although an honest bankrupt may 


discharged it does not affect the liability of his codebtor 
Sre. th. Dedts not affected by a discharge.—Certain debt 


by the granting of a discharge to the debtor 


3 will not be affects 





Src. 17. Jurisdiction of courts of bankrupt In connection with subdiv! 
sion (1) see sec. 4, Partners, and sec. 32. Transfer of cases: (2) see sec 
Proof and allowance of claims; (4) seesec. 29, Offenses, and sec. |, Meanin 
of words and phrases (18) 6) see sec. 47, Duties of trustees, and sec. 23 4 
Jurisdiction of United States circuit courts; (7) see sec. 11, Compositior 
when confirmed, and sec. [2, Compositions when set aside; (8) see sec. 39 
Duties of referees (5), and sec. 38, Jurisdiction of referees; Du 


(¥) see sec 
ties of bankrupts (8), sec. 47, Duties of trustees (11), and sec. 70, Title to prop 

erty; (10) see sec. 13, Discharges, when granted, sec. i4 1larges, when 
revoke ', sec. tlg, Compositions, when confirmed, and sec, 124, Composi- 
tions. when set aside; (12) see sec. 9, Extradition of bankrupts; (14) see sec 

41, Contempts before referees; and (16) see sec. 32, Transfer of cases 

SEc. 18. Procese, pleadings, and adjudications.—See sec. 59, Who may file and 
dismiss petitions, and section 19, Jury trials. 

Sec. 19. /ury trials.—The right of trial by jury will remain inviolate both 
in cases in which it is alleged that.an act of bankruptcy has been committed 
and in those in which it is charged that the defendant has committed an of 
fense in violation of the provisions of the act. 

SxEc. 20. Oaths, afirmations.—The purpose of this section is to put claim- 
ants to as little trouble as possible fn making proof of their claims against 
estates. 

Suc. 21. Hvidence.—Parties to controversies will be able to secure the tes- 
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timony of all persons in the administration of estates, irrespective of their | 


residences. 

SHO, 22. References of cases after adjudication.—The court may cause the 
estate to be administered or refer it generally or specially to the referee. 
Cases may be transferred from one referee to another for the convenience 
of parties. 

Sxo, 23. Jurisdiction of United States circuit courts.—The proposed plaintiff 
in a suit against a bankrupt estate may institute er in the appro- 
priate State court, or, if it has jurisdiction, in the United States circuit 
court, or, if he desires, in the court of bankruptcy; but the trustee is lim- 
ited in the institution of such suits as he may wish to bring to the court in 
which the bankrupt, of whose estate he is trustee, might have brought them 
if proceedings had not been instituted. These provisions are for the pur- 
pose of having controversies litigated at the places most convenient for the 
parties litigant and witnesses 

SEO. 24, Jurisdiction of appellate courts.—See sec. 25, Appeals and writs of 
error. 

SEc. 25. Appeals and writs of error.—See sec. 24, Jurisdiction of appellate 
courts. 

Sec. 26. Arbitrations of controversies.—Under the provisions of this section 
tedious and expensive litigation may be superseded by promptand inexpen- 
sive arbitrations. 

SEo. 27. Compromises.—The trustee may compromise controversies wjth 
the approval of the court. See sec. 58, Notices to creditors @ (7). 

Sec. 28. Designation of newspapers.—There will be in each district one 
newspaper in which all official notices, decrees, and orders required to be 
oublished will be inserted; in particular instances such publications may be 
duplicated in an additional newspaper for the convenience of parties. 

Sxo, 29. Offenses.—Bankrupts, creditors, and officials may be punished by 
imprisonment not to exceed two years, and officers by a fine not to exceed 
$100, if found guilty of certain acts. 

An indictment can not be found or information filed subsequent to one 
year after the commission of the alleged offense. 

So. 30. Rules, forms, and orders.—The Supreme Court will prescribe such 
rules, forms, and orders as may prove necessary. 

Sec. 31, Computation of time.—It seemed desirable to have a uniform rule 
for the computation of time, and hence this section. 

Sec. 32. 7ransfer of cases.—See sec. 17, Jurdistiction of courts and bank- 
ruptcy (16); sec, 4, Partners, and sec. 25, Appeals and writs of error. 

SEO, 33, Creation of two ofices.—There are but two new offices created. 
The officers to fill them are the referee, who is anassistant judicial officer to 
assist in expeditiously disposing of the business before the court, and the 
trustee, who is to havethe title ofthe bankrupt’s property and administer it. 

Sxo. 34. Appointment of referees.—The referees will be appointed and their 
districts assigned by the courts of bankruptcy (see sec. 35, Qualifications of 
referees). 

Sxo, 35. Qualifications of referees.—Under the old law, unworthy relatives 
of judges were appointed in some districts to the desirable positions. It is 
believed that under this act favoritism will be avoided, and that in every in- 
stance the person best qualified to perform the duties will be appointed. 

Sec. 36, the of office of referees.—The referees are assistant Judicial offi- 
cers, and are therefore required to take the same oath of office as judges. 

Seo. 37. Number of referees.—Such number of erferees may be appointed 
as prove necessary to promptly dispose of the bankruptcy business of the 
courts. 

Src, 38. Jurisdiction of referees.—In connection with subdivision (1), ses 
sec. 18, Process, peaking. and adjudications e; (2) see sec. 17, Jurisdiction 
of courts of bankruptcy; (3) see sec. 8, Protection and detention of bank- 
rupts, 0, and sec. 69, Possession of property; (4) see sec. 17, Jurisdiction of 
courts of bankruptcy, sec. 11, Compositions, when confirmed, sec. 12, Com- 
positions, when set aside, sec. 13, Discharges, when granted, sec. 14, Dis- 
charges, when revoked, and sec. 30, Rules, forms, and orders; (5) see sec. 6, 
Duties of bankrupts, and sec. 62, Expenses of administering estates. 

So. 39. Duties of referees.—In connection with subdivision (1), see sec. 47, 
Duties of trustees (9), and sec. 65, Declaration and iy ment of dividends; 
2) see sec. 6, Duties of bankrupts (8); (3) see sec. 29, Offenses, b, (3); (4) see 


sec. 58, Notices to creditors; ( ) see sec. 6, Duties of bankrupts (8); (7) see 
( 


sec, 42, Records of referees; 
sec. 51, Duties of clerks (2). 

Sec, 40. Compensation of referees.—Referees will receive a petty filing fee 
and a small commission on the net amount realized by estates administered 
before them. This arrangement will interest them in securing prompt and 
economical administrations. 

Sxc. 41. Contempts defore referees.—See sec. 17, Jurisdiction of courts of 
bankruptcy (14). 

Sc. 42. Records of referees.—Under the old law records were duplicated 
at great expense, and in such manner as to make them very cumbersome. 
It is —— that the provisions here made will prove satisfactory and in- 
expensive, 

Suc. 43. Absence or disability of referees.—Business will not be neglected 
because of the absence or disability of the referee. 

Sxo, 44. Appointment of trustees.—The creditors will appoint the trustee, 
but in default the court will make the appointment to avoid delays in the 
aaministration of the estate (see sec. 55, Meetings of creditors). 

Seo. 45. Qualifications of trustees.—Individuals qualified to perform the 
duties and corporations authorized by law may be appointed trustees in the 
districts in which they have their offices. 

Sec. 46. Death or removal of trustees.—See Sec. 17, Jurisdiction of courts of 
bankruptcy (15). 


Seo, 47. Duties of trustees.—In connection with subdivision (2) see sec. 17, 
Jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy (6); (3) see sec. 61, Depositories for 
funds; (5) see sec, 29, Offenses d (3); (8) see sec. 58, Notices to creditors a 
(6); (9) see sec. 39, Duties of referees (1) and sec. 58, Notices to creditors a (5); 
(11) see sec. 6, Duties of bankrupts (8), sec. 5, Exemptions of bankrupts, and 
sec, 70, Title to property. 

SEc, 48. Compensation of trustees.—The trustee will receive a petty filing 
fee and a commission for services rendered. The amount will not be com- 
puted upon the income or outgo of the estate, but upon the amount to be 
actually paid to the creditors in dividends. 

Since the amount of the trustee’s compensation wlll depend upon the 
amount — in dividends, and can not be paid until the creditors receive 
their dividends, he will be financially interested in having the dividends as 
— a the expenses as small as possible, and the dividends payable 
quickly. 

SEo. 49. Accounts and papers of trustees.—There will not be any secrets in 
the administration of estates, but all of the facts will be available to the 
parties in interest. 

Sxo. 50. Konds of referees and trustees.—Very strict provisions are made as 
to the qualifications of sureties tothe end that the giving of ‘‘straw bonds” 
may be prevented. 

Suc. 51. Duties of clerks.—See Sec. 40, Compensation of referees, sec. 48, 
Compensation of trustees, and sec. 39¢, Duties of referees (8) and (10), 

SEc. 82, Compensation of clerks.—Under the old law clerks received in the 
aggregate very large fees. By the provisions of this bill they will receive 


) see sec. 51, Duties of clerks (2); and (10) see 


| anxious that the estate shall be promptly administered. 
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but a single fee for each case, payable in advance. They wil) th, 

SEc. 53. Duties of Attorney-General.—See Sec. 54, Statistics of } 
proceedings 

Suc. 54, Statistics of bankruptcy proceedings.—See Sec. 58, Duti 
ney-General. 

SEc. 55, Meetings of creditors.—See Sec. 6, Duties of bankrupt (1) ang 
57, Proof and allowance of claims, sec. 44, Appointment of truste, 
Bonds of referees and trustees, and sec. 58, Notices to creditors 

Sec. 56. Voters at meetings of creditors.—It is expected that the 
will take a more active part in the administration of the estate +) 
the old law, and hence specific provision has been made as to their , 
voférs at meetings. om 

So. 57. Proof and allowance of claims.—The allowance of aclaim 
simple and inexpensive process; justly so as a great majority of ; 
be bona fide and will be shown to be due by the books of the bay 
ample provisions have been made for their reconsideration and a 
their merits in order to prevent the perpetration of fraud. 

Sec. 58. Notices to creditors.—The creditors will be notified by th, 
of the various steps in the administration of the estate to the énd 1) 
may, if they so desire, be heard upon any subject connected wit) 
ministration of the estate. 

Src. 59. Who may file and dismiss petitions.—Very careful provis 
been made as to the filing and dismissal of petitions to the en 
shall not be filed in malice or dismissed for fraudulent purposes 
18, Process, pleadings, and adjudications: sec. 19, Jury trials, ana 
Notices to creditors a (8). 

Sgc. 60. Preferred creditors.—The giving and receiving of prefer 
forbidden; it is not thought in the broadest sense and in the lone) 
they redound to the best interest of oe pare giving or receiving th: 

Many solvent but temporarily pressed men have their property s 
their prospects blighted by a struggle between their ereditors to s 
preferences. 

A debtor who is temporarily embarrassed and needs the counsel anda 
of his creditors can not, under existing laws, secure it, because as so 
condition is suspected or known compulsory processes are instit 


; some of his creditors, and as a result he is financially ruined an 


helpless. 

The prevention of preferences will make it possible for debtors a: 
ors to meet and counsel together and will beget a conservative 
tween them which will tend to prevent commercial failures and 
equity and fair dealing. 

SxEc. 61. Depositories for funds.—See sec. 47, Duties of trustees 

Sc. 62. Hxpenses of administering estates.—The expenses ar¢ 
those which are actual and necessary; they are to be report: 
under oath, and shall be examined by the court before being 
paid, It does not seem possible that extravagance can be pract 
the terms of this section. 

Sec. 63. Debts which may be proved.—See sec. 57, Proof and all 
claims. 

SEc. 64. Debts which have priority.—Certain debts will have to 
order to secure the administration of the estates; others ought 
of public policy, to be paid in full. 

In the event of a composition beinz set aside or a discharge ri 
title of the bankrupt to property acquired subsequent to the ili! 
tition, and prior to the setting aside of the composition or the rm 
the discharge, will vest in the trustee, and all persons who ha 
credit during such time will be paid in full out of the property 
itors holding claims of anterior dates will receive any payments 
sult, full faith and credit will be given tocompositions which hav: 
firmed and discharges which have been granted. These prov 
equitable and tend to the administration of exact justice. 

Sec. 65. Declaration and puyment of dividends.—See sec. 39, Duties 
erees (1) and sec. 47, Duties of trustees (9). 

So, 66. Unclaimed dividends,—This section is to prevent unclaii 
dends from inuring to the benefit of the banks in which bankru; 
are deposited. 

Src. 67. Liens.—Liens which are given in good faith and for a prese1 1 
sideration will be enforced, but those which are fraudulent will be set aside 

Src. 68. Set-offs and counterclaims.—Debtors of estates will not tx mi 
ted to pay off the amounts due from them at the rate of 100 cents ont 
lar with set-offs or counterclaims purchased for that purpose au 
only a percentage of their face value. 

Sec. 69. Possession of property.—The property will remain in the 
sion of the defendant unless proof is made by affidavit to the satis! 
the court that the defendant has or is about to transfer or secret« 
erty; in that event the court will have the property taken possession 
vided a bond is givento indemnify the debtor in theevent that the pr: 
orove to have been wrongfully instituted. The debtor may give a 
ona for its delivery or the payment of its value in the event of bei 
judged a bankrupt. 

Sec. 70. Title to property.—Theitle to the property of the bankrupt 
than his exemptions will vest, by po gay of law, in the trustee 
———_ and qualification as of the date of the filing of the pet 

ll personal property must be appraised. It shall not be sold fon 
7 per cent of its appraised value unless such sale is reported to a! 
proved by the court after notice to the creditors. See Sec. 58, Noti 
creditors. 

All sales of real and mixed property shall be made, subject to the op} 
of the court, after notice to the creditors. 


Mr. OATES. Iask permission to say before taking my set 
that at the last session of Congress when a time was set for the 
consideration of this bill and we failed to enter upon it, I printed 
a speech consisting mostly of an analysis of the provisions 0! tie 
bill more extensive than the foregoing. I have endeavored 
supply every member of Congress with a copy of that specc): 
but if any gentleman has not received a copy I shall be gic 
furnish him one. 

Mr. KILGORE. I hope the gentleman will send me one. 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. To-morrow I will supply all who 
desire them. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE was recognized. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvani: )ro 
ceeds I would like to ask if we could not, by unanimous consens, 
fix a time when a vote shall be taken on this bill? Some gen 
tlemen desire to know how soon a vote will probably be reached. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not think that we can arrive at any 
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agreement now. I would suggest to the gentleman that time 
will be saved by allowing it to run along for awhile. 

Mr. OATES. How long? During this day? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, possibly during this week or longer. 
There are quite a number of gentlemen here who desire to 
Certainly they can not get through to-day or to-morrow. 


speak. : : . ; 
7 But there will be plenty of time under the five- 


Mr. OATES. 
minute rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
who wish to be heard in the general debate. 

Mr. KILGORE. We have plenty of time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have given con- 
siderable thought to this bill and to this subject, and nothing 
hut a conviction that it is unwise to pass a bankrupt iaw at this 
time leads me to differ with my associates on the committee who 
have reported it. 
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But there are a number of gentlemen 





I call the attention of the committee to the fact that from the 
passage of the act of 1867 down to the date of its repeal, every 


| supplement and every bill affecting bankruptcy made it more 

liberal to the bankrupt in cases of involuntary bankrupte 

The act under consideration is much more severe in its in- 
voluntary provisions than this last act in several respects 

First. It makes it an act of bankruptcy to make an sssign- 
ment for the benefit of creditors authorized by the laws of the 
otates. 

No other bankrupt law ever did this before in this country. 

Second. It makes it an act of bankruptcy to sell any p erty 


bought before it is delivered. 
Third. It makes it an act of 
to any person not a creditor for the pw 


bankruptey to sel] any prope 
ose of giving 
ence. 

Fourth. It limits the number of c 


redito oO may petition to 


There have been many bankrupt laws passed. The number is have a debtor adjudicated a bankr ipt to those having ims 
greater in England perhaps than in any other country: but no | amounting to $500; and where there are only eleven s of 
law has ever been found sufficiently satisfactory to remain any | the estate one m iy file the petition. 
great length of time without modification or repeal. The firs [ call attention to the diffe: re between this bi ! con- 
bankrupt law in England was the act of 34 and 35 Henry VIII, | sideration and the provisions of the act of [867. Under the bill 
C. 4, which gave the lord chancellor power to sieze estates and | now before the co iittee it is not necessary to more 
divide them among the creditors. Then came 13 Elizabeth, C. | than one person to petition in case there were only eleven ed- 


7, restricting bankruptcy to traders. following the-e were 
Anne, C. 17, and 10 Anne, C. 15, which took away the criminal 
character. Next came 6 George IV, C. 16, allowing the debtor 
to procure his own bankruptcy, and 1 and 2 William IV,-C. 56, 
which established a court of bankruptcy composed of six com- 
missioners. 

During the next twenty years various amendments were 
passed. ; 
cery; in1849the bankruptcy consolidation act was passed; in 1861 


In 1847 jurisdiction was restored to the court of chan- | 


nontraders were made subject to bankruptcy, and in 1868 an | 
amendment act enlarged the powers of nonassenting creditors, | 


while in 1869 a new court of bankruptcy was established, with 
registers, etc. 

The first act of bankruptcy in the United States was the act of 
April 4, 1800 (United States Statutes at Large, volume 2, page 19). 

This act was repealed by the act of December 19, 1803. 

It was to have continued in force for five years, but was repealed 
in three. It provided only for the bankruptcy of involuntary 
bankrupts, and was limited to traders. 

Persons could be adjudged bankrupt only on the petition of 
creditors. 

The acis of bankruptcy were: 

First. Departure from the State. 

Second. Concealment to avoid process. 

Third. Willingly or fraudulently procure his property to be 
siezed on process. 

Fourth. Secretly convey or conceal his property. 

Fifth. Make any fraudulent conveyance of property. 

Sixth. Make or admit any false or fraudulent security or evi- 
dence of debt. 

Seventh. Remain in prison two months for debt. 

Eighth. Escape from prison. 

Ninth. Failing to give bail after written notice and causing 
attachments to be dissolved. 

In this law every act of bankruptcy was a fraudulent act. 

The next act of bankruptcy was that of August 19, 1841,which 
was repealed by act of March 3, 1843. 

This act provided for both voluntary and involuntary bank- 
ruptey. Acts of bankruptcy were confined to persons being mer- 
chants or using the trade of merchandise, all retailers of mer- 


| through this part of my remarks after 


ors, and only three are necessary in case there v lore 
than eleven. No restriction is put on i nount ts of 
the petitioners provided th y equal DoUU, and no re I on 
that account is put on the number of petitio 3. So the 
bill, if it shall become a law, it will be easier to put a 1 in 
bankruptey than it was under the act of 1867. 

And on that point I call the attention of the committee to the 


particular reasons why the act of 1867 was so unpopu 


the people. It was mainly because of the harshness of its pro 
visions applying to involuntary bankruptcy, and I think I am 
justified in the criticism that this bill is much more severe on 
the involuntary bankrupt, and will be more unpopular if it ever 
becomes a law because of this fact than was the law of 186 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman wil! permit me,I would e to 
call attention to this fact, whether it would not be possible under 
the provisions of this bill if a creditor with a claim of $499 could 


get two creditors to unite with him, one who held a claim for 75 


cents and the other 25 cents, making up the entire $500—that 
is all that would be necessary, as | understand it—to force » man 
into bankruptcy under the provisions of the pending b 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Of course thatis true; but I will 


be enough to wait unt | et 


which I[ will ¢ladly an 


have to ask members to kind 


| swer any questions they may wish to ask. 


| into two kinds 


| a bankrupt by petition on his inability to pay his debts 


chandise, all bankers, factors, brokers, underwriters, or marine | 


insurers owing debts not less than $2,000. 

Acts of bankruptcy were: 

First. Departure from State, district, or Territory with intent 
to defraud his creditors. 

Second. Concealment to avoid being arrested. 


Third. Willingly or fraudulently procure himself to be ar- 


rested. 

Fourth. Willingly or fraudulently procure his lands, goods, or 
chattels to be taken in execution. 

Fifth. Remove or conceal his property to prevent it being 
levied on. 

Sixth. Make any fraudulent conveyance, assignment, sale 
gift, or transfer of his property. 

These are also what are known asacts of fraud by the bankrupt. 

The last act—that of 1867—was approved March 2, 1867, and 
went into effect June 1, 1867. It was repealed by act approved 
June 7, 1878, which took effect September 1, 1878. 

This act was amended by the act of June 22, 1874, which re- 
quired one-fourth in number and one-third in value of debts 
proven to petition to have a man declared a bankrupt. 


The act of July 26, 1876, page 102, provided that an assignment | States are constantly 


under the laws of the State should not be a bar toa discharge. 
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| where a permanent bankrupt law can be 


In its penal provisions the pending bill is unreasonably h 
and severe. 

It provides that a bankrupt shall be punished by imprisonment 
for a period not exceeding two years on conviction of having 
transferred otherwise than in the ordinary course of busin 
and in the contemplation of bankruptcy, any property which he 
has obtained on credit. 

[t will be easy where a transfer is otherwise than in the ordi- 
nary course of business, to get a conviction, for the bankrupt 
must be held to contemplate a fact which soon thereafter occurs, 

Legislation in this country and in England divides bankruptcy 
voluntary and involuntary. 

Voluntary bankruptcy is where a person voluntarily becomes 
is debts, 


privi- 


The purpose is to be relieved from the payment of h 
and startanew in business. In many laws passed, this great 
lege is limited to traders and manufacturers, so as to encourage 
trade and industry. 

The present law allows any person to become a bankrupt 


All bankrupt laws have at all times been unpopular with the 


great masses of the people, and have soon been repealed or 
modified after their enactment. In new countries they are 


most unpopular. This country has not yet reached the sta 
maintained. 
After periods of great financial distress and b 


siness depres- 


sion itis proper to enact a voluntary bankrupt law to relieve 
those who have been most unfortunate. Such a condition ex- 
isted at the close of our late war, and the bankrupt of 1867 
was properly passed, but no such depression of business exists 
now to warrant such a law. 

\ bankrupt law should never be passed in anticipation of busi- 
ness depression. Its effect is to hasten and bring on such acon- 


dition. After a country has passed through a period of depres- 
sion, when the liabilities of honest msn exceed their assets, then 
is the time for a temporary bankrupt law in this country. 

England, it is true, has a permanent bankrupt law, butin Eng- 
lan | Parliament enacts the laws, while in this country forty-four 
nacting laws, and any bankrupt law that 
we may pass will conflict with the laws of the States. 
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That is one reason why a bankrupt law is unpopular. 

It weakens confidence and destroys credit. It is always fol- 
lowed by depreciated market values. It brings at once all the 
property of those who avail themselves of the law to a forced 
public sale. 

A forced public sale in any community is always a disadvantage 
to the trade of that community. The stock of a boot and shoe 
merchant being sold at public auction in a country town supplies 
the people with cheap goods, cheaper than other merchants can 
sell them, supplies the demand for weeks to come and thus hurts 
other merchants and makes bankrupts of them. 

When any very promin-nt and ext2nsive dealer goes into bank- 
ruptcy he generally pulls smaller dealers in with him, who have 
to go because he did. When we come to consider that great 
quantities of all kinds of property will at once be thrown upon 
the market at forced sale to the highest bidders for cash, we can 
well understand how a bankrupt law will cheapen all kinds of 
articles. 

Mr. BOATNER. There is no such necessity provided for in 
this bill. The goods will be sold as the creditor may think for 
the best interest. There is nothing in the bill requiring them 
to be sold at a forced sale for what they will bring in cash. It 
is left to the creiJitors. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I could answer that, but will 
have to-ask the gentleman to wait until I get through and then 
I will answer all questions. 

Merchants who might otherwise getalong in competition with 
other merchants suddenly find that they have to compete with 
trustees of bankruptestates whosellfor what they can get regard- 
less of what the article cost. 

arms, houses, lots, and real estate of all kinds, all kinds of 
farm produce, grain, hay, cattle, horses, sheep, clothing of all 
kinds, bonds, stocks, securities, everything that cost money is 
at once in the market for what it will bring. The result can 
only be a great lowering of the market price of everything. 

In this way a bankrupt law injures the couniry. 

I think it is generally conceded that we a:e now and have 
been during the past summer in a precarious condition finan- 
cially. M ny banks have failed, and many business houses have 
succumbed; but in most instances, through extensions and in- 
dulgencies by creditors, they have pulledthrough. Their assets 
have not been exposed to public sale. 

If we had had a bankrupt law, the auction flag would have 
been flying in every square in our cities, towns, and villages, 
and at every four corners throughout the country. 

A bankrupt law is a sad remedy to apply in the present con- 
dition of the country. It would precipitate what we are all try- 
ing toavoid. It might be convenient and desirable for many in- 
dividuals, but it would be a great misfortune to the public. 

A bankrupt law can only work good to the persons who are 
thereby relieved of their debts. It is for them and them alone. 
It can only work injury to trade and the public. 

The hardest times we have had in this country since the war 
was in the panic of 1873, when the last bankrupt law was in full 
force. Thut law was thought by many to have been largely re- 
sponsible for the panic of 1873. 


INVOLUNTARY. 


Let us now consider the involuntary bankrupt law; this bill is 
both voluntary and involuntary. 

The involuntary provisions allow creditors to force a debtor 
into bankruptcy against his will. 

The only persons benefited by involuntary bankruptcy are 
the creditors; the persons injured are the public by the forced 
sales of property, thereby depreciating the market value of all 
kinds of property—and the bankrupts themselves. 

Various acts are set down in the bill as acts of bankruptey—I 
need not enumerate them. Some are authorized by the laws of 
the States, thereby bringing a conflict between the laws of the 
States and the United States. 

The only argument for an involuntary bankrupt law is to af- 
ford greater facility to creditors in the collection of debts. 

This should never be done at a time when business depression 
exists. The legislative policy of allthe States on such occasions 
is to extend clemency to the debtor. 

Stay laws and extension laws are then passed. 

If the approaching winter is severe, as m iy predict it will be, 
the Legislatures of the States in session will pass stay laws and 
extension laws. They will grantindulgence to the debtor, while 
we are asked topermit the creditor toseize his property. Either 
one — or the other is wrong; my judgment is that the States 
are right. 

Indulgence to the debtor gives time and a breathing spell to 
debtors and the country while more prosperous times arrive. 

The Roman law began by allowing the creditors to divide the 
carcass of the insolvent debtor among them. That was followed 
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by imprisonment for debt which was long enforeed in p, 
and in this country. These finally gave way and th 
has been doing a credit business largely upon faith in ; 
esty of the debtor. 

he debtor class is by far the larger, and any h 
gent law will be unpopular which does not restrict acts 
ruptcy to actual frauds. 

A law which makes the misfortune of the debto 
bankruptcy could not be maintained. 

The bankrupt law of 1867 was twice amended an 
by restricting the acts of bankruptcy. In 1874it w 
making one-fourth in number and one-third in valueo 
necessary to join in a petition to have a debtor ad 
bankrupt. , 

Under this bill one creditor can petition where th 
do not exceed eleven, and three where the credit 
eleven. . This affords great opportunities for creditors 
debtors by threatening bankruptcy in defaultof im: 
ment. 

The great majority of all business in this country j 
credit. If it was reduced to acash basis the country 
greatly crippled; yet under this bill no man would x 
in incurring a debt, as he might be forced into bankrup 
was unable to meet it. 

It does not really aid the creditor class, except : 
spur and threat to aid collection. 

Under the bankrupt law of 13867, in force a little o 
years, 5,543 persons became bankrupt in what is kno 
western district of Pennsylvania, which comprise 
half of the entire population of the State and much mor 
half of the territory of the State. Itis impossiole to: 
average dividends paid to the unsecured creditors by 
rupts. The papers are in the hands of registers, tru: 
attorneys. 

The clerk of the United States district court for t 
district of Pennsylvania, holding office during the time 
was in force, an able, honest, and experienced gentlen 
mates that the average would not exceed 15 per cent 

Lawyers, registers, and other officials made a greut 
money out of the law, but the unseeured creditor was 1 
it. That law was very unpopular, and its repeal wa 
by the whole country. 

This bill has really no merits over the law of 1867. 

Registers are cxlled referees, and assignees truste 
geneval effect of this law will be the same as the o d 
it becomes a law in a very short time it will be quite : 
lar. 

This country is too big, has too many lawmaking bo 
is too young for a permanent bankrupt law, and there 
mand at present for a temporary one. On the contr 
time especially, we should not piss a bankrupt law. 

The United States courts are not accessible to th 
jority of the people,and for that reason have never bee! 

In many of the older States the people in some loc 
three or four hundred miles from the place where +! 
usually sit. They never come in contact with them. 

The practice is not understood by their lawyers. 

This biil is lengthy and full of details. It provides 
guidance for every possible question that can be r 
the bill. It leaves nothing for the court but the abilit 
the place in the bill where the matter under consid 
provided for. 

In the first section of the first chapter it defines the m« 
of the word ‘‘defeat” to include ‘‘ defraud, delay, evade. 
and impede.” Now, turning to the acts of bankruptcy, the | 
act of bankruptcy is, if any debtor ‘* makes a trans er « 
his property with intent to defeat his creditors.” It is, } 
fortunate for the creditor that the word “‘ defeat” is th 
in the bill, for without it no judge would ever have held t 
intent to delay a creditor was an intent to defeat him. 

Delay does not mean to defeat aclaim. Delay is oft 
sary for the preservation and recovery of a claim. 

The bill is in the interest of the creditor—the involunt 
of it. Itis skilliully drawn—so skillful that it wili be ext 
difficult to keep out of bankruptey. _ 

A man in the ordinary course -of business will be bi 
tumble in at any time, wholly unaware that he was 
danger. 

It will require a skillful lawyer, who shall have made t! 
a special study, to be constantly at hand, both to get into 
ruptey and to keep out. 

The lawyers who live at the places where the United 5' 
courts sit will have a monopoly of the bankrupt practice, © 
those lawyers who attend to the general practice and their ¢ 
ents will be at their mercy. 

It is said that a large majority of the country want a baukrup 
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law and that many petitions have been received for its passage. 
J am aware that there has been a constant effort on the part of 
some persons to pass a bankrupt law ever since the last one was 


re p aled. 


The “Judge Torrey bill” has been before Congress for, lo! these 
many years. During last Congress, when the bill was up, I had 
only one request from my locality to support it, and he wanted 


to be appointed referee. 

I have taken some pains to get at the true sentiment upon this 
sub'ect. I havenotdone it by petitions orremonstrances, I have 
written to a few’of the leading judges in our different States, 
asking them to state w hat they thought about the passage ofa 
bankrupt law atthistime. These gentlemen situpon the benches 
of our highe st courts. They are constantly face to face with the 
people, their misfortunes, and their wants. They have all been 
in active practice or on the bench during the last bankrupt lav 


Th are eminent for their al ] 


ility as lawyers and their fai 








as! n. 

Some of them have kindly answered my inquiries and have 
given me leave to submit their views to the House. [ask 1 
Clerk to read a letter from Judge Mitchell, of the supreme c« 
of Pennsylvania, on this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PITTSBURG, October 16, 1 

My DEARSrIR: Your letter of the 14th is just received, and Lreply promptly 
My experience in general is not favorable to a bankrupt law. Though the 
pow to] si 1 law was put in Congress by the Constitution. no exer 
cise it hi r been satisfactory to the country or has more than 
temporary 
























uration. I had considerable experience in the working of 
last act, and I believe it to have been intricate, cul some, expensive, and 
oppressive, and I do not telieve any new act can be drawn which will be ar 
better in those respects, because the difficulties are inherent. Only the 
cases will ever come under the operation of suchalaw. Those eas 
Justment will aiwvays be settled out of court—the commercial spirit wil 
pel such settiement. 

When cases coms into court the fees and expenses must be heavy, or the 
business will be wiprofitable, and inevitably fall into the hands of the less 
competent or lover-toned members of the profession, and become a source 
of oppression =nd scandal, as in fact the pension business so largely ha 
while if they are heavy the dividends for creditors will be small in propor 
tion to expenses, which always produces dissatisfaction, asit perhaps justly 
ought If we look beyond these practical objections to the subject in a 
broader aspect, there are two main objects which a bankrupt act may be 
intended to promote, the relief of debtors or the facilitating of creditors 

‘he former is now cared for by the State laws to the satisfaction of 1 t 
own communities, in which the bulk of indebtedness is generally owed, and 
there does not appear at preseni to be any substantial reason or demand for 
the exertion of the paramount national authority on the subject. Perhaps 
jn a short time there unfortunately may be. For the other, the putting of 
pseverer remedies in the hands of the creditors, the time appeared to me p: 
ticularly inappropriate. If the present financial situation shall cor 
there will certainly in a year or two be a vast body of debtors unal 
by their fault, but by misfortune, to pay promptly or in full. To putin the 
creditor’s hands now, in advance of such a cortingency, any additional 
weapons of compulsion would, in my judgment, be oppressive and particu 
larly ill-timed. 

I have answered your query at more length than is desirable, but I hav 
had no time to condense. While written hastily, these are my settled views 
and you are quite ¢ iberty to make such use of them as you desir 

Yours very truly, 





















JAMES T. MITCHELL 
To Hon, WILLIAM A, STONE, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I send up a letter from Judge 
Henry W. Williams, of the supreme court of Pennsylvania, which 
Task the Clerk to read: 


[he Clerk read as follows: 








My DEAR Str: Your favor relating to the subject of bankruptcy and the 

assage of a bankrupt law is before ime. In reply I must say that it is my 
Pelle that the passage of such a law would not be wise for several reason 
among which ure the following: 

First. [It would not facilitate the collection of debts. Exceptin rare 
except in rare instanc no bankru 
direct result of such leg 
debts—pay®hem by his cert 

Second. It would naturally tend to increase existing distrust It would 
be regarded asa Congressional declaration that bankruptcy and distress were 
before us, and thatexisting debts might be paid by a dischargein bankrnpt 

Third. In so far as such a law should place in the hands of creditors an 
additional means of constraint or coercion “ipon their debtors, such mear 


would be so used by exacting conditions as to increase the difficulty 
iness man, and make lis ruin < 

















ate of discharge. 





the way of every struggling bu 
Fourth. Both the honest debtor and the humane creditor would fer from 

the practical operation of such a law, while the estate would be consu 

in fees and costs 





Fifth. The United States courts arer i from the people 
80 many of those subject to their jurisd ion remote and strange 

The right of appeal is beset by conditions, expens and delay \ 
exasperating to those who are in haste, and discouraging to men of mo 












ate means. The State laws are known, the State courts are near and open 


at all times. 


Sixth. I would have the whole subject to be settled under existir State 


laws, and by the parties. An enlightened selfishness—in other words, a co 
sideration of what is best for all concerned—will lead to compromise when 
such relief is desired, and it will not open t= doors for swin¢ 3 and ur 
principled scoundrels to push their credit for the mere purpose of prepa: 
to fail for a purpose 
With kind regards, I remain, very truly, yours, 
HENRY W. WILLIAMS 





Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. I ask the Clerk to read a lett 
from Judge Earl, of the court of appealsof the Stateof New York 


pt law does. The real purpose and the 
ym is to enable an insolvent to shake off his 


Che Clerk read as follows 











Dear Sirk: Inreply to your lett sking views ast 
I have to say I know of no good re ry ich a 
of this State Here the laws are rst t t) ul 
chauge is needed. They furnish ample facilities for Ul 
and an honest debtor, who has ut nately be I 
always obtain a discharge fron 

Bankruptcy proceedings e always } 
bankrupt estate is la t wy 
than the creditor 

Very trul; 
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[ wish now to say something with ref 
of this bill. Under the act of 1807 « 
voluntary bankrupts, but under this b the 
into bankruptey, while they could not 
titior 

\ corporation could } ) { 
ct of 1567. By this bill a corp ' 
ruy ere it commits at ‘ ! 
racic fin r itself in an insolver ( 
( of the visi rf ti 
et o pt n order to r 1 
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more impartial, and more in the interest of the public than this 
one, 

Under the act of 1867 voluntary bankrupts must reside in the 
United States, but under this bill they may reside anywhere. A 
person living in France might become a bankrupt, or might file 
a p>tition to have a citizen of Pennsylvania adjudicated a bank- 
rupt, under this bill. 

Under this bill a bankrupt could only be discharged by the 
judge. Here is a feature to which I desire to call especial atten- 
tion. An application may be made atany time after two months 
from the date of adjudication in bankruptcy. The judge shall 
hear the application and discharge the bankrupt, unless he has 
performed or done certain things; and if we turn to page 15, we 
will find what those things are that prohibit the judge from dis- 
charging bankrupts: 

(1) Committed an offense punishable by imprisonment or fine as herein 
provided; (2) given a preference as herein defined, under an assignment for 
the benefit of creditors, or otherwise, which has not been surrendered to the 
trustee; (3) knowingly made a materially false statement in writing con- 
cerning his financial condition to any person for the purpose of obtaining 


credit or of being communicated to the trade or to those from whom he has | 


sought or obtained credit— 

The word ‘‘ material” is inserted in this section. Unless he 

has ‘‘made a materially false statement.” Well, in the light of 
subsequent insolvency, it is a very easy matter to make out that 
a statement, made in good faith at the time, was materially false. 
It does not say ‘‘false.” It says ‘‘ materially false.” 
(4) made a transfer of any of his property which any creditor, who has 
—— his debt in the proceedings, might, at the time of the bankruptcy, 
1ave impeached as fraudulent if he had then been a judgment creditor, un- 
less such property shall have been surrendered to the trustee— 

It is not necessary to have it impeached. If it might have 
been impeached, in the opinion of the judge, the discharge must 
be withheld— 
or (5) with fraudulent intent destroyed or neglected to keep books of ac- 
count or records from which his true condition might be ascertained. 

Now, there are a great many people in business who do not 
keep sufficient books or records of accounts by which their con- 
dition can be ascertained. A great many people in business do 
not keep books at all. Now, when a petition for a discharge is 
filed, it is addressed, not to the court, but to the judge. I have 
recited the reasons which shall prevent the judge from granting 
the discharge. 

Under the act of 1867, the bankrupt could not obtain a dis- 
charge unless the assets equaled 30 per cent of the debts proved 
against his estate, or on the assent of one-fourth in number and 
one-third in value of his creditors. No such requisition is neces- 
sary under this bill. Itis a matter wholly and solely with the 
judge. The creditors have nothing to do with it. 

In this bill no assets are required, nor is the discharge with- 
held without the assent of creditors. The matter is in the sole 
discretion of the judge. An appeal may be taken to the order 
of the judge, but there is no provision for a jury trial over the 
issues of facts. The judge shall discharge unless the bankrupt 
snall have done one of five things, and, as an involuntary heal 
rupt, he must have done at least one of these things; and as the 
judge has in adjudicating him a bankrupt already passed upon 
that question, I see no way in which an involuntary bankrupt 
can ever be discharged. 

Now, let us think of this fora moment. Mind you, this bill 
sarefully excludes the province of the jury in an issue raised on 
an application for a discharge. The judge must first withhold 
diecharee if the bankrupt has committed—not been convicted— 
but committed any offenses punishable by fine or imprisoment. 
Now we look at the offenses punishable by fine or imprisonment, 
beginning on page 27, if the House will bear with me, as this is 
more of a technical argument than a speech. 

I now turn to the offenses: 

A person shall be punished by imprisonment for a 
two years upon conviction of the offense of having will 

Then it goes on and recites the offenses. 

Now, itdoesnotsay the court may fine, imprison, or both. Itsays 
that the person shall be imprisoned, and then it gives the first 
ground— 
appropriated to his own use, embezzled, spent, or unlawfully transferred 
any property belonging to a bankrupt estate which came into his charge 
as trustee;— 

There is no objection to that— 

(2) attempted to account or accounted for any of his property, or at- 
temped to account or accounted while a bankrupt for any of the property 
belonging to his estate by fictitious losses or expenses; (3) concealed while 
a bankrupt, or after his discharge, from his trustee any of the property be- 
longing to his estate; (4) in case of any person having to his knowledge, 
after he has become a bankrupt, proved a false claim against his estate, 
failed to disclose that fact, within one month after coming to a knowledge 


thereof, to his trustee; (5) made a false oath in, or in relation to, any pro- 
ceeding in bankruptcy; (6) made a substantially— 


Not made a false valuation, but— 


made a substantially false valuation, asa bankrupt, of any of the property 
of his estate in his schedule of property, or omitted therefrom any of the 


pooten not to exceed 
ully— 
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pee of his estate, or from the list of his creditors any person to whom 
| he is indebted in a substantial amount, or included therein any per = 
| whom he is not indebted, or included therein a creditor for an amou) 
stantially more than the true indebtedness ;— 

The word “ substantially ” precedes the word “ valuation,” ang 
it may be construed that a bankrupt has violated this provision 
who has valued his property alittle too high. It may be gyp. 
stantially false, but not false fraudulently, and willfully, ang 
wickedly false, but substantially false. rh ae 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Substantially untrue. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Substantially untrue; and fo, 
this reason a bankrupt may be prosecuted, tried, and convicted. 
and if convicted must be imprisoned; from which there is noes. 
cape. There are other offenses, amounting to eleven in all, ang 
as you increase the number they grow more and more a net, 
which might catch an honest, but perhaps unskillful man jy 
bookkeeping— 

(7) obtained on credit any property with intent not to pay for the 
with intent to use the same to prefer a creditor or increase his pro) 
contemplation of bankruptcy; s 

Well, under that provision the intent will be construed by the 
act, and if the bankrupt obtains property which he did not pay 
for, it would be very easy for debtors and for creditors, «1 ; 
the judge even to say that he never intended to pay for it 
(8) presented any false, or substantially exaggerated, claim for pr. 
the estate of a bankrupt, or used or offered to use any such clai 
position personally or by agent, proxy, or attorney, or as agent, | 
attorney ;— 

That does not apply to the bankrupt— 

(9) received any property or the promise of the same, or paid or promised 
to pay any property as a consideration to act or forbear to ac 
ceeding in bankruptcy; (10) secreted !any of his property to avoid its 
levied upon under legal process against himself or administered in 
ruptcy, or any document relating to his property or which is a part 
lates to an estate in his charge; or (11) transferred otherwise than in 
dinary course of his business, and in contemplation of bankrup 
property which he has obtained on credit. 

Well, now, under the last provision a bankrupt who his trans- 
ferred his property otherwise than in the ordinary course of 
business would be guilty,and that will bea question for the judge 
to consider and construe whether the transfer was in the ordi- 
nary course of business or not, or whether in contemp! n of 
bankruptey any property that he had obtained on credit has 
been transferred. Any property paid for in cash he muy trans- 
fer as he pleases; but if the property was obtained on credit and 
if the transfer be in any manner that the court holds not to be in 
the ordinary course of business he can not be discharged : 
is liable to be imprisoned. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. In other words, he may not prefer 
itors. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It does not make any difference 
whether he prefers creditors. If he sells a horse, and it should 
be held not to be in the ordinary course of business, wh>ther the 
creditor was preferred or not, if he sellsit for less than the value 
he would come in under that section. 

Now, under this bill, if given a preference, which has not been 
resorted to for a dishonest purpose, the bankrupt can not be dis- 
charged. If a person doing business in a country town, buying 
goods from a merchant, and giving his notes for the payment, 
when one of them becomes due he borrows the money from his 
neighbor to pay it; and if, when the other note comes, and he 
has no money to pay it, and he can borrow no more, he prefers 
that neighbor by giving him a judgment, which would give him 
a first lien, he falls under a subdivisionof thislaw, and by re 
of its provisions he is prevented from being discharged. ‘Then 
‘*knowingly made a materially false statement in writing to any 
person to obtain credit or been communicated to the trade.” 

Now, then, we all know that there are two great firms which 
undertake to keep creditors posted as to the financial condition 
of business men in the country. They are known as Dunn and 
Bradstreet. ‘‘Communicated to the trade” means any merchant 
who has given a statement to either of these firms. it comes 
out in their published reports. If a man makes a statement 
not false, but materially false, under this section, he cin not 
be discharged. 

Fourth. Made transfers of any of his property which a cred- 
itor could have impeached, etc. 

It does not make any difference whether the creditor did im- 
peach it or not; if the judge holds that he could have impeached 
it he is bound to withhold the discharge. 

Fifth. Neglected to keep books of account, ete. 

How would a man ever get out? 

If he has been adjudicated for the eighth act of bankruptcy, 
having secreted his property, he has committed the tenth of- 
fense and can not be discharged. 

If adjudicated for the sixth act of bankruptcy, he has com- 
mitted the tenth offense and can not be discharged. 

If he has been adjudicated under the fourth or sixth act of 
bankruptcy the record shows him already barred from discharge. 
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If adjudicated for the third act of bankruptcy, his discharge 
is withheld for the fourth reason. And when we consider the 
definitions put upon words, acts, and phrases, it becomes entirely 
impossible for any involuntary bankrupt to be discharged at all. 

Now let us look at these provisions. In section 13 of the bill 
(page 15) provision is made as to discharge. It says: 

ag } 

The judge shall hear the application for a discharge, and such pleas as 
n Ay be made in opposition thereto by parties in interest, at such time as his 
convenience Will permit and as will give parties in interest a reasonable 
opportunity to be heard, and discharge the applicant unless he has (1) com 
m tted an offense punishable by imprisonment or fine as herein provided; 
(2 riven a preference as herein defined, un ler an assignment for the bene- 
fit of creditors, or otherwise, which has not been surrendered to the trustee 
(3) knowingly made a materially false statement in writing concerning his 
financial condition to any person for the purpose of obtaining credit or of 
being communicated to the trade or to those from whom he has sought or 
htained credit; (4) made a transfer of any of his property which any cred 


Ont : . > 63 
who has proved his debt in the proce might, at the time of the 


itor lings 


ucgmen 


pankruptey, have impeached as fraudulent it he had then beena j 
creditor, unless such property shall have been surrendered to the trustee 
or with fraudulent intent destroyed or neglected to keep books of ac 


count or records from which his true condition might be ascertained. 

The confirmation of a composition shall discharge the bankrupt from his 
ebts other than those agreed to be paid by the terms of the composition and 
hose not affected by a discharge. 

Sgc. 14. Discharges, when Revoked.—The court may, upon the applica- 
tion of parties in interest who have not been guilty of undue laches, filed 
at any time within two years after a discharge shall have been granted, re- 
voke it upon a trial. 

We turn then to the provision as to courts, on page 25, where 
we find this: 

Sec. 25. @ Appeals and writs of error.—Controversies involving in amount 
#500 and over, adjudications upon petitions, the granting or refusal of appli- 
cations for the removal of cases and the granting and dismissals of petitions 
for discharges, may be taken from courts of bankruptby, within ten days 
after the granting of the order or the entry of the judgment complained of 
unless further time be granted by the judge, to their respective appellate 
tribunals, by appeal or writ of error, pursuant to the provisions of the 
United States laws now in force upon that subject or such as may be here- 
after enacted, except that the same shall be returnable within ten days, un- 
less further time be granted by the appellate court. 

’ Trustees shall not be required to give bonds when they take appeals or 
sue out writs of error. 

eControversies may be certified to the Supreme Court of the United States 
from other courts of the United States, and the former court may exercise 
jurisdiction thereof and issue writs of certiorari pursuant to the provisions 
of the United States laws now in force or such as may be hereafter enacted 


d 
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In other words, the judge makes the order of discharge. That 
order may be appealed to the supreme courts of the Territory, 
or to the circuit court, and it may go up to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, but there is no provision whatever for a jury 
to determine the question of fact embodied in a specification 
against the discharge. The provision for jury trials carefully 
excludes that. Turning to section 19 we find the provision made 
as to jury trials. No bankruptcy act inthe world, I take it, ever 
vested solely in the judge the right to determine the issues 
raised by specifications against the bankrupt’s discharge. When 
a bankrupt makes application for a discharge the creditors who 
desire to object to that discharge, having notice, file their ob- 
jections that he has committed this or thatactof bankruptcy, or 
that he is barred under the law, and that goes toa jury to be de- 
termined as other questions of fact are determined. But that 
is not the provision under this bill. The provision here as to 
jury trials is this: 


ruptcy law some judges, in the early administration of it, 


Src. 19. @ Jury trials.—A person against whom an involuntary petition has | 


been filed shall be entitled to havea trial by jury, in respect to any act of bank 

ruptcy alleged in such petition to have been committed, upon filing a writ- 
ten application therefor before the expiration of the time within which an 
answer may be filed. If such application is notfiled within such time atrial 
by jury shall be deemed to have been waived. 


an act of 
adjudged 


That provides for a jury trial, but that refers to 
preg when a petition is filed to have a person 
an involuntary bankrupt. 

Now, on page 21, subdivision ‘‘c,” we find that— 

The right to submit matters in controversy or an alleged offense under 
this act toa jury shail be determined and enjoyed according to the United 
States laws now in force upon that subject, or such as may be hereafter en- 
acted, except as herein provided. 

And it is herein provided that the judge shall pass upon the 

questions—all of them—and discharge the applicant, unless he 
has done some one of the very many things enumerated in tne 
bill. It does not provide thatthe judge shall take any evidence; 
it does not provide that he shall take any depositions; it provides 
no system under heaven by which he may determine the fact. 
He has already got a record. 
_ Suppose that it is the case of an involuntary bankrupt. The 
Judge looks at the petition; he has already passed judgment 
upon the petitioner; he has adjudicated that man to be a bank- 
rupt for doing some of the things for which he may be adju- 
dicated a bankrupt, and the most of them are things which pre- 
vent the judge from granting the discharge. The judge looks at 
the record and finds that he has already passed judgment upon 
taat question, and therefore it is an adjudicated fact. 

How is a man going to get a discharge? Under the old bank- 


| on this bankruptcy bill. 
| not familiar with the law or its forms. 
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were 


weak enough to hold that no involuntary bankrupt could be dis- 


charged because of the factof his adjudication which was a mat- 
ter of record. Time, liberality, the more wholesome and wise 


views of the Supreme Court of the United States. mederated 
those rulings, and in the last days of that act we began to have 


a uniform system of binkruptey uniformly administered. But, 
sir, it will be yearsand years before the judges wi et towether 
and be of one mind upon the administration of an act of b 
ruptey containing all the various provisions and details of this 
long and cumbersome bill. It would be better,far better for the 
| public to have that old bankrupt law of L867 re‘nacted as it was 
administered in the enlightened last days of its existence —far 


better—than it would be to pass this bill 

In the great cities, Boston, New \ Philadelphia, Pitts 
burg, Chicago, St. Louis, San Francisco, large wholesale houses 
exist which sell bil's of goods to men in any and 
this Union. Under this bill, ould become a law, tl 
would be practically protected against what are known ‘ pref- 
erences’ to neighbors and those with whom the « i 
mately connected, because if a man should 
bankruptcy, he will know that he comes under this , and 


Le 
ork, 
very ott 


if it s. 


com it an ct o 


that he can hardly get out again. It can be dasa threat or 
as Aa whip over the poor debtors of the count Vy. L de t Ly 
that it was intended as such. I believe that the gent NI 
OATES] who opened this debate is as sincere in his port of 
the bill as I am in my opposition to it: but | say that t is 
calculated, or at least that its effect will be, to benefit the cred- 
itors of the country and not the debtors. 

Woe to the man upon whom the door of involuntary bank- 
ruptey has closed under this law. He is an outcast from trade 
forever. His creditors can not even consent to his discharge. 
The judge can not discharge him, for he hus already a deed 
him guilty of the acts which bar his discharge. A jury of his 
countrymen can not relieve him. The provision * C,’ re D1. 
under head of ‘‘ Jury Trials,” can not relieve him, for the excep 
tion ‘‘as herein provided” prevents it, it being herein provided 
that the judge shall determine the question of discharg: 

| will not run over all of these enumerated offenses, but I think 
the list is unreasonably severe. I have already commented on 
the fact that imprisonment must be imposed, and then when we 
come to consider how, with the definitions that are put on 
words, phrases, and sections in the bill, it will be a very e: 
matter to convict almost any involuntary bankrupt of some or 
of these offenses. Then there is a long list of fines, any one o 
which mightcatch aman who was not learned and versed in the 
provisions of the bill. ‘The bill also exciudes attorneys from 


practicing in bankrupt cases while acting as referees 

This in my judgment is unwise. The duties of these referees 
are the same as the registrars under the old law, and under that 
law no one but an attorney or a man learned in the law was ever 
appointed to that position. Noone buta man so qualified should 
be a referee under this bill. Yet attorneys are excluded from 
practicing in the bankruptcy courts, though under the old law 
they were allowed to do so. 

The bill also requires two sureties. It may be well to have 
two sureties where they are individual sureties, but the bill ex- 
tends this requirement to corporations authorized under State 
laws to become sureties. There is no need for this, and the bil! 
should be amended in that respect. 

Mr. Chairman, I[ honestly and sincerely believe that this bill, 
if it should become a law, will be a great injury to the p 
will do more harm than it can possibly do good. I am op; 
to the passage of any bankrupt law in these troublesome times, 
and most especially am I opposed to the passige of this measure, 
Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a very few words 
I can not speak asan attorney, for lam 
But I wish to speak as 


osed 


| one who has had extensive business interests in a number of dif- 


ferent States of the Union. I have read the bill through care 
fully; and if I understand the effect of its terms and phrases it 
should, instead of being called a bankruptcy bill, be entitled 
more properly ‘‘ A bill to divest all debtors of hope for the future 
and to prevent any debtor who may suffer from temporary em- 
barrassment from ever securing his financial freedom.” Why, 
Mr. Chairman, up in Pennsylvania—I say it with no disrespect— 
when we wish to perpetrate such an act as this bill seeks to per- 
petrate, we take a jimmy and a dark lantern, and we never pro- 
ceed in the light of day; we take the small hours of the morning 
to get away with a scheme like this. 

Mr. Chairman, I have noticed the report on this bill. 
‘‘immortal bard” is quoted, and I thought there ought t 
been another quotation in the same connection. 


The 
») have 
There should 


| have been a quotation about ‘stealing the livery of the court of 


Heaven to serve the devil in.” The glowing language of this 
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report speaks about ‘‘ poor debtors;” it speaks about the “ qual- 
ity of mercy;” and then it goes on and by terms and provisions 
gives a lot of little lawyers or of maliciously disposed persons 
the opportunity to bankrupt ninety-nine out of every hundred 
men who a:e doing business today in the United States. I do 


not think [am in a condition at present to suifer in that way; | 


but I know that for many years of my business experience there 
was not an hour when some malicious, evil-disposed person could 
not under abill of this kind have forced me into bankruptcy. 

Mr. Chairman, in the name of every debtor of this land I pro- 
test against the confirmation, I will not say of this villainous, 
but of this iniquitous legislation. I do not know the truth or 
falsity of the charge that there is a lobby here in the interest of 
this bill; that there are people drawing salaries of $15,000 a year 
as the paid attorneys of a few persons who have organized them- 
selves into an association for the collection of debts. But I have 
no reason to doubt the correctness of that statement, because 
from none but that class of people could have emanated such 
harsh measures in dealing with debtors. 

I will not go into the different phases of this mae my time 
is too limited. ButIdo not see one redeeming feature in the 
measure. And instead of amending it in any line or section, I 
would cut the tail of this bill off behind its ears and leave it at 
that: for I doubtif there is a possibility of a worse measure on 
this subject ever being submitted. It is the most skillfully de- 
vised and carefully prepared measure | have ever seen for put- 
ting the clamps and the screws upon the unfortunate debtor, and 
holding him as long as the greed or hatred of the creditor is 
unsatisfied; it will act as an effectual closing of the doors of 
hope to his heart. 

I heard a gentleman here speak of the commercial depression 
that exists to-day and the necessity for some such measure as 
this. I make the assertion that there is scarcely in New York 
City a bank that could not have been put into oe within 
the last ninety days under the provisions of this bill. This 
measure is simply another link in the chain that is being bound 
about the debtor class of this nation—anothercord in the strand 
by which you are attempting to stifle the producing classes of 
this country; another whip in the hands of the taskmasters. I 
protest against this bill; and I rely upon the fairness and justice 
that I believe pre~ail among the membership of this House to 
see that this bill is never enacted into law. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, as no one else wishes to speak 
this evening, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and, the Speaker having re- 
sumed the Chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of 
bankruptcy throughout the United States, had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 34) providing for the disposition of certain 
personal property and money now in the hands of a receiver of 
the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, appointed by 
the supreme court of Utah, and authorizing its application tothe 
charitable purposes of said church; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. EVERETT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for two weeks, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. OATEs (at 3 o’clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private petitions were adversely 
reported and laid on the table, as follows: 

By Mr. GOLDZIER, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The petition for the relief of Hiram Walker, of Nicholas 
County, W. Va. (Report No 131.) 

Also, the petition of Arden Thompson, for estate of Jane Gore, 
late of Raleigh County, W. Va. {Report No. 132.) 

Also, the petition of Sally H. Thompkins, for estate Beverly 
Thompkins, late of Kanawha County, W. Va. (Report No. 133.) 

Also, the petition of Charles Walker, of Raleigh County, W. 
Va. (Report No. 134.) 

Also, the petition of H. A. Yeager, for the estate of John Yea- 
ger. (Report No. 135.) 

Also, the petition of Henry Amick, of Fayette County, W. Va. 
(Report No, 136.) 

Also, the petition of Russell G. Trump, tof Anthony Law- 
son, of Raleigh County, W. Va. (Report No. 137.) 
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PUBLIC BILLS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, and a resolution of 4 
ve titles were introduced, and severally referred as ;.). 
Ows: 

By Mr. LUCAS: A bill (H.R. 4211) for the establish 


| control, operation, and maintenance of a hospital, to | 


as the Sanitarian Branch of the National Home for Disa 
unteer Soldiers at Hot Springs, in the State of South Pp 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4212) to amend se 
of the Revised Statutes—to the Joint Commission to ] 
the Status of Laws Organizing Executive Departments. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A bill 'H. R. 4213) in relation to ; 
tirement from active service of officers of the Navy 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) to provide for the extermi 
the Ocneria dispar, or the gypsy moth—to the Commi 
riculture. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H.R. 4215) toamend sections 
145 and repealing sections 143 and 144 of the Revised S 
the United States relating to Presidential elections 
Committee on Election of President, Vice-President, an 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. STONE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4216) provi 
the purchase of certain property therein named for the use 
the United States—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
Grounds. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4217) 
the pay and allowances of the veterinariansof the United Si 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 4218) providing for the e! 
Delegate to represent the District of Columbia in the | 
Representatives—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H.R. 4219) to amend 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil servic 
United States”—to the Committee on Reform in the Civi 

By Mr. COGSWELL: A resolution of the Legisl:iture « 
sachusetts, in relation to the gypsy moth—to the Committ 
Agriculture. 


to 1 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the ! 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R.4220 for the relief of 
Mooney—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 4221) for the relicf 
liam Watson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4222) providing for the payment of 
Woulle, of Fort Wayne, Ind., for paving Clinton street. in front 
the United States court-house and post-office building in said 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill(H. R. 4223) for the relief of Isaac Thompso: 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 4224) to remove the char 
sertion against William W. Smith, late a private in 
G, First New York Engineers—to the Committee on Mili 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) for the relief of George D. Nichols 
Providence, R. I.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOMERS: A bill (H. R. 4226) for the relief of . 
Duke—to the Cuommitiee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TERRY: A bill (H. R. 4227) granting a pension to \! 
Susan Housley, widow of Samuel Housley, veteran of the || 
war, 1836—to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Ruie XXII, the following petitions 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred, as follo 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of Tobacco Board of T' 
Pittsburg, Pa., against repealor modification of duty on tob \ 
and against increase of internal-revenue tax—to the Com! 
on Ways on Means. 

By Mr. ERDMAN: Petition of jute yarn workers, urging tht 
no changes be made in the tariff schedule on jute yarn—to th 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Indiana: Views of Indiana Yearly Meet 
ing of Friends, in favor of the repeal of the Geary law, to excl ide 
Chinese from the United States—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Pennsylvania: Resolution adopted °¢ 
— meeting of the Union League of Philadelphia, earnes'') 

vocating the prompt re of the purchasing clause o! the 
Sherman act—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Me«- 
sures. 
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Bv Mr. REED: Petition of 61 citizens of the district of Ken- 
nebunk, Maine, for an appropriation adequate to remove the 
accumulation of deposit in the haroor of Cape Porpoise, Me. 

» the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ease 
By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Litth Rock Typographical Union 
No. 92, in favor of the erection of public buildings by day | bor 
instead of by contract—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, report of the Arkansas River Commission—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington 
Spokane County: of 62 citizens of Palouse, Whitman County: of 
70 citizens of Kalama; of 28 citizens of Coulee precinct, Lincoln 
County: of 25 citizensof Okanogan County; of 20) citizens of Gar- 
field County: of 14 citizens of Earl; of 22 citizens of Dragoon; of 
19 citizens of Whitman County; of 60 citizens of Clark County; 
of 46 citizens of Chillar, Okanogan County; and of 21 citizens of 
Harmony; ail of the State of Washingion, in opposition to the 
rept of the Sherman act, unless said repeal sha. | provide for the 
continued coinage of silver on 
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Petitions of 44 citizens of 


it 





terms more favorable to silver 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 
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citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., and the petition of Cy: 
thrup and others of the faculty of the University of Mi 
praying for the repeal of th 
were referred to the Committee 


yn Foreign Relations. 


Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of citizens of 
Pa., and two memorials of sundry citizens of Pennsy 
monstrating against the unconditional repeal of the silve 
chasing clause of the so-called Sherman law; which wer 


to lie on the table. 


Mr. BRICE presented petitions of the Cinci 


ference of the Methodist epi Cc pl ¢ lurch, assembied 
Ohio, August 30, 1893; of the Foreign C stian Missio 
ciety, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and o David Morrow, of O 
Cal., praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chin 
| which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Ri 
He also presented petitions of John H. Patterson, pre 


the National Cash Register Comp iny, of Dayton, Ohio 
\ } . 


Board of Trade of Massillon, Ohio: of the Co ercial 
Cincinnati, Ohio: of the Bimetallic League of Canton, O 


of the Stoek Exchange of Cincinnati, Ohio, p 
speedy repeal of the so-called Sherman silver V ! 


| ordered to lie on the table. 


' 
| 
SENATE. | 
TuESDAY, October 24, 1893. 
[Continuation of legislative procec dings of Tuesday, October 17, 1893. 
The Senate 
piration of the recess. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session. 
The Chair lays be.ore the Senate the unfinished business, being 
House bill No. 1, which will be read by title. 


mm 


met at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes, a. m., at the ex- 






‘ 


The SecRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an 
act, .pproved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the pur 
chase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, 


and for other purposes.” 
ALLEN. Mr. President, I suggest the lack of a quorum. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Seeretary will call the roll. 

‘he Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


| 
| 
Allen Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge 
Bate. Gallinger, Pasco, Teller, 
Berry George, Peffer, Turpie 
Biaekburn, Gordon, Perkins, Vance, } 
Coke, Irby, Power, Vilas, 
Cullom, Kyle, Ransom, Voorhees 
Davis, McPherson, Sherman. Walthall, 
Dixon, Manderson, Shoup, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Mills, Stewart, Wolcott. 


Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is 
detained from his place here by reason of sickness in his family. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hold in my hand a telegram from the 
Senator from Wyoming {[Mr. CAREY], stating that he is una 
voidably absent from the Senate to-day, and is paired with the 
junior Senator from South Carolina [| Mr. IRBy]. 

Mr. CULLOM. TheSenator from lowa {[Mr. ALLISON] is ab- 
sent from the city, and stands paired with the Senator from | 
Missouri |[ Mr. COCKRELL]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-six 


Senators have answered 


to their names. There is no quorum present. What is th 
pleasure of the Sen ite? 

After a little delay, Mr. MurPHy, Mr. SmMitH, Mr. BUTLER 
Mr. MCMILLAN, Mr. GORMAN, Mr. LINDSAY, and Mr. Cate | 
entered the Chamber, and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 10 o'clock and 48 minutes a. m. 


Forty-three Senators have answered to theirnames. A quorum 
is present. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart 
titled to the floor. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me to 
submit a report from a committee. 
Mr. STEWART. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 
REPORT OF 
Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H.R. 1986) to amend section 6 of the act 
approved March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-cul- 
ture laws, and for other purposes,” reported it without amend- 
ment. 


} 
18 en- 


A COMMITTEE. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


_Mr. DAVIS presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of | 
citizens of Duluth, Minn., favoring the repeal of thesilver-pur- | 
chasing clause of the so-called Sherman law; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of George R. Merrill and other 





| th 


sires to withdr.w his siznature, havi 


‘lusion that tl n 


ing that he d 


rned the memorial come to the con 


tion of the presentfinancial difficulty is the unconditional 
| of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act } 


| know no 
which he can withdraw his sign :ture, but perh 
ment [ make will answer his purpose. 


} +1 
LDS 


, 


BILLS 


Mr. BUTLER introduced a 
and infirm colored people; which 

‘. BUTLER. 
bstitute for the j resolution [ introduced some 

same subject. I move that the bili be referred to tl 
nittee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


INTRODUCED 


oo 
Oli 
was read twice by 
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oOlnt 


Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S.1125) to provide for the erec- 
| tion of a public building in the city of East Liverpool, Ohio; 
| which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committea 
| on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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» so-called Geary Chinese law; which 
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He also presented a petition of 38 citizens of Morgan ¢ 

| Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation providin 
freer and more extended use of silver as money of ulti 
demption and thereby check the continued contractior 

| currency, which has been, and is now, sinking the f 
our land deeper and deeper into the mire o forced id 
penury, and despair; which was 0 red to lie on the table 

le also presented a petition of Mayflower Assembly, N« 
Knights of Labor, of Zanesville, Ohio, praying for equal 
nition of silver with gold in eoinage atthe United Stat 
that the ratio of 16 to 1 be mo»intained, Ll rer 

rainst the repeal of the so-called Sherman silv-r 
some provision be made for the free and imited c¢ 
silver; which was ordered to lie on the tabl 

He also presented petitions of the Bourd of le of ¢ 
polis: of the Chamber of Commerce of Cinein f 
Association of Productive Industries; of the 
\ssoeiation of Cincinnati: of the l*reight Bureau of ¢ 
of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Associ. tion o! ¢ 

| and of the Commercial Club of Cincinnati, all in th 
Ohio, praying that their representatives in Con 8s 
best efforts to secure prompt action on the repeal! bil W 
ing in the Senat2; which were ord :red to lie on the t e 

He also presented a memorial of Hamer Grange, No ! 
trons of Husbandry, of Georgetown, Ohio, remonstrat 
the repeal of the so-called Sherman ver law é 
with a provision restoring the free coinage of both gold 
ver as it existed prior to the passage of the act of Is 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

| Mr. QUAY presented a petition of citizens of Way 
praying for the unconditional repeal of the so-called Sherm 
ver law: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Union League, of PI 
delphia, Pa., praying for the resumption of sp2cie paym 
the maintenance of a currency which, whether in gold, silv 

| notes, shall be of equal purchasing power, and for the 
repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called S 
law: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. QUA ¥. I have received a letter from Henry ( i) 
a prominent business man of the city of Philadelphia, w 
a signer of a memorial of the members of the Manufac 
Club of Philadelphia in relation to tariff and financial | 
tion, suggesting several practical measures. The memor 

resented by.my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] in my absence 
[ do not remember its contents exactl) Mr. Dingee writ 





j 
il 


5 i 


5. 1124) for the relief of aged 
its title. 
L desire to state that I introduce this bil 
{ 


70 On 


4 
5 


om- 
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PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a partof anact approved July 
14, 1890, entitled ‘*An act directing the purchase of silver bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” 
the pe snding question being on the amendment proposed by Mr. 
PEFFER to the substitute reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART addressed the Senate in continuation of the 
speec h begun by him yesterday. After having spoken for half 
an hour— 

Mr. POWER. 
rum here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 
to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. STEWART. For what purpose? 

Mr. POWER. For the purpose of ascertaining the presence 
of a quorum. 

Mr. STEWART. I think we ought to have a quorum here, 
because I have a good many important things to say. It would 
please me to = them to a full Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the rule prescribes that any 
member of the Senate may raise the question of the presence of 
a quorum, but that question is not raised by the Senator. He 
says ‘* we ought to have a quorum here.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rule. 

Mr. TURPIE. It is not raised by the Senatorsaying “I raise 
the question of a quorum.’ 

Mr. POWER. I raise the question that there is no quorum 
present, and will state 

Mr. TELLER. Let the rule be read. 

Mr. TURPIE. The statement in raising the question ofa 
quorum ought to contain the facts upon which the subsequent 
proceedings are to be based. It may lead to the arrest of a Sen- 
ator. It ought to contain a statement of facts in themselves 
sufficient to disclose the absence of a majority of the members 
of the Senate and the presence of only a minority. 

I have heard several times the attempt made to raise the 
question of the presence of a quorum on the other side of the 
Chamber. I have never heard it raised except once or twice in 
the proper manner. [ have heard the phrase used, ‘‘ Mr. Pres- 
ident, I call a quorum,” or ‘‘ Mr. President, I call for a quorum. 
That certainly does not raise the question. I have heard it said 
there are not 43 members here. That certainly does not raise 
the question. There might be 80. I have heard the question 
of a quorum raised by persons who had the charge of public 
business, and whose duty it was to do it, and I have always 
heard it raised by a statement of facts which excluded the pos- 
sibility of there being a majority present, and which in itself 
implied the absence of such majority. These facts were not a 
mere conclusion of law. They did not embody the language of 
the rule. It is not my purpose now to state what the language 
should be. There isnoform requisite, but whatever the formula 
may be, it ought to include a statement of the facts upon which 
the call is founded. A request for the attendance of absentees 
on which a direction to compel the attendance of the absent is 
founded is a statement of facts giving jurisdiction to this body 
upon it, and clearly showing the absence of the requisite num- 
ber that constitute a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rule 

The SECRETARY. Rule V, section 2, is as follows: 


If, at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate, a question shall be 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the Presiding Officer 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and shall announce the 
result, and these proceedings shall be without debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Montana what his statement was? 

Mr. POWER. I stated that there is no qu orum present. I 
counted the Senators present and found only 27 in the Chamber; 
so I called for a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bate, Frye, 

Be rry Gallinger, 
Blackburn, George, 
Brice, Gray, 
Caflery, Harris, 
Call, Higgins, 
Cameron, 

Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, Fhe 

Dixon, Lindsay, oach, 
Faulkner, McMillan, Sherman, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-six Senators have answered 
¥o their names. A-quorumis present. The Senator from Nevada 
will proceed. 


McPherson, 
Manderson, 
oo 4 
urphy, 
Palmer, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Power, 
Proctor, 
uay, 


Shoup, 
Smith, 
Stewart 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 

- Walthall, 
White, La. 


Hoar, 
ee, 
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Mr. President, it seems to me there is no quo- | ™eet to-morrow 
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Mr. KYLE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevads 
to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

Mr. KYLE. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet sepa ow at 12 o'clock. 

Mr. VOORHEES, | — that motion—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that th 
ator from Nevada has yieldeé to the Senator from South Da 
who moves that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn 
at 12 o’clock. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope that motion will not prevail. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is not open to debate, 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
South Dakota. 

Mr. KYLE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called). 
the senior Senator from Arkansas {Mr. 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was c: alled). I have a gen 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who 
tained from his seat by sickness in hisfamily. As [ understand 
if he were here he would vote ‘‘ nay.” I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. McMILLAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina|/Mr. VANCE]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). 
the Senator from North Dakota Mr. HANSBROUGH] who is 
necessarily absent. I would vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. If he were pr esent l 
should vote * nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr, MITCHELL]. 
if he were present. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I again announce that I have received 
a telegram from the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Carry], 
stating that he is unavoidably detained from the Senate to-day 
and is paired with the junior Senator from South Carolina { Mr. 
IRBY]. 

Mr. FRYE. The senior Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
CHANDLER] is paired generally with the junior Senator from 
New York [Mr. MURPHY], but on House bill No. 1 and al 


yield 


Sen- 


Iam paired with 


IT am paired with 
JONES]. If he wer 


Tam paired with 


I am paired with 


I should vote 


sau?) 
NAy 


ii Incl- 
dental motions he is paired with the senior Senator from North 
Dakota |[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. Mycolleague[Mr. HALs} is paired 
generally with the senior Senator from North Carolina (Mr 
RANSOM], and on House bill No. 1 and incidental motions he is 
paired with the senior Senator from California [Mr. WHIT«£! 
Mr. HOAR. I vote ‘‘nay,’’ Iam paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. PuGH], but I am authorized to vote to make 
aquorum. If aquorumshould appear [shall withdraw my vote 
The result was announced—yeas 5, nays 36; as follows: 


YEAS—5. 
Stewart, 


NAYS—36. 


Hunton, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
Manderson, 
Mills, 
Murphy, 
Pasco, 
Perkins: 
Proctor, 


NOT VOTING—44, 


McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Martin, 

Mitchell, Oregon 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Morrill, 

Palmer, 
Pettigrew, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Platt, Wilson, 
Dubois, Kyle, Power, Wolcott. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noquorum has voted. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and -the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


—_ Butler, 


ry Caffery, 
Blac burn, 


Call, 
Brice, Cameron, 


Cameron, Peffer, 


Coke, 


Teller. 


Bate, 
fet 
Blackburn, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 


Dolph, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
Gordon, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 


Roach, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 
White, La. 


Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Butler,» 
Camden, 
Carey, 
Chandler, 
Cockrell, 
Colquitt, 


George, 
Gibson, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
Harris, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 


Pugh, 
Quay, 
Ransom, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Vance, 
Vilas, 
Washburn, 
White, Cal. 


- Coke, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 


Dolph, 
Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
Frye, 
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linger, Hunton, Pasco, Stewart, 
eee Lodge, Peffer, Stockbridge, 
Gorman MeMillan, Perkins, Turpie, 
eee McPherson, Proctor, Vest, 
Seats Manderson, Quay, Vilas, 
Stan Mills, Roach, Voorhees, 
io Murphy, Sherman, Walthall, 
Hoar Palmer, Smith, White, La. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-eight Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Secretary will call 
the roll on the motion of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
KYL»), that when the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 12 
o'clock to-morrow. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 

Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 
should vote “nay.” 
’ Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I have already an- 
nounced my pair with the Senator from Oregon (Mr. MITCHELL], 
but I will transfer it to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. I am paired with the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that 
he transfer his pair to my colleague |Mr. G1BsON]. 

Mr. FRYE. I can relieve both Senators. I announced on the 
other vote the pair of the senior Senator from New Hampshire 
(Mr. CHANDLER] with the senior Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 

Mr. PALMER. I understand that the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. FRYE. I announced on a former vote the pair of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]and my colleague 
[Mr. HALE], and I shall not make the announcement again during 
the day. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
PuGH}|. I transfer that pair by authority of the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. DIxon] to his colleague [Mr. ALDRICH], 
and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
Iowa {[Mr. ALLISON], who has been necessarily called away. I 
make this announcement once for all until he returns. 

The result was announced—yeas 4, nays 41; as follows: 


Tam paired with the 
If he were present, | 


YEAS—4. 
Cameron, Coke, Peffer, Stewart. 

NAYS—41. 
Bate, Faulkner, McMillan, Smith, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Stockbridge, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Manderson, Turpie, 
Brice, Gorman, Milis, Vest, 
Caffery, Gray, Murphy, Vilas, 
Call, Higgins, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Camden, Hill, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hoar, Perkins, White, La. 
Davis, Hunton, Proctor, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Roach, 
Dolph, Lodge, Sherman, 

NOT VOTING—40. * 

Aldrich, George, Kyle. Quay, 
Allen, Gibson, Martin, Ransom, 
Allison, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 
Butler, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Carey, Hansbrough, Morgan, Teller, 
Chandler, Harris, Morrill, Vance, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pettigrew, Washburn, 
Colquitt, Irby, Platt, White, Cal, 
Daniel, Jones, Ark. Power, Wilson, 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART] is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Nevada consents that I may 
all up a bill which it is necessary to have passed at once. It is 
merely a bill for a bridge across the Tennessee River. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection, if I donot lose my right 
to the floor. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
on this side, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will 
please state again his request. 

Mr. BATE. 


We do not hear the Senator from Tennessee 


I am paired with the senior Senator from | 


lt is a bill where a charter has been granted by | 


the State of Tennessee to the Chattanooga Western Railway | 


Company to put a bridge across the Tennessee River, a navi- 
gable stream, and the company asks the consent of the Govern- 
ment There is no objection to the bill, and it will not take any 





time, except that there are some amendments reported from the 
Committee on Commerce. It will involve no discussion what- 
ever, and I ask that the bill be put on its passage. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 339) to authorize the 


Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct a bridge 
across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was in section 2, line 11, after the word 
** telegraph,” to insert ‘‘ and telephone ;” so as to read: 

And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all tele- 
graph and telephone companies. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 19, after the word 
“and,” to insert ‘‘ whatever kindof bridge is constructed;” soas 
to read: 

And whatever kind of bridge is constructed said corporation shall main- 
tain, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3, line 4, after the word 
thereto,” to strike out the following words: 

Upon the payment of their proportion of maintenance, operation, and ir 


terest on investment from the date upon which said railway comy 
gin to use the bridge in any manner, and so long as they shall continue to 
use the same, the amount or said proportion to be calculated upon a wheel 
age basis or other. 


tnies De- 


So as to read: 

Thatall railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have, and 
be entitled to, equal rights and privileges relative tothe passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the approaches thereto, upon such basis or 
arrangement as may be agreed upon by and between such companies and 
the Chattanooga Western Railway Company. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. In section 5,at theend of line 21, I move toinsert 
the words ‘‘ the location or construction of;” so as to read: 

, 

And if any litigation shall be had in regard tothe location or cons 

of said bridge, etc. 


iction 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 9) totransfer the Morris Island life-saving station, near 
Charleston, S. C., to Sullivans Island; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved July 
14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchaseof silver bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. STEWART resumed the fioor. After having spoken an 
hour and a quarter, he said: [ask unanimous consent that | may 
be allowed to finish my speech hereafter, and that my colleague 
{[Mr. JoNES of Nevada]. who is not feeling well, may be allowed 
to occupy a portion of the time now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Nevada? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate in continuation 
of the speech begun by him on the I4th instant. After having 
spoken over two hours and a half, he said: 

Mr. President, I will now give way to my colleague [Mr. Strew- 
ART], who yielded the floor to me that 1 might proceed, and | 
shall ask the indulgence of the Senate to conclude my remarks 

it another time, perhaps to-morrow. 

I also wish to again state that it is not the intention of any 
one connected with this discussion to prolong it any more than 
is necessary to give his views fully tothe Senate and to the peo- 
ple of the country. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Being satisfied that the remarks of the 
Senator from Nevada correctly state the position of those who 
ire opposed tothe pending bili, I move that the Senate now take 
. recess until 1! o'clock to-morrow morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 


the Senator from West Virginia. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 57 minutes p. 
m., Tuesday, October 24) the Senate took a recess until to-mor- 
row, Wednesday, October 


25, 


1893, at 11 o'clock, a. m. 
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QIOA CONGRESSIONAL 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, October 24, 1893. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by Rev. Isaac W. 
CANTER, of Washington, D.C. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES. 

Mr. FITHIAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Committee on Merchint Mine and Fisheries have leave to 
sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will 
be made. 


There was no objection. 
D. R. M’NEILL. 





The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from | 


the Court of Claims, transmitting copy of the findings of the 
court in the case of D. R. McNeill vs. The United States: which 
was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LAND DISTRICTS, CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution, 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER, The joint resolution will be read, subject to 
ob‘ection. 

The joint resolution was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider- 
ation of the joint resolution? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not seeany special objection to the res- 
olution: but is there any necessity for it? The Secretary of the 
Inte ior has now the authority to consolidate or rearrange the 
land districts. That resolution seems to be somewhat in the 
nature 0: a suggestion to the Secretary. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from 
California will explain the purpose of the resolution. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, I will, with the consent of 
the House, explain the object of the resolution. 

It will be remembered that in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill of the last Congress a provision was inserted providing that 
the land districts in the United States might be reduced ten 
in number. It was determined that one district should be 
taken from California, to which we have no objection. But in 
consolidating two districts to give the necessary reduction of 
one district they paid no attention to the topography of the 
country, and have consolidated two districts, the bulk of the 
land in one of them, the Independence land district, being on 
the eastern side of the Sierra Nevadas and the land in the Vi- 
salia district on the western side of the mountains, which for 
eight months of the year sre impassable. and therefore settlers 
upon the public lands in the Independence land district, in order 
to go to Visalia, must make a journey of 1,300 miles, at greatex- 
pense of time and money. 

Now, we desire on the part of the people of those districts to 
be heard on this conasolidation—that is, to be permi:ted to presenti 
the facts before-the Secretary of the Interior with a view to al- 
low the consolid»tion to be made somewhere el-e, where there 
will be less hardship to the settlers. 

Mr. SAYEKS. What is the purport of the resolution?] 

Mr.CAMINETTI, It is to make provision to enable the Rep- 
resontatives in Congress from the St te of California, or any- 
where else, who desire to be heard in relation to the facts of the 
matter, to be heard, and that upon a full hearing the consolida- 
tion may take place in regard to two other districts, eliminating 
the Independence district, and letting it remain as formerly, ow- 
ing to the greatexpense this change will entail upon the settlers 
there. 

Mr. SAYERS. Have not you a right to be heard without 
this resolution? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Because the matter is a finality now. 
Under the act of Congress to which I have already referred the 
consolidation of the districts, or the order for that purpose, has 
alresdy been made, and nothing can be done now except by act 
of Congress. : 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. You state that the consolida- 
tion has been made. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Have the ‘transcripts of the 
records been completed? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I do not know. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have it on very reliable in- 
formation that it will cost more to transcribe the records of the 
consolidated districts than to maintain the districts. 
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Mr. CAMINETTI. That may be true. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And permit me 
more. Inasmuch as the entire expenses of the loc: 
and of the General Land Office are paid by th 
| West, why not continue an arrangement whic 
| their convenience, when it involves no expens: 
ernment? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. That is another question, 
| before us now. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Well, that is a 

| events. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. In this case the order has al; 

| made by the Secretary of the Interior and signed by 

dent, and is now in force. 

Lam not attempting, I will stute, to prevent the 1 
the districts. I am willing to xllow the reduction to 

where less harm would result. Now, to every sett 

| dependence district there will be caused an expens 

| quite $100, just to save to the Government $1,2.0 a 

Mr. DOCKERY 





In reply to the gentleman fro 

| (Mr. WiLSON] let mesay that there is nothing ia th 

| he refers, as | understand it, which is compulsory. T| 
| matter was relegated to the Secretary of the Interi 

of the last Congress, giving him the rightto consolid 

| tricts if in his judgment the public interest would 

| Subserved. 

| Mr. WILSON of Washington. But they made on 

| appropriation, and required the Secretary of the 

| bring the land offices within that appropriation. 

Mr. MCRAE. That is the point exactly. It h: 
ceeded in giving the settlers a great deal of inconv: 
out any benefit whatever. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. And it is causing t 
tary of the Interior great inconvenience also without 
settlers any benefit. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Mr. Speaker, one word. This 
direct the Secretary to act, but only to investigate, an 
act upon his thorough investigation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of t! 
tleman? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I desire to have the resolution ag: 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr.COFPFEEN, Dol understand that this applies to ‘ 
of California alone. 

Mr. CAMINETTI. Only to that one district. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I wish we might have Wyoming i 
for there are very important matters which need attent 
in the same direction. I offer that as an amendment to t 
tleman’s resolution, to include the State of Wyoming. 

Mr. SAYERS. Do not do that—— 

Mr. CAMINETTI. I would like to be kind to my fellow- 
bers, but I think it would be better in this case to act 
pendently. 

Mr. COFFEEN. I think the gentleman will not object 
T explain. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to considering t 
now? 

Mr. COFFEEN. I will object until I have an opportunit 
confer with the gentleman from California [Mr. CAMINETT!|. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


PRINTING OF HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WAYS 
MEANS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a House resolutio! 
viding for the printing of hearings before the Committee | 
Ways and Means, with Senate amendments to the same 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The object of this 
mentof the Senate is simply to give the Senate 2.000 copics 
hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means of th« 
in addition to the 2,000 copies which the resolution provi 
should be printed for the use of the House. I move to con 
the Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


The committees were called for reports, when bills of the fo!- 
lowing titles were severally reported, and, with the accomp 
ing reports, ordered to be printed and referred as her 
stated: 


CLERK OF UNITED STATES COURT, INDIAN TERRITORY. 


By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4186) to regulate the fees o! 
the clerk of the United States court for the Indian Territor) 
to the Heuse Calendar. 











NATURALIZATION LAWS. | 
A bill (H. R. 3799) to amend the naturaliza- | 


By Mr. OATES: 
2 to the House Calendar. 


tion laws of the United States 
SECTION 1058, REVISED STATUTES. 
By Mr. STOCKDALE (adversely): A bill (H. R. 3758 to | 
amend section 1058 of the Revised Statutesof the United States 
oe lating to the Districtof Columbia ordered to lie on the table. | 
Mr. LAYTON. Iam directed by the Committee on.the Judi- 
ciary to make a favorable report on a bill, which report I am 
just preparing. I ask unanimous consent that | may be per- 
mitted to file the report with the Clerk during the day. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will be | 
rmitted to hand in the report during the day. 
AMENDMENT TO REVISED STATUTES, UNITED STATES. 
Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported | 








pe 


back with amendments the bill (H. R. 3981) to amend section 
5391 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (S. 339) to au- 
thorize the Chattanooga Western Railway Company to construct 
a bridge across the Tennessee River near Chattanooga; in'which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of standing commit- 
tees for reports. The morning hour begins at eighteen minutes 
past 12. Without objection, the matter that was up on yester- 
terday from the Committee on Public Lands will be passed 
over until to-morrow, that committee not losing its right. The 
Chair desires to confer with the Committee on Rules on the 
question presented, it being an important question of practice, | 
and there seeming to be no precedent one way or another. With- 
out objection that will go over, the committee not losing its 
right. 

Mr.McRAE. Iunderstand the committee is to be passed with- 
out losing its place on this call. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, of course. 


FEDERAL COURTS IN THE INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The Committee on the Judiciary was called. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [call up from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary the bill (H. R. 140) to provide for a special judge of the | 
the Federal court in the Indian Territory. 

I call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES], who reported this bill, to the fact that the bill ison the 
Union Calendar. I yield the floor to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama. 

The SPEAKER. 
the Union Calendar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

That whenever the judge of the Federal courtof the Indian Territory shall 
be disqualified to sit as said judge in the trial of any cause, or of any plea or | 
proceeding therein on account of any interest in the subject-matter of the 
suit, or on account of being connected or having been connected with said 
suit, or other litigation or suits, invoiving the same subject-matter, in any 
Way as an attorney at law therein, then, and in that event, it shall be the 
duty of the said judge, and he is hereby required to appoint, at the earliest 
practical time, a committee of three impartial attorneys at law in attend- 
ance upon said court, who shall forthwith cnoose some impartial and com 
petent attorney at law to preside as special judge inthe trial and proceedir 
of such cause, in lieu of tue regular judge of said court, and said special 
judge shall have all the powers in such proceedings as exercised by the court 
in the trial of other such causes. 

Sxc. 2. That whenever the parties to any such suit may agree on an attor 
ney at law to preside as such special judge as above provided they shall n« 
tify the court of such agreement, and t 1.e attorney so agreed upon shall pre- | 
side in trial of said suit and all proceedings therein, instead of the regular 
judge of said court. 

SEc. 3, That this act take effect and be in force from and after iis passage 

Ms. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
It will take but a moment todispose of it. It is on the Calendar 
of the Committee of the Who.e House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see how it got onto the 
Calendar of the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It makes no appropriation. 

Mr. OATES. I do not think it ought to have gone to the 

‘ . , e a 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Itinvolves no charge upon the Treasury? 

Mr. OATES. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to have been erroneously referred 
to the Union Calendar. . 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I would like to have the bill read 
agein, as | did not catch the first section. 


It will be called to-morrow. 





The Clerk will report the bill, which is on 
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Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will be satisfied with a 
ment I wi.l tell him what it is in a moment. 
The bill was again read. 


Mr. OATES. The bill involves no charge upon the Treasury, 
|} and there is no provision for compensation. ; 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. It seems to me, from the reading 
of the last section, it puts it in the power of the litigants toagree 
to try by some other person than the judge; and when that agree- 
meni is made, although the judge may be competent to p é 
that discharges the judge and employs another on 
Mr. OATES. I would state to the gentleman that 
was prepared by an attorney of the court, a former member o 
Congre.s. and s*nt to me, and | introduced it. My m 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is personally acquainted with the 
| who is a former law partner of his, and he has been in ¢ 
| spondence with him. He has a letter from the ju sus 
ing an amendment to this bill, and stating tliat ot WwW 
meets his approval. It isan agreed case, will be made to meet 
the approval of the judge, and there is no objection from any} 
source, 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Does that amendment, now sug 
gested, substantially do away with the section to whic er 


Mr.OATES. It is intended to relieve the jud n 
petent by reason of interest or relationship, and provides th 


the parties may agree upon some one instead of him, app ! 
a committee of attorneys, who shall select a special judge to sit 
in his stead. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will you amend the t] 
particular? 
Mr. OATES. I propose to hear the amendment of t entl 
|} man from ‘Texas, and I am going to yield him the floor for the 
purpose of offering the amendment. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Befors that is done, I would like to 
will not this attorney who is employed to act as judge 
some compensation? 
Mr. OATES. There is no compensation provided fi 
bill. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Will not that be a charge on th r ry 
Mr. OATES. No: there is no compe: tion pro 
all, and he can not receive any compensation. unless you provid 
it. I will state to the gentlemanfrom Maine that my exp 
at the bar is that where an attorney is agreed upon. in a « 
where the judge is incompetent to preside in the « .L have 
never known one to make any charge for it at all. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield the tloor to the gentleman from T« 
{[Mr. BAILEY]. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Would it not be well to insert a provision 
to make it certain that no compensation shall be paid: 


Mr. OATES. 


Well, the parties interested there do not m 

to think that is necessary, and made no such suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. The bill should properly be on the House 
Calendar, and will be considered in the House 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Spexker, the judge of the court, in a let 
ter to me, commenting upon the bill, says this 

There is no provision in the bill for an ele mm in case o } 
the judge or his rela‘ionship to the parties. It therefore seems to met 
these last two should be made causes for disqualification, and should | 


provided for in the bill. 

L have drawn an amendment covering the suggestion, b 
fore offering it there occurs to me a very much more 
objection to the bill than that indicxted in the judge's lk r 


The objection which occurs to my mind is this: That the bil 
provides for the election of aspecial judge. Thisspecial judge 
after elected, the bill provides, shall be a judge of the Unit 
| States court. 
In other words, it constitutes him an oflicer of the United 


s. Lsubmit to the gentliemin from Alib:ma that except 


in the manner provided in the Constitution there is no way in 
| which a min can become an officer of the United States. There 
are three methods in which inferior officers of the United St 
may be created. Itis provided that Congress miy by law v« 
the appointment of inferior officers of the United Stites in the 
President alone, or in the courts of liw, or in the heads of a De- 
pirtment, and I submit to my friend from Alabim), thit it is 


not competent for Congress to authorize three atto ‘neys to elect 
n officer of the United Stites. Therefore it occurs to me that 
rither than attempt to amend the bill with thit serious defect 


in the bill might be recommitted to the committee, and re- 
po: ted bick with a provision tht in all cases where the judge 
is disqualified hse should certify that fict to the Attorney-Gen 


eral. who should be required to appoint a special judge, as under 
the Constitution he can be authorized to do. 

Mr. OATES. In reply to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] I will say that the question he rises might be raised in 
the event that the gentleman selected or agreed upon to try acas 
outside of the regular course should undertake to inflict punish- 
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ment for contempt of court. The question might be raised then 
as to his eligibility or as to his competency as a judge, he having 
been selected in this way. But as to his power to preside and 
try the case, no question of that kind could be raised, for the 
reason that even under State laws, where an agreement by the 
parties, or by the attorneys, selects a man to try a legal contro- 
versy his competency is recognized, and even the clerk of the 
court may in some cases select a member of the bar to preside 
and try a case. 

Thus, even where the Constitution requires that judges shall 
be elected by the people, a trial presided over by a judge selected 
as this bill proposes is good, and his judgment is good on the 
principle of arbitration, unless one of the parties raises the 
question of his eligibility and litigates that. By this bill the 
judge is not empowered to elect or select a man to preside in 
his place. He is simply empowered to nominate three practic- 
ing attorneys of the court who may name a man to preside in 
place of the judge. Ido not think it is necessary to recommit 
the bill on account of the technical question raised. 

The bill is agreeable to the judge and to the attorneys out 
there, and there is no probability of any such question being 
raised there. If it were raised, [do not know what would be 
the decision. I know that where the Constitution prescribes a 
articular manner of election or of appointment, or where the 
ow made in pursuance of the Constitution prescribes a particu- 
lar manner of election or appointment, that is the method to be 
pursued, Now, this would be an act of Congress providing a 
means of selecting a — e other than that directed in the Con- 
stitution; but the selection in any case where the parties did 
not raise an objection to it certainly would be good on the prin- 
ciple of arbitration. If the question were raised by either of 
the parties and litigated, it might be that the Supreme Court 
would hold that the judge was not legally appointed. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state, in 
support of the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY], thatin the State of Illinois the practice grew ip at 
one time of the luwyers on either side of a case agreeing that a 
brother lawyer should sit in the judge’s place and try the cz 
and enter judgment. That practice prevailed for quite a con- 
siderable period, until it was brought to the attention of the su- 
yreme court of the State by another set of lawyers who came 
into the trial of a cause on appeal. They directed the attention 
of the court to this point and the court held that the judgment 
was void. 

Mr. OATES. There was no statute providing for the selec- 
tion in that way. 

Mr. HOPKINSof Illinois. There was nostatute providing for 
it, but the order was entered and the judgment rendered by 
agreement of the parties on the arbitration theory of which the 
gentleman speaks, yet the supreme court of Illinois held that, 
under such conditions, the judgment was absolutely void. 

Mr, OATES. Well, the supreme court of my State has held 
just the contrary, that a judgment in such a case is good on the 
principle of arbitration, and I do not see any reason for holding 
the contrary doctrine. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, you put the supreme court 
of Alabama against the supreme court of Illinois. That shows 
that among good judges and good lawyers there is a difference 
of 6pinion upon this point, and while that difference exists it 
strikes me that this bill would be bad legislation. I think the 
idea of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is far prefera- 
ble, that where a case on the calendar of the court is called up 
in which the judge, by reason of his relationship to one of the 
parties or for any other reason, is disqualified to try, he can so 
certify. Under our present law a district judge fromany other 
State or from any other section of the Union can be sent into 
that Territory, and itseems to me that we ought not to go into 
the realm of speculation in a matter of so much importance as 
that which is involved in this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. My. Speaker, replying to my distinguished 
friend from Alabama [Mr. OaTEs], he will permit me to say that 
the power of Congress to pass this particular statute is the very 

question at issue here. I insist that Congress has no power to 

»rovide for the selection of an officer of the United States except 
in the way specified in the Constitution, and whenever it under- 
takes to provide for the appointment in a different way the stat- 
ute itself is no law, the court so constituted would be no court, 
and the judgment rendered by it would be coram non judice, and 
would be no judgment at all. Replying further to the gentle- 
man, he will permit me to say that the court in question has 
jurisdiction of certain crimes, and when a criminal is arraigned 
at the bar, the judge having been his counsel previously, he can 
plead that the special judge elected by these three attorneys has 
no power to try him: and thus, the judge being disqualified by 
this statute if it becomes a law, and the special judge having no 
power to try him, the c-iminal must go scot-free. 
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I submit that it would be quite as competent for Cong)ess to 
authorize three persons to elect a postmaster as to auth 


cote : horize 
three lawyers toelecta judge. This bill affects a court presidag 
over by a friend of mine, who was formerly my law partner, and [ 


ought to state, in justice to myself, that it was presented to the 
House in my absence. Otherwise I would have made this so. 
gestion to the committee. I have drawn an amendment in ao. 
cordance with the suggestion contained in the judge's letter. } 
the point seems to have escaped him, as it did my distinguish, 
friend from Alabama. It is no reflection on either of them. ha 
cause [ know they are both excellent lawyers, and the most ob- 
vious point sometimes escapes the best lawyer. I submit to my 
friend from Alabama that the easiest and the best way out of the 
difficulty is to recommit the bill and let the committee report 
back amended as I suggest. 

Mr. OATES. I admit that in a criminal case the point raised 
by the gentleman might be well made. The principle of arpi- 
tration holds good only in civil cases where the parties avree, 
Of course, there may be other important considerations in con- 
nection with this question. As I stated arwhile ago, [ intro- 
duced this bill as it was sent to me, and as I[ understood it was 
acceptable to the judge and to the members of the bar. I knew 
nothing about the practice in thatlocality. The gentleman from 
Texas states that the judge, a former law partner of his, desires 
further investigation of the matter. I have noobjection to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Move to recommit the bill, and then we can 
perfect it. 

Mr.OATES. Iam perfectly willing that the bill shall be 
committed for further examination. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on the Judiciary. The Chair hears no 
objection, and it is so ordered. 

REGISTRY OF VESSELS, ETC. 

Mr. MALLORY (when the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce was called). I call up the bill (H.R. 101) to 
amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended so as to read as follows: 


‘Sc, 4131. Vessels registered pursuant to law, and no others, except such 


=e 


i+ 
Av 


re- 


as shall be duly qualified, according to law, for carrying on the coasting 
trade and fisheries, or one of them, shall be deemed vessels of the United 
States, and entitled to the benefits and privileges appertaining to such ves 
sels; but they shall not enjoy the same longer than they shall continue to 
be wholly owned by citizens and to be commanded by acitizen of the United 
States. And officers of vessels of the United States, including engineers 
and assistant engineers of all steam vessels, shall in all cases be citizens of 


the United States.”’ 


Mr. MALLORY. I ask that the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. MALLORY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was re 
ferred the bill (H. R. 101) entitled “A bill toamend section 4131 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States,’ having carefully considered the same, re- 
spectfully report and recommend the passage of said bill, with the following 
amendment: 5 

After the words “United States,” in line 16 of the bill, insert the following 

viz: 
“ Provided, however, That in cases where on a foreign voyage, or on a voyage 
from an Atlantic to a Pacific port of the United States, any such vessel is, 
for any reason, deprived of the services of an officer below the grade of mas- 
ter, his place, or a er caused by the promotion of another officer to 
such place, may be supplied by a person not a citizen of the United States 
until the first return of such vessel to its home port; and such vesse! shall 
not be liable to any penalty or penal tax for such employment of an alien 
officer.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment just 
read as a part of the report of the committee. 
Mr. MALLORY. I ask the Clerk to read a letter on this sub- 
ject from the Supervising Inspector-General. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF SUPERVISING INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF STEAM VISSSELS, 
Washington, D. C., September 22, 159° 
Sir: Ihave the honor to return herewith copy of bill 101, House of lepre- 
sentatives, to amend section 4131, Revised Statutes, referred to this oflice 
“for report upon the portion of the within bill relating to engineers and 
assistant engineers.” i 
The amendment referred to is found in the following words: ‘including 
engineers and assistant engineers of all steam vessels, shail in all cases be 
citizens of the United States,”’ to be added tosection 4431 Revised Statutes, as 
such section read before it was amended by the act of Congress approved 
June 26, 1884, ‘An act to remove certain burdens on the American merchan 
marine and encourage the American foreign carrying trade;’’ which latter 
amendment would be og ogee should H. R. bill 10! become law, which 
amendment itself is held by many prcpens as accomplishing all that is 
sought to be obtained in the proposed bill, namoly, recognition of licensed 
engineers of steam vessels as “ officers "’ of such vessels. a 
here can be no question, I think, that under the laws authorizing the 
licensing of officers of steam vessels, sections 4438 to 4452, Revised Statutes, 
engineers are classed, by implication at least, as officers of steam vessels, 48 
much so as are the master, mate, and pilot, referred to in above sections, all 
of whom in the aggregate are referred to therein as officers, without distinc 
tion as to the particular position assiened toeach. Inasmuch, however, as 
it isunderstood an appeal is to Le made to the courts to construe the mean- 
ing of the existing amendment to section 4131, Revised Stacutes, regarding 
its application to engineers as officers of steam vessels, it would seem to the 
Supervising Inspector-General that it would be better not to change the 





isting amendment until the courts shall have rendered a decision upon 
e ounneats when it is possible such decision will obviate the necessity for 
oe enee Should the decision be adverse, this oMce would advocate the 
a ange proposed in the bill now under consideration. 
; The copy of bill is returned herewith. 

Very respectfully, ? 

: JAS. A. DUMONT, 
Supervising Inspector- General. 
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to 
re that engineers and assistant engineers of vessels in the 


requi ; . ° : v8 
chant marine of this country shall be citizens of the United 


mere 


Oe DINGLEY. In other words, you propose to include in 
the list of officers engineers who have not heretofore been in- 
cluded. 
ecognized as officers? 
tha 
Officers of vessels of the United States shall in all cases be citizens of the 
(United States 

Since that provision of the Revised Statutes was enacted, there 
been legislation on this subject in the act of June 24, 1884, 
alluded to in the letter of the Supervising Inspector-General. 
But last year the Secretary of the Treasury, in the case of the 
two steamers City of Paris and City of New York, ruled that 
this section of the Revised Statutes which I have just read did 
not apply to engineers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, 
include engineers. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; and since that time, as I under- 
stand, the Treasury Department has adhered to that ruling. 
The resultis that although for many years past it has been con- 
sidered as the rule that engineers, like masters and mates, should 
be citizens of the Wuited States, the door is now open to foreign- 
ers of ull countries to come here and serve as engineers. The 
amendment proposed by the committee simply adopts the lan- 
age of the act of i884. The provision of that act is as follows: 

All the officers of vessels of the United States shall be citizens of the United 
States except that, in cases where on a foreign voyage, or on a voyage from 
an Atlantic to a Pacific port of the United States, any such vessel is, for any 
reason, deprived of the services of an officer below the grade of master, his 
place, or @ Vacancy c used by the promotion of another officer to sach place, 
may be supplied by a person not a citizen of the United States until the first 
return of such vessel to its home port; and such vessel shall not be liable to 
any penalty or penal tax for such employment of an alien officer. 


has 


that the word ‘‘officers” did not 


ru 
nh 





[ submit, Mr. Speaker, that if it is considered by the House | 


desirable that engineers of our merchant-marine service should 
be citizens of the United States this bill is necessary. 

Mr. LOUD. 
an amendment striking out the word ‘‘ home”, and inserting the 
word ‘‘American” before the word ‘‘ port”. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would be better to have the bill read 
“port of the United States” rather than ‘‘American port”. 

Mr. MALLORY. Iam perfectly willing to accept that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This bill, as originally introduced, was evi- 
dently copied from the Revised Statutes, forgetting the provi- 
sions of the act of 1884, and the proposed amendment is simply 
to place these officers on the same footing with the statute as it 
exists to-day in regard to other officers. What is done by the 
bill is to include simply in the list of officers of American vessels 
who must be citizens the engineers. 

Mr. MALLORY. And assistants. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Up to the present time it has been held by 
the Department that captains and matés only were the officers 
withing the meanin of the law. But now, in consequence of 
the trouble arising with the steamships Paris and New York, 
where the engineers were foreigners—— 

Mr. MALLORY. And still are. 

Mr. DINGLEY (continuing). And the law did not except 
them. The intent of this bill is simply to include the engineers 
in the category with other officers of our vessels who must be citi- 
zens, and | think they ought to be included. 

Mr. MALLORY. The assistant engineers are also included. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, I do not know as to that. 

Mr. MALLORY. They render the same service as the chief 
engineers, 

Mr. DINGLEY. However, I do not think there would be any 
difficulty about that. It will be remembered that when the 


As the law now stands, simply captains and mates are | 


Mr. MALLORY. The provisions of the Revised Statutes is | 


If the gentleman wili permit I would like tomove | 
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City of Paris and City of New York came under the American | 


flag the old engineers, who had been on the vessels when under 
the British flag, being so thoroughly acquainted with the ves- 
sels, it was not thought advisable to make any change for the 
time being. Butas I understand it the assistant engineers were 
‘ppointed—the new men—as American citizens. But I think 
sufficient time has elapsed for this to apply, so that I do not see 
any objection to it. 

Mr, MALLORY. 


, Nc I ask a voteon the amendment as modified. 
The HPRAKER. 


The Clerk will report the modification. 


| 


| transfer the Morris Island life 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 23, page 2, strike out the words “its home port,’ and insert 
port of the United States.”’ 


The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


any 


| third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 


third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. MALLORY, a 
last vote was laid on the table. 


motion to reconsider the 


LEAVE ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent indefinite leave of absence was granted 
to Mr. COUSINS, on account of important business. 


OF 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, MORRIS ISLAND, SOUTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. BRAWLEY, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, called up for consideration the bill (H. R. 9) to 
saving station, near Charleston, 


S$. C., to Sullivans Island. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This bill is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BRAWLEY. Itis on the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis true: but the bill should be on the 


» of 


on the stut 
i 


Calendar of the Committee he Whole Hous 
the Union, inasmuch as it involves an expenidit 


ot 


Mr. BRAWLEY. I ask to consider it in the House as in 
committee. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let it go to the committee. 

Mr. BRAWLEY. Then | move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committes the 
Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. RICHAR of 
Tennessee in the chair). 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he b 
authorized to transfer the Morris Island life-savir station, near ¢ 
ton, S. C., to Sullivans Island, and for this purpose nay eith the 
present station buildings to be removed toasuitable nSu und 


or new buildings to be erected thereon, as shall appear for the be sts 
of the Government. 
Mr. BRAWLEY. lILask for the reading of the report, whic 
will explain the object of the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Report (to accompany H. R. 9 
The Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 9) totransfer the Morris Island lif ving station, near 
Charleston, S. C., to Sullivans Island, report the same back to the House 
without amendment, and with the recommendation that the bill do pass 

The transfer proposed in the bill is, in the judgment of the comr +, not 





merely desirable, but absolutely necessary. Theietterof Hon. S. I. Kimball, 


| General Superintendent of Life-Saving Service, dated September 1893, 
and addressed tothe Secretary of the Treasury, which is made a partof this 
report, indicates this necessity in detail. 

The letter of the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, dated September 19, 
1893, and addressed to this committee, which is made a part of this report, 
indicates his concurrence in the views of Mr. Kimball 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., September 19, 1892. 


Sirk: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of thecommunicationot 


the 13th instant, referring to me a copy of bill H. R. 9, entitled “A bill to 
transfer the Morris Island life-saving station, near Charleston, S.C » Sul- 
livans Island,” and requesting information as to the cost of the proposed 
change and suggestions touching the merits of the bill. 

In reply I would respectfully state that the matter was referr » the 
general superintendent of the Life-Saving Service for his consideration, and 
I transmit herewith his report with my concurrence 

Respectfully, yours, 
C. S. HAMLIN, 
Acting Se ary 
Hon. Gro. D. WISB, 
Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreian Commerce. 
House of Representat 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE GENERAL SUPERINTENDENT LIFE-SAVING SERVICE 
Washington, D September 19, 1892. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the reference of bill H. R. 9. ‘‘to 
transfer the Morris Island life-saving station, near Charleston. S. ©.. to 
Sullivans Island,’’ forwarded by the Committee on Interstate.and Foreign 
Commerce, House of Representatives, for information as to the c« the 
proposed change, and such suggestions as may seen proper tou ng the 
merits of the billand the propriety of its passage 

rhe station referred to was built in the early part of 1885, and its location 
at that time was considered the best that could be selected. Vessels bound 
into and out of Charleston Harbor then had to pass through the main chan- 
nel (see inclosed chart), and were much more lable to strand or meet with 


vecident in the neighborhood of Morris Island than near any other place 


where a station could be located 

Recent harbor improvements, however, have virtually obliterated this pas 
Sage and the swash channel! (see chart) has been dredged out and buoved and 
become the great thoroughfare for the commerce of the port. This renders 
Morris Island almost valueless as a location for the life-saving station, and 
makes its transfer to Sullivans Island a necessity. I think this will be ap- 


parent upon a mere examination of the chart. 
Moreover, in the fall and winter of 1891, an epidemic of malarial feyer at- 
tacked Morris Island which prostrated every member of the station crew, 
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gave the keeper (who does not perform patrol duty), in consequenceof which 
the patrol of the beach, a requisite of vital importance. had to be abandoned. 
The locality still continues to be unhealthy. A sanitary examination of the 
premises has been made by the Marine Hospital Service, resulting m a re- 
port that little can be done to improve the condition of the place except by a 
system of drainage which would be impracticable on account of the expense 
it would involve. 

In reference to the inquiry of the committee as to the cost of the change, 
proposed I would say that some inquiry has been made as to the expense a 
removal of the present building to Sullivans Island would involve, but no 
such careful examination has been had as would enable me to give an esti- 
mate in detail. The keeper of the station, who is a very intelligent man, 
reports as follows: ‘Crouch Brothers, who have done considerable work 
for the United States Engineer Department, and are prominent contractors 
for marine work and wharf building, are of the opinion that the removal of 
the old station would cost more than a new one. Iam also of that opinion 
and would recommend the building of a new one."’ The former civil en- 
ginecr of this service, upon a casual view of the situation, has also expressed 
alike opinion. To erect suitable buildings for a new station at Sullivans 
Island would probably require between $5,000 and $6,000. In this connection 
I would mention that the villageof Moultrieville has already donated to the 
Government very desirable premises for the site of a new station. 


Respectfully yours, 
S. I. KIMBALL, 
General Superintendent. 
The SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Mr. BRAWLEY. I apprehend there is no objection to the 
bill. I move that the committee rise and report it favorably to 
the Louse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee reported that, 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
having had under consideration the bill (OH. R. 9) to transfer 
the Morris Island life-saving station, near Charleston, S. C., to 
Sullivans Island, had directed him to report the same to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

assed. 
® On motion of Mr. BRAWLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the special 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (BH. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States, 

Mr. OATES. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

Mv. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill we have now under con- 
sideration is one of very noe forceand effect. It is one, 
sir, thatreachesall of the interests of thiscountry of a financial or 

ropertychoracter. There is no telling—no proper estimate can 
placed on the great power that can be exercised under the bill 
to retard and impair and to oppress the business interests of the 
country; and the great question we are to determine, whatever 
may be the constitutional power of Congress to enactsuch a law, 
is whether or not it is wise at this time, and under the circum- 
stances and conditions surrounding our people, to exercise that 
constitutional authority. 

The science of statesmanship, in great part, consists in the es- 
tablishment of such institutions 0. government, the inaugura- 
tion of such systems of political economy, the enactment of such 
laws, and the administration of the whole governmental author- 
ity in a manner and at a time as will agree with the conditions, 
the necessities, and the wants of a people—that will advance 
their interests. promote their welfare, and, above all, generate 
and secure their contentment and happiness as individuals and 
develop and engage all the patriotism of good and law-abiding 
citizens. 

Laws in the abstract are not always calculated or capable of 
promoting the general welfare, producing individual content- 
ment, developing the affections of a people towards government, 
or muintaining the peace, good order, and strength of society. 

No law of a procrustean nature can be defended upon any prin- 
ciple of just and wise statesmanship. 

aws must of necessity be of aconcrete application, enacted and 
enforced with regard to the peculiar condition and needs of those 
upon whom they are to operate. 

It isa dogma that overthrows in numerous instances all prin- 
ciples of justice and equity to assert that‘‘ the greatest good to 
the greatest number” should be an infallible rule to guide the 
legislative mind. 

non this misleading dogma is icated that meddlesome in- 
terference of Government with the pursuits, the energies, the 
genius, the industry, and results of human activities, that in 
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the end leads to confusion, depression, and stagnation ; 
enterprises and engagements of human enervies, 

The truth of this statement is made manifest an, 
the fact that the great partof legislative enactments 
ent day isamending, repea.ing, and undoing some en 
some procedure of a former Legislature. 

Paternalism in government is a growing incentiy, 
stimulus in a great part of public administration 

Governmental control, legis!ative direction, and 
tive protection have so entrenched themselves in th 
mind as to arouse the anxiety and so icitude of the 
and patriotic citizen with forebodings for the simpli 
and perpetuity of our free and democratic instituti 

To such an extent has this doctrine of governmen 
ence and paternali-m been carried that many whos 
have been reverently engaged in behalf of the sim 
pendent manhood generated by our republican inst 
the personal freedom and exemptions from official « 
of democratic systems, have resorted to the same n 
same procedure in governmental control and admi 
a means of protecting their own personal inter 
method of vindicating their own self-defense. 

This is fundamentally wrong and hostile to 
principle and procedure. 

Simply because Congress may have the unque 
tutional power to enact laws upon a given subject i 
itself, sufficient to justify legislative action. 

If this isnot true then it would have been wiser, mor 
ical and efficacious to secure public tranquillity, the cont 
and good order of the citizen and quiet of differen 
that all the provisions of the Constitution conferri: 

Congress should have been self-executing. 

Wise laws, and such as promote ths public welfare 
general good, and advance the individual happiness 
ways be suggested by the wants, needs, and condit 
community. 

If the circumstances surrounding and controlling so 
not vindicate legislative enactments as wise, beneficen 
necessary, then their justification can not be defended an 
= simply because there is power in Congress to ena 
aws. 

Mr. OATES. I agreewith my friend entirely up to that 
Now the question is whether a bankruptcy law is or is: 
essary. 

Mr. DENSON. I shall annihilate that idea, Mr. C 
inafew moments. [Laughter.] I say that with the p 
est respect for my very special friend and colleague. 

The true principles of free government, and of De. 
doctrines, are that each and all men shall engage all t) 
ulties, employ ail their energies, and pursue their hap 
and enjoy all the fruits of such engagements and pursui 
ited only by the restriction that he shall prosecute his e: 
ments, employments, and pursue ‘is happiness in such 
as not to infringe upon another engaged in like employ: 
and pursuits. 

Congress has the express authority conferred upon it by th 
Constitution to enact a bankrupt law, and to establish al! th 
means and instrumentalities having regard to its constitutio: 
20wer that its wisdom may suggest as necessary to carr 
ae into operation. 

But the question is, is it wise, is it good statesmanship 
Congress to exercise such constitutional authority at thi 
ticular time? 

For a correct sulution of this proposition we must asce 
the wants, needs, and conditions, as well as all the circums: 
surrounding all our people of every business and locality. 

Although we may discover that the greatest number ! 
benefited by such a law, yet we must go further and inves! 
if the enactment of such a law may not be more detriment 
the minority than good will result to the majority from it. 

Because of the natural surroundings, climatic influenc 
differences, opposing interests, and conflicting pursuits 
dustries differentiating our people and their business ne 
ties, this Federal Government of ours should be administ 
such a spirit of compromise toward all our varied and v. 
interests, pursuits, and local differences that the princip|es ‘ 
eternal and everlasting justice and humane precepts my ) 
meted out, surround, and be enjoyed by each and every individu 

I maintain if, after making the investigation into the cm 
tions and surroundings of the people in each of the loc:li' 
our broad and expansive country, it shall be ascertained t) 

reater and more serious detriment will accrue to the minor’: 
Sen vse of such enactment as will overbalance the benelici 
sults that will be gained by the majority, then good statesmans 
suggests that such law should not be enacted and such const!' 
tional authority exercised. 
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The question is, are the majority better prepared and abler to | by the Republicanand Democratic parties. The bankruptc) 


suffer the temporary losses and only submit to present incon- 


yeniences that result to them because of the 


ships that may accrue to them because of the existence of such 
laws? feat: se 

if the solution of the question is that the majority are 50 situ- 
ated. then justice and equity demand of the lawmaking power 
that it withhold the exercise of its power and refrain from the 
enxctment of such laws. ! 

We must remember in this instance, if we refuse to enact this 
bankrupt law we do not take away any right the creditor hasor 
any procedure he had in contemplation at the time he entered 
into the contract with the debtor, by which he would secure and 
collect his claim. 

We take nothing away from him; the State tribunals are still 
open to him with all necessary machinery tosecure hisdebt. If 
he is vigilant and does not sleep over his interests there is more 
protection and security to him in the State tribunals than in the 
Federal bankrupt court. 


This statement is authorized and made manifest by the ex- | 


perience and action of the past, in repealing each and every 
bankrupt law Congress has ever enacted, and allowing them to 
exist but a short duration, because the ends proposed to be 
reached, the purposes desired to be subserved, and all expecta- 
tions hopedto be realized were thwarted and never materialized. 

This Government has existed neara hindred and twenty years, 
and during all this long period we have had three bankrupt 
laws, and the aggregate time of the existence of all three has 
been only fourteen years. AndI state here, none of them was 
enacted by a Democratic Congress or approved by a Democratic 
President. 

Mr. OATES. Is itnot time for us to begin? 

Mr. LANE. Not to begin that kind of work! 

Mr. DENSON, Ithink net under the present surroundings, 
as my speech will demonstrate. 

Mr. OATES. IfI had been a member of Congress I should 


absence of such | 
laws than the minority are to bear the ills and endure the hard- 
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have recorded my vote against each of the laws which the gen- | 


tleman has mentioned, according to my understanding of them 
afterexamining them. This bill now under consideration does 
not contain the provisions which made those laws odious, and is 
infinitely superior to any of then. 

Mr. DENSON. 
to this whole country, and my experience and acquaintance with 


[ have no doubt my friend desires to do good | 


him for thirty years has convinced me that his desire has ever | 
been to do right, and that his heart is in the right place, ex- | 


cepting only whatever criticism may attach upon this bill. 
satisfied that the gentleman is actuated by the highest princi- 
ples of statesmanship and a desire to do good to our whole 
country. 


There has never been any advocacy of such a law from any or- | 


ganized Democratic lawmaking power. Hach and all the Fed- 
eral bankrupt laws that have existed in this country were en- 
acted by a political party that partook of the doctrines more or 
less of Alexander Hamilton's views of government. 

The first bankruptcy law was passedin 1800. That wasapproved 
by John Adams. It was repealed in two or three years. The 
next law we had was ore in 1841, I believe, and approved by 
John Tyler, who was elected by the Whigsand who went astray, 
as the Whigs said, on the vetoing of the national-banklaw. The 
next bankruptey law was enacted by a Republican Congress and 
approved by Andrew Johnson, who was elected by the Repub- 
licans, but who deserted them and claimed to be a Democrat. 
That is the history of the passage of bankruptcy laws from a 
party standpoint. 

The parliamentary history of our country shows that bankrupt 
laws have ever been matters of distrust and dissatisfaction to the 
Democratic party, and when found on the statute book have been 
repealed from the force of sentiment generated by Democratic 
criticism and opposition. 

From these historical facts, if there were no other objections 
to the bill, 1 would, as a Demecrat, pause and hesitate a long 
time before I would give my assent to any bankrupt law. 

From the history and tenets of the Democratic party and 
from our parliamsntary history the inference is clear and the 
logical and natural conclusion is true that the thought and ex- 
perienve of the past condemns all bankrupt legis! ition by Con- 
gress, and that State tribunals and procedure are more conserva- 
tive of the public good and beneficial to individual! interests. 

_ There is noimpairment of the rights of the creditor, and noth- 
ing is denied him, by refusing to enact this bill into law that 
the experience of the past recommends for his interest and ad- 
vantage; but, on the contrary, such expericnce and trials of the 
past condemn as injurious to him and deleterious to the general 
good the enactment of a bankrupt law. 

There has been a concensus of opinion upon this proposition 


[am | 
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of 1867 was repealed at the instance and suggestion of Presid 
Grant in a message, and aft rument made by both Dem 


“able ar 
rratic and R tblican m o 3 +t mNnNN rat } 
ocratic and tveypublican members lnsisiing upon repeal. 





Bankrupt laws are practically « part of the commercial lay 
and are not adapted to or needed in an agric val country. 

The fact that such laws have existed and are now in existence 
in England, affords no reason or justific ition to place such alaw 
upon the American peopic. The conditions, pursuits lus- 


tries of the English people are very different: is. 
Che territory of the British Isles is exceedingly sn 
these United States, there are no such climatic influ 


natural aspects, nor conflicting inter ind p Lit . 
ferentiate their people and place thei: l é confi 
each other. 

The welfare of one locality, the good of one individual 
motes the welfare of every other locality und advances the 
of eve ry other individual. Th y are one< pact body px ‘ 
and justice can be carried to each man’s hey ar I 
ufacturing and commercial people, so mu 30 as to be calle 
island of shopkeepers, traders, and money-lenders. 

W hat agricultural interests are pursued are food productior 
that are diversified and bring in returns at different peri 
during the same year. 

They do not deal on an annual period of credit, but co 


tively a cash system is practiced in dealing with th 


turisits. Hence the debtor class are not the far 
Their bankrupt laws operate neither d 
upon the agriculturists to any very great tent, but th eacl 
and affect almost solely the commercial i jis, and { this 
fact the idea is indelibly impressed upon English jurispruc re 
thatall bankrupt proceedings are a part of the commercial law, 
I will turn now and speak alone as to the condition, need 


wants of my own immediate constituency. 
Ninety per cent of the activities and energies of my « 
ents is employed in the field of agriculture. They are farm 


cotton farmers—a class that is sui generis in domain of ri 
culture. 

No agricultural pursuit, no avocation in the domain of ag 
ture, has anything akin to or like the business of cotton farmin 
Theadvancement of machinery can never benefit a cotton fa 
because it is beyond the domain of the inventive genius « 


man to provide a system and a means by whic 


h cotton can Db 


chopped out and picked. It has got to be done by hand. Th 
cotton farmer's condition, his needs, his wants, his mode of en 
ploying his energies, his system of farming, the pr cts of | 


fields, and the time and frequency of the returns he receive 
his labor is different from that of any other agriculturist o 
farmer in all our expansive and boundless territory. 


[t takes him twelve months to make a crop. He gets but o1 
return. [f that is not sufficient to pay his debt ie cost of 
production—that is a final loss to him of a whole year’s labor. 


‘One by moonlight,” as suggested by my friend from Texas. | 
believe in June, July, and August that you can work prett ll 
in Texas upon the plains. I know that it islightenough toread 
by moonlight, and I suppose my friend read by moonlight in 
that country. 

[trequires the constant and diligent labor of the twelve mont} 
to raise, gather, and market a cotton crop. He gets but one r 
turn a year for his products, and if the price is unremunerati\ 
then he can not recover that loss, but has to submit to it and 
make another crop, a year’s time, to meet the demands the pre 
ceding year placedon him. He is a debto h 
to make his crop. He requires this credit in the beginning o 
the year, andcan not meet and liquidate such debt until he makes 
and markets his cotton, which is the end of the ye 


and must havecr 


This credit is extended to him by the local merchant in the 
| larger country towns, and the smali dealers in the immediat 
community. It is to such farmers the merchants and dealers 


| 


; 





aforementioned sell the most of their goods, and with whom t! 
have the most of their transactions. 


The bulk of the property of my constituents prior to and d 
ing the war consisted of slaves, who were emancipat by tl 
results of the war. 

This species of property composed the earnings of « ant 
tors from prior to the establishment of the F LGov 


down to the day of emancipation. 

The devastations, losses, ani ruins of war came wit 
tinued afteremancipation. Society wasdiso 
n upheaval of all social foundations, labor was destroyed 
mense private debts hung over the people, and there was no cir- 
culating medium leftamong them with which to commence the 
upbuilding of fortunes and the readjustment of domestic affairs. 
The taxgatherer, however, continued his revular rounds, and 
what few landed estates that were left were in the main swept 
away, for the scalawags and carpetbaggers came, as the lice and 


‘wanized, the wis 
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other pestilential scourges of Egypt, and pounced down on the 
body politic and bankrupted every individual and every public 
and private corporaticn and enterprise in the land, disturbing 
society, and brought distrust and discontent to all liberty-loving 
citizens. 

Concomitant with these baneful misfortunes came revolution 
and changes in public administration and juridical systems and 
authority. 

The bankrupt law of 1867, and the demonetization of silver in 
1873, followed in the lamentable train of direful evils just men- 
tioned. A fall in the price of all agricultural products, with- 


— -- 


‘out a corresponding fallin the price of the necessaries of life, 


and a decline in the price of labor, took place, and owing to un- 
equal and unjust financial legislation, and especially the assault 
made upon silver, my constituency are frightfully poor, and in- 
volved in merciless debt. 

I will state to my colleague that I am now commencing with 
my argument to meet the question he so appropriately pro- 
pounded to me. 

These debts are due mostly to the local merchants and secured 
by mortgages upon the homesteads of the debtors, and notes 
waiving allexemptions of personal property subject to payment 
of debts. 

Thus it is at once discovered that my constituency are at the 
mercy of the creditor, his home is in peril, and the personal ef- 
fecte necessary to secure a livelihood are jeopardized. 

l admit that the farmer, the agriculturist, and the wage-earner 
are not embr.ced in the involuntary clause of this bill, but this 
does not relieve them from its baneful effects. They are ina 
painful degree subjected to its merciless ravages.and are made 
the defenseless victims of an expensive, andin my district, of an 
alien and partisan court. 

They being the debtors of the local merchants, who are sub- 
jeet to the provisions of this bill, their homes and personal ef- 
fects will be at once exposed to forced sale, amid the dearth, 
stringency, and contraction of money, the medium of exchange, 
and standard of value. 

Let us consider the condition of the local merchant. He is 
and has been subject to the operation of all the legislation afore- 
mentioned, and to the results of that hellish visitation of the 
carpetbagger that plundered the public treasury, destroyed pri- 
vate substance, and leached his dishonest and gluttonous fangs 
into all that was of pecuniary value in our land; and what he 
could not carry with him in his ignoble flight he befouled it with 
his harpy-like touch, and made it useless and unprofitable. 

The local merchants had for their customers the farmers, who, 
as before shown, commenced to fail in ability to pay, yet with 
increasing necessity for goods and for credit. he merchant 
was his personal friend, maybe his old army comrade; if not, a 
catholic philanthropy that should actuate every noble soul in- 
cited him, and as a matter of human kindness he continued to 
advance necessaries to the oppressed farmers and laborers, until 
he found himself embarrassed and unable to go further. He 
secured his claims by waive notes and mortgages on the home- 
steads of the farmers. 

Having a you with his fellow-citizen and fellow-man in 
his misfortunes, he has extended the time of the payment of the 
notes and mortgages due him from the farmers, looking forward 
to the near future when the Democratic party would come into 
the control and administration of the Federal Government, and 
the financial system and practices of the Republican party would 
be overturned, and the same rehabilitated so as to meet the ne- 
cessities of the farmers and laborers, the sons of toil, and that 
silver would be restored as a money metal along with gold, as 
provided in our Constitution, andas practiced by our Democratic 
fathers and leaders for sixty years prior to the war, when they 
had control of the Government; that is so forcibly and perspicu- 
ously set forth in the last Democratic platform, so faithfully 
promised by each and every candidate for office, all public speak- 
ers, and Democratic journals in the land. 

One of the clauses of that Democratic platform is to stop the 
**hammer of the sheriff” on the mortgagesof the people. That 
has been ridiculed by the Republican press, and here we have, 
comisg here and originated in a Democratic House, from a Dem- 
ocratie source, a bill inaugurating the crucial performance of 
the sheriff’s hammer, with silver demonetized and destroyed. 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Does my friend deliberately tell this 
House that the policy of the Administration will demonetize sil- 
ver and eliminave silver from the circulation of the country? 

Mr. DENSON. Yes; most solemnly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. You say that is true? 

Mr. DENSON. You will have to hunt some Cassandra. That 
is an enigma with the Democrats. The White House has not 
determined what it wants. It has declined one proposition. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I put the question to my friend, do you 
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now tell the country and tell this House that it is the o) 
and purpose of the Administration, of those Democrats wh,’ 
supporting the Administration, to eliminate silver from , 
culation? 

Mr. DENSON. Asan humble citizen, as an humble mem) 
of this House, according to my own conscientious jude tone 
formed upon the facts presented, I say: Yes. Is that distines 
— plain enough for you? [Loud applause on the Demoepatia 
side. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I have nodoubt in my own mind but what 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman act will be uncondition. 
ally repealed, ultimately. 

Mr. DENSON. Why? 

Mr. PATTERSON (continuing). And I predict now, that jf jt 
is, that not one dollar of the silver of this country will 
inated from our circulation, but it will be retained in ow, 
lation, and retained on a parity with gold. 

Mr. PENCE. But there will be none added. 

Mr.BLAND. Will the gentleman from Alabama permit me? 

Mr. DENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. It remains in circulation like greenbacks, to pe 
redeemed in gold. It is virtually, as money, demonetix: 
the gentleman from Tennessee can not deny it. [App 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Well, then, I understand my friend 
Missouri to admit that notwithstanding the purchasing c 
the Sherman act may be unconditionally repealed, that 
ume of silver circulation will remain just as it is, the m 
the people. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I do not admit any such thing 
The bill that demonetizes silver, called the repeal bi 
further than that. It reénacts the provision of the : 
law that all the silver shall be redeemed in gold. [App 
the Democratic side. | 

Several MEMBERS. Yes, that is it. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Ido not so understand; but I do admi 
that it is the policy of the Administration to retain every « 
of silver now in circulation on a parity with gold. 

Mr. BLAND. It proposes to retain the greenbacks in the sim 
way, by redeeming them in gold. You simply make silver t 
same as greenbacks, instead of making it standard mon nd 
if that is not demonetization Ido not know what itis. {Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DENSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, my friends have had 
little family quarrel; and I just ask my amiable friend from 
Tennessee a question. Do you not know that the Wilson act i 
a direct rescript of the Sherman bill, introduced in the Senat 
in the last Congress, to repeal merely the purchasing clause of 
the bill, and you a Democrat voting for a Republican measure? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Oh! 

Mr. DENSON. I will read it, and I will submit it to the in- 
telligence and information of this House. But I have got the 
bill there in my desk. You here, asa Democrat, professing to 
stand upon the Democratic platform, voting for a Republican 
measure to repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman law! 
There are the two bills; take them and read them; and t/e only 
difference is that the Sherman law, introduced by Senator S1/rR- 
MAN, a Republican Senator, is far better for the welfare and the 
interest of the people than the Wilson bill. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Iam doing another thing. I am voting 
for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act, in 
se of the declaration of the national Democratic plat- 
orm. [Cries of ‘‘Oh!” on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BRYAN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the 


floor. 

Mr. DENSON. I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Task the gentleman to point to the plank in 
the Democratic platform which ever asked for the repeal of the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman act, and [ask him further, 
whether he is in favor of the repeal of the whole Sherman law 
as the platform demands? 

Mr. PENCE. Oh, that iscruelty! [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. My understanding of the Chicago plat- 
form is that it demands the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman act. It does not use that language; it says the Sher 
man law, but that has reference to the purchase of silver bu iion 
and — up in the Treasury. 

Every Democrat in this land knows that the thing that the 
Democratic party was attacking at Chicago was the purcliase of 
silver bullion and piling it up in the Treasury of the United 
States. Now, I desire to sayin this connection thatI have never 
been and am not now in favor of the demonetization of silver, 
but I am willing to admit that it is by gold, by the gold reserve, 


ir Cir. 


er 


ratic 





Se 


a 


1893. 


that silver is maintained on a parity with gold. I say further- 
more, that the real issue before Congress now is this: Whether 
we are to have the single gold standard in this country or the 
single silver standard, and | maintain, and those who believe 
with me maintain, that if you continue the purchase of silver 
bullion and continue to pile it up in the Treasury as we have 
heen doing for the past two or three years, it will ultimately 
break down the Treasury reserve and precipitate this country to 
the single silver standard. 

That is the opinion and the judgment of Democrats who be- 
lieve as I do, and our object is not to eliminate silver from the 
circulation of this country; our object is not to demonetize the 
silver we have got. Our object is to stop the purchase of silver 
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| wives, and children, and yet retain their humble homes, a 


bullion and to maintain the present standard of exchange, the | 


present standard of value, and to hold our silver on a parity with 
that standard. That is the purpose and the objectof the Demo 
crats who believe as I do, and I do not want it to go out to the 


country that we are in favor of the destruction of the silver that 


we now have in circulation, because that is not our object 

Mr. BLAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I[ will ask the gentleman 
whether he has not admitted everything I said, ,viz, that he 
wants to continue the gold standard in this country? 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to reply to my friend from Mis- 
souri, who has asked that question. 

Mr. DENSON. How pleasant it is for brethren to dwell to- 
vether in unity! [Laughter.] 

Mr. PATTERSON. Just one word more, Mr. Chairman. | 
want to say to my distinguished friend-from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] that when the resumption act went into effect on the 
ist of January, 1879, this country was on the gold standard, and 
it has been at the gold standard from that day to this, and the 
question which now confronts the country is whether or not we 
shall retain that standard, holding silver and Treasury notes 
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expense of the unfortunate debtors and deliver it all over to the 
money power and the gold advocates of the country. 

The Constitution, the Congress, and the courts must be em- 
ployed post haste to speedily dispossess the unfortunates and de- 
pendents of the land of the little substance left from the burden- 
some and exhausting effects of unfair and unjust legislation, and 
with which they can at best and under most favorable conditions 
eke out only a scant and penurious living for themselves, their 
i de- 
liver it over under the form of cruel and harsh laws into the pos- 
session and ownership, at less than one-half its value, to the 
money class, the opulent, the haughty, the proud, the insolent, 
and unfeeling. 

If this bill becomes a law, it shall go into effect in six months, 
and then the cruel and excrucisting process of wicked and in- 
solvent oppression of my unfortunate and helpless constitiency 
will commence 

The humble homes and few acres of the honest, hard-working, 
the sturdy and patriotic farmers and laborers will be seiz.d, the 
occupants dispossessed and turned out homeless and defenseless 
upon the generosity of an already exhausted and depleted com- 
munity. 

As though inspired by the voracious and ravenous instincts of 
the stealthyand cunning jackal tokill and devour its crouching 
prey, the bill dcclares that all appeals shall be returnable in ten 
days to the appeilate court, thus giving precedence to bankrupt 


proceedings over all other interests. HRobberies and destruction 
of the public tre isury and public property may take place, citi- 


zens may be despoiled of their homes by the strong arm of the 
lawless, yet the public and individual interests must be set aside 


| that the rapacious creditor may strip the carcass of an unfortu- 


and greenbacks on a parity with gold—whether we shall mvin- | 


tain that, or whether, under these conditions, the country shall 
be driven from that standard to the single silver standard. 

Mr. BLAND. That is, you are opposed to bimetallism. 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, I think that in the month of 
August last my friend from Tennessee [Mr. PATTERSON; took 
an hour or more to have a crack at the silver question, but it 
seems that he is not satisfied with his effort on that occasion, 
and he comes here now in the ides of October and tries to inject 
a silver speech into a debate ona bankrupt law. [Laughter.] I 
am satisfied, sir, that every man who voted as he voted here 
upon that silver question will need more than sixty days tc ex 
plain to his constituency the justice of that vote. 1 donotblame 
my friend from Tennessee for trying to inject speeches on every 
occasion in vindication of that Sherman repeal bill, and of his 
vote upon that act which so terribly murdered the financial we! 
fare and interests of my constituency. 

Now, Mr. Chairman. I will resume the thread of my remarks. 
But alas! all these faithful promises to observe the former con- 





nate debtor, and deprive unfortunate and helpless women and 
children of their homes and mens of sustenance. 

Insolvent, as applied to a person under this bill, means that 
his property is not suflicient in amount at a fair valuation to pay 
his debts. (Section |, subdivision 15, page 3.) 


W hat fair valuation means must be determined of course by 
the debtor or the court. Here is room for the most wide and 
varied conclusions and mostdifficult of correct solution. <A defini- 


tion of this phrase has been perpiexing to the judicial mind for 
years, as we are informed by decisions as to the value of land 
taken under the law of eminent domain. But in the phrase un- 
der this law it is even more difficult of solution. 

Under the authoritiesas to value under the condemnatory pro- 
ceedings of eminent domain the value is not considered as ata 
forvedsale, but must be considered as a voluntary sale, and when 
one canextend time and make conditions so that the sale may be 
consummated as to yield the largest price possible to the seller. 

Such construction can not be placed upon the phrase in this 
bill, the definition is not so liberal, it is more limited and cir- 


| cumseribed. 


stitutional and Democratic attitude of silver have become as | 


apples of Sodom, ashes upon our lips, and for those eager prom- 
ises of relief upon which the honest farmer and sturdy laborer 
went to the ballot box and cast his vote and placed the Demo- 
cratic party in complete control of this Government we are 
offered the Torrey bankrupt bill, the most crushing and damna- 
ble instrumentality to oppress the farmers, laborers, debtors, and 
small dealers of my section that the avarice, the greed, and the 
soulless cupidity of a Shylock could suggest. 

Mr.OATES. Mycolleague doesnotchargethatI have brought 
forward this bill in lieuof the other promises or pledges made to 
the party at the last national convention? 

Mr. DENSON, Oh no. 

Mr. OATES. Because, as he knows, I reported this bill and 
advoeated it long before the convention at Chicago met and 
adopted the last national platform. 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to make any 
charge against any member of this House in my remarks upon 


i acquit my colleague [Mr. OATEs] of all partnership, of all con- 
nection with this bill outside of his legislative duty. 

= OATES. My legislative duty to all classes of honest peo 
ple, 

Mr. DENSON. The Torrey bankrupt bill is the substitute 
offered for all the pledges and promises of financial relief and 
‘id made to my people. I will not accept it for them, neither 
indeed will they accept it for themselves. [Applause.} Letus 
now examine some of the provisions of this bill. Strange, indeed, 
itis; a bill that would be more appropriately named toemasculate 
the energies and enterprise of the small merchants of the land, 
and confiscate their little property and the small remnant in the 
possession of the farmers and laborers, and collect the same at the 
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A merchant or trader must meet his obligations within thirty 
days. See section 2a, subdivisions 2 and 6, page 5; subdivisions 9 
and 10, page 6. 

You see that question of insolvency comes upon every local 
dealer, every small merchant, in every aspect of his day’s duty 
and of his day’s business. He has to keep in his mind a constant 
and exact idea of what his property will sell for on that day, and 
for thirty days thereafter, in order that he may not be hurled 
into bankruptey by some petitioning creditor, and God has never 
yet made a man so gifted that he could make that estimate on 
each and every day with any degree of accuracy. There is no 
man who has been so gifted by God that he can make an esti- 
mate of this sort every day; it is a moral and mental impossi- 
bility. Yet gentlemen come here and in advocacy of the rights 
of creditors seek to impose on the people of this country a bill 
with such clauses in it as that. 

It is clear, then, that the “fair valuation” as used in the bill 
must unquestionably mean a cash sale, and at any time, whether 
the owner desires to sell or not, as the very bill itself calls for « 


c | daily value in view of certain conditions of the debtor. 
this bill, or in any other speech that I ever expect tomake here. | 


| exceed his assets, on account of the depression in the money 


| 
| 


| 


If during any term of thirty days the liabilities of the debtor 
mar- 


ket and the dearth of currency—even though his property may 
be worth 10 to 1 as compared with his liabilities—yet under this 
bankrupt law he can be put into bankruptcy. Why? Because 


a ‘fair valuation” means in this case a cash valuation. 
i say there is in the bill an engine of oppression to which the 
most honest, the most prudent, the most careful citizen of this 


| land, though he be gifted with sublime powers, almostapproach- 


ing omnipotence, may be subjected to bankruptcy on account of 
his inability to meet the demands and exaction of this clause of 
the bill. 

And the debtor must determine this matter in the first in- 
stance for himself, because the presumption of integrity, the 
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presumption of honesty is as strong as the presumption of inno- 
cence. Suppose a man makes an error, makes it honestly; yet 
there is no equity, no flexibility in thisstatute. Ifaman makes 
a mistake and in view of the depressed condition of finances his 
property under this thirty-days provision will not meet his com- 
mercial obligation, he is hurled into bankruptcy, Ido not care 
how honest he may be. 

To avoid being petitioned a bankrupt the debtor must always 
have property that he can realize on in thirty days, funds with 
which to discharge his obligations. 

Thess clauses are inhibitions upon the business acumen, en- 
ergy, and legitimate trading of the very shrewde stand most sa- 
gacious men in the country. 

It will be discovered at once that too great and too oppres- 
sive power is placed in the hands of the creditor class, it puts 
the debtor and his property under the control of the creditor. 

This is but another means, another instrumentality to be set 
on foot, in connection with the demonetization of silver, to put 
the property and personal liberty of the citizen under the con- 
trol and direction of the money and creditor classes. 

It places all business of the country under the supervision of 
the wealthy, or those who have more or less capital. 

The energies and capabilities of all the young and vigorous 
men and enterprising capacity are placed in a state of perilous 
and embarrassing condition. 

Capacity without money must be banished from the commer- 
cial world, or so embarrassed as to yield nocommensurate profit. 

Mr. OATES. Although he is insolvent, still he may be re- 
stored by a discharge? 

Mr. DENSON. Yes; provided he is insolvent under this idea 
of a ‘fair valuation.” 

Mr. OATES. But the gentleman admits that that would be 
a question to be decided by a court or a jury, if the defendant 
desired it. 

Mr. DENSON. That is the ultimate decision; but I say that 
the debtor himself has got to pass upon that question, in view of 
his condition and circumstances. It is he who is to determine 
this question in the first place. Suppose he acts honestly, fairly, 
justly, desiring the equal interest of all his creditors, yet that 
does not save him from judgment. Action may still be taken 
against him. I say that, in this way, the presumption of hon- 
esty is overturned, trust in human integrity is destroyed. 

Opportunities, unless backed by cash, must be declined, and 
the young and capacious must be dwarfed in all enterprise. 

Honesty, credit, and capability must be circumscribed by the 
reflecting sheen of the gold dollar. 

If the debtor fails for thirty days to meet his commercial pa- 
per, he is liable to be hurled intoa bankrupt court, his property 

uestrated, all business arrangements overthrown, and all 
hopes blasted. 

Suppose this bankrupt law had been in force from Ist of January 
last to the present hour, with this terrible, cruel, and destruc- 
tive panic upon the country, what would have been the result? 

The property of the debtors would have been thrust into the 
bankrupt courts, as not one of them could have paid his com- 
mercial obligations within thirty days, and no property could 
have been soldor hypothecated by which money could have been 
raised 


The national banks are exempted from thislaw. They lock 
up the money of their depositors, refusing to pay it out to them, 
refusing to meet demands which they are bound to meet in law, 
in justice, and in conscience. If this bankrupt law had been in 
force during our recent financial condition numbers of these in- 
stitutions under its provisions might have been put into bank- 


ruptey. 

Mr OARS, My colleague will nize the reason that the 
national banks are exempted from this law, that they are under 
another law of Congress; are completely subject to Congres- 
sional power. 

Mr. DENSON. I understand that; I am not making any spe- 
cial point upon this. 

Mr. OAT And no corporation can obtain the benefit of 
this act asa voluntary bankrupt, but may be proceeded against as 
an involuntary bankrupt. 

Mr. DE N. Then if the local tribunals are sufficient~are 
all powerful to hold in check these gigantic institutions that 
stretch out their armsfrom the Atlantic to the Pacific, binding 
this ae iron bands—if the State tribunals are sufficient 
to control these corporations, then why, in the name of God, are 
they not competent to control these questions between debtor 
and creditor? The suggestion of the gentleman is an argument 
in favor of letting well enough alone—of ad to our own 
domestic tribunals for the vindication of our rights. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the gentleman allow me a sugges- 


ion? 
Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. The effect of the provision w) 
now discussing is to allow the banks to hold the mon 
debtor, and to allow the creditor to put that debtor int; 
ruptey. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. I will ask my friend from Texas [ Mr. | 
SON], the Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, whet 
ever proposed to include the national banks in the ope: 
this bill? 

Mr.CULBERSON,. Thisisa Republican measure, in{, 
by a Republican in a Republican Congress. When it y 
considered I was not here. In the Fifty-first Congress | 
it. And there was then no complaint that the nation 
had everclosed their doors against their depositors, and » 
to give their creditors the money by which they could pay 
debts. 

Mr. OATES. I wish to say in that connection that I, 
as the gentleman from Texas[Mr. CULBERSON], opposed 
in the Fifty-first Congress, spoke against it, and voted 
it. This bill has been very largely changed since that tim 
the objectionable features which it then had have bee: mi- 
nated from it. I havenever heard yet that my friend from T 
proposes to subject the national banks toa bankruptcy law. \{y 
colleague [Mr. DENSON] supposes that other corporations 
totally exempted from the bill. They are exempted only { 
the benefits of it. They cannot become voluntary bankrup: 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentleman knows that I have ney, 
been in favor of an involuntary provision in a bankruptcy lay. 

Mr. OATES. Lagree to that statement of the gentleman’ 
position; but at the same time he has never proposed to subject 
national banks to the bankruptcy law. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. When you put the ordinary retail mev- 
chant of this country under the provisions of an involuntary 
bankruptcy law, and then permit the national banks who hold 
the merchant’s coin to close their doors and refuse to pay his 
money out to him upon his check, and thereby compel him to 
turn his property over to be devoured by a set of officers ina 
bankruptcy court, it is manifestly unjust, oppressive, and wrong 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. OATES. I wish to say in that conrection, if my friend 
wants to offer an amendment to this bill tosubjees national banks 
to its provisions, I will vote for it. 

Mr. DENSON, Mr. Chairman, such conditious may come 
about at any time as the result of vicious financial legislation, 
and no debtor be at fault morally, legally, or froma business stand- 
— and yet because of the contraction of the currency and 
ocking up depositors’ money and refusing to honor their checks, 
temporary embarrassments overtake the debtor. There is no 
demand or sale of property and no money with which to buy it, 
and the debtor under such condition and the provisions of this 
billcould be petitioned into bankruptcy. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very much pleased with that paragraph 
of my speech. From the remarks of my distinguished friend 
from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and of my colleague from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OaTss], I find them making the same argument, and 
I did not know that they had ever thought about it. It must be 


y of ti 
1 


right. 

inion the present conditions of the business of the country, 
the mone embarrassments surrounding all, and the pros- 
pects that this state will not be relieved for sometime to come, 
no fair-minded and liberal-hearted creditor desires any such law 
as set forth in this bill. 

Usurers, skinflints, and Shylocks alone are so merciless and 
unfeeling as to make any such demand, or ask for any su 
advantage over their fellow-men. 

Under such circumstances I distrust the good faith and s 
cerity of any creditor who will make such exactions upon © 
gress. 

Again, to show what an unjust law it is, even in good time 
and how cruel and selfish the creditor is, the bill requires the 
bankrupt to pay the attorney’s fee for the petitioning credi- 
tors 


Mr. OATES. Out of the estate. I wish to ask my colleague 
right there if the amount is not in effect deducted from the dis- 
tributive share of the creditors? 

Mr. DENSON. Suppose the bankrupt’s estate was able to p:) 
up all the debt excepting the costs and the lawyer’s fees; he would 
lose that under the bill. I am trying to save for my unfortu- 
nate constituents every dollar that they can from the ravages 0! 
this iniquitous bill. 

Section 2, subdivision 4, and now listen to this clause, because 
it is one which is directly contrary to the State legislation whic’: 
affords to oor insolvent debtor the right of exemption——- 

The CHA AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask that the gentleman have leave to 
continue his remarks. 

Mr. OATES. I join in that request. 
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The CHAIRMAN. In the absenceof objection the gentleman 
from Alabama will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DENSON. 
to the committee for its kind indulgence. 
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I am very much obliged to the gentlemen and | allowance must 
| the State 


I was about calling your attention to section 2, subdivision 4, | 


which absolutely forces all claims of exemptions to be tried in 
the bankrupt court. oe 

In Alabama a debtor has got to file a statement of his liabili- 
ties and of his assets. Under the laws of Alabama a debtor de- 
siring to claim the benefitof theexemption laws may atany time 
file his written declaration in the probate court asking such ex- 
emptions to be allowed him. Of course this amounts to a ‘ writ- 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts.” 

This law says that upon a written statement of the debtor as 
to his inability to pay his debt—that is the language of the bill— 
and if he makes any declaration of that kind on the records of 
the country or anywhere else, that is, that he is unable to pay 
his debts, he can be petitioned into bankruptcy. 

According to the terms of this law, if the merchant.or trader 
files such a declaration at once he can be petitioned into bank- 
ruptey, and the bankrupt court, with its distant place of hold- 
ing its session, and its expensive and costly procedure, at once 
seizes such exempt property or has atrial todetermine the right 
and extent of the exemption. Court costsand witnesses’ fees at- 
tending a distant court will exhaust such small allowance. _ 

Again the exemptions must be allotted as authorized by the 
laws of the State ‘‘ wherein tie adjudication is made.” 

Section 5a, page 9, provides that— 

This act shall not affect the allowance to bankrupts of the exemptions 
which are prescribed by the State laws in force at the time of the filing of 
the petition in the State wherein the adjudication is made. 

Now, gentlemen, you will notice that we have here another 
serious objection to the bill which will work great detriment 
and hardship on the poor in this country. The exemptions 


must be allowed by the laws of the State where the adjudication | 


is made. 

Then there is another clause to which I wish to call your at- 
tention. 

Mr. OATES. Does my colleague contend that the costs and 
fees are to be paid out of the exempted property? 

Mr.DENSON. No; of course not. Iamspeaking of the ques- 
tion of the allowance to the debtor of the exempted property, 
not by the court of his own State, but according to the provi- 


sions of this bill the exemptions made according to the laws of | 
Do you catch my | 


the State wherein the adjudication is made. 
idea? Lanticipate my argument a little in this, but I want to 
explain this matter thoroughly asI go. If I, acitizen of Ala- 
bama, for instance, born, reared, educated, living there all my 
life, should be adjudged a bankrupt in New York, under the 


provisions of this bill Iam compelled to claim only the exemp- | 


tions which may be provided by the New York laws, and not 
those of Alabama. 

Mr. OATES. How could you be adjudged abankrupt in New 
York? 

Mr. DENSON. 
might catch my idea. 
tion of my argument, 


I will show you. I interjected that so you 


Now, suppose that New York requires that a man, before he | 


shall be allowed exemption under tre law, shall be a citizen or 
resident of New York. I can not claim it according to the laws 
of Alabama, because the bankruptcy law says the exemption 
must be allowed according to the laws of the State wherein the 
adjudication is made, and I can not claim exemptions under the 
laws of New York because I am not a citizen of New York. 


Mr. OATES. But it says the exemption laws of the State | 


where the bankrupt resides. 


Mr. DENSON. No; my colleague is entirely mistaken. [ | 


have read the exact language. 
Mr. OATES. That State which may be the residence of the 


bankrupt. 

Mr. DENSON. No, sir. Read on and see what exemption is 
meant. 

Mr. OATES. It must be in the State of the bankrupt’s resi- 
dence. 


Mr. DENSON. It does not so provide. 

Mr. OATES. Butit does in another part of the bill. 

Mr. DENSON. No, I have investigated it fully. 

Authority and jurisdiction is conferred on a New York court, 


As I have said, it is a little in anticipa- | 
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domicile within their (the courts) respective territorial jurisd 
preceding six months, or the greater portion thereof 

These provisions utterly defeat the laws of exemptions, as t 
be made by the co according to the laws o 
‘wherein the adjudication is made,” and the adjudi 
cation can be made in any district wherein the bankrupt 
have done business within preceding six months to the tf 
the petition. 

So the bankrupt may have his residence and be a citizen of a 
different State than the one where 
rupt law, then, has the power either to destroy or 
emptions allowed by the States. 

Since this bill is pressed so vigorously a 
time, when financial distress and a money drought are 
ing throughout the land, and the provisions as to exem 
are set forth as in this bill, my suspicions are aroused as t 
whether or not there is not a settled determination of the cred 
class to defeat all exemptions and grab all the debtor has, 
professing to secure all exemptions allowed by the States 

Mr. Chairman, I fear these gift-bearing Greeks: [ am not im 
pressed with the pious purposes of those creditors who offer 
these benevolences, yet have provided an ambuscade to defeat 
them. 

The bankrupt law of 1867 allowed the bankrupt to cluim his 


ma 


ine of 
siness. This banl 


in he did b 


t chan unfa\ ea 


| exemptions according to the laws of the State where the bank 
| rupt was living at the time the bankrupt proceedings werejcom 


' 


| 
| 
| 





| 
| 


menced. 
this bill? 
section? 


That language is plain. 
Why was it notinserted as an independent 


Why did they not use it in 
phrase or 


Mr.OATES. Ifyou wish to make the exchange and adopt 
that language in lieu ofthat used, I will acceptit. That is what 


is aimed at. 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, with no disrespect 
cism of my colleague, I wish to wash my hands of this infamy en 
tirely and have nothing to do with it. [Applause.] 


to or crit 


The exemption laws of the States secure these benefits alon 
to their citizens, and of course one could not claim an exemp 
tion in the State wherein the adjudication as a bankrupt is mad 


unless he was a citizen of such State, although he may do or has 
done business in such State. 

The bankrupt court determines ali claims of exemption to b 
allowed the bankrupt. (Section 17, a, subdivision 9, page t8 

The trustees set apart the bankrupt’s exemptions and rey: 
the items and estimated value thereof tothe court. (Section 17 
line 24, subdivision 11, page 39.) 

These provisions are unconstitutional, because 
volved are of more value than $20, 

I repeat, that that provision giving authority to th 
ruptcy court to settle these exemptions is unconstitutional, be 
cause it does not provide for a jury. The provisions of the bank 
ruptcy law that set out the cases in which a jury may be had do 
not include the exemption laws. The people of my district, my 
unfortunate constituency, are tied hand and foot by this bill, as 


the amount 


| to their sacred rights of exemption and homestead, to the will 


of a judge who is alien to my people and not in sympathy with 
them. 
Now, the Federal Constitution says that in any case 


vx } +} 
W rh ne 


j 
the right of the citizen is taken away, the right to have hisecas 
tried by a jury of his peers is denied him, and is carried to: 


| amount involved is over $20, the right of trial by jury is g 
anteed in a Federal court to every American citizen. Th 
emptions in my State are over $20, and yet there is no prov 

| in this bill for a jury trial. The laws of Alabama provi 

| jury trial to estimate the value of these exemptions, but her 
| 

| 

j 

| 


if I have done business there within six months of the time of | 


the filing of the petition, and the New York court can adjudge 
me a bankrupt, according to the terms of this bill, and thus de- 
feat the exemption law of the State of Alabama. 

Section 17, subdivision 1, page 17, provides that the bankrupt 
court is invested with jurisdiction to 


distant court and put in the hands of a one-man power, which is 

| always an iniquity to an American citizen to whatever party he 

| belongs. 

I say you can not meet that argument by sa; 

| ruptey court is not subject to the proceedings of the co 
law. I know that the Constitution says ‘* proce 
common law.” The bankruptcy proceeding is a com 
proceeding. Bankruptey was known to the common law. T! 
first English bankruptey act was in the reign of Henry VIII, 
and that, under our decisions, is made a part of the common law, 
and, indeed, British statutes become common law in our coun- 
try even down to the reign of Queen Elizabeth, subsequent to the 
reign of King Henry VIIT. 

Subdivision B, section 8, of this bill, page 11, is a most op 
pressive and tyrannical law; if it is not unconstitutional it is 
clearly at war with the genius of our institutions and the spirit 
of American liberty. I wish to read to you that subdivision 
B, section 8: 

The judge may, at any time after the filing of a petition by or against a 
person and before the expiration of six months after he has been adjudged 


a bankrupt, upon affidavit of any party in interest that such bankrupt is 
about to leave the district and that his departure will defeat the proceed- 


ing that a b 
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adjudge persons bankrupt who have done business. resided, or had their | ings therein, issue a warrant to the marshal directing him to b Dg such 
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bankrupt forthwith before the court; if upon hearing the evidence it shall 
appear to the judge that the allegations of such affidavit are true and that 
it ts necessary, he shall order such marshal to keep such bankrupt in cus- 
tody, but not imprison him, until he shall be released or give bail condi- 
tioned for his appearance, from time to time, as required by the court and 
for his obedience to all lawful orders. 


I do not say it is unconstitutional, but it is verging so closely 
upon the line of the genius and the spirit of American liberty 
that I never will lend my vote to the enactmentof any such law. 
It is impairing the liberties of the citizen, and not merely the 
pee son liberty, the right to enjoy property, but the right of 


ness he sees fitand proper. Here, taking up the illustration, 
if he be judged a bankrupt in New York, he may be made to 
remain in New York during the whole pendency in the proceed- 
ings, and under the practice of Judge Bus‘eed in Alabama, it 
may be ten years before he will be discharged, and in the mean 
time he would be compelled to stay there. For me, I would 
want to be with my family; and under such circumstances, hav- 
ing to remain away until a judge of a bankrupt would discharge 
me, when I got home [ might find their hopes blasted, their ex- 
poctations defeated, bankruptcy and ruin surrounding them in 
their old age. [Laughter.| I will never give, under any cir- 
cumstances, my advocacy and my vote to such an infraction or 
infringment of the liberty of locomotion or the personal liberty 
of the American citizen. 

I do not say it is unconstitutional. You may perhaps justify 
it upon the common-law principle of the writ of ne exeat, but that 
does not meet this question. There vou had to have atrial, and 
you could not imprison until there had been a flagrant violation 
of the performance of some duty. This proceeding is to take 
place within the territorial jurisdiction of the Federal court, 
their writs run throughout the United States. While you have 
to submit to the limit of their territorial jurisdiction of the dis- 
trict prescribed in the statute in the commencement of the suit, 
after jurisdiction takes place its writs runagainst parties through- 
out the United States. 

Mr. OATES. Does my friend not know that the purposes of 
ne exeat is simply to retain the party, so as to give his evidence, 
and prevent him from defeating a judicial proceeding on account 
of his absence? 

Mr. DENSON. I confess that, but it is a harsh means to pro- 
cure such a beneficent end as assumed by the creditor class who 
desire this bill to become alaw. What was the rule ne exeat reyno? 
You shall not depart from the kingdom of Great Britain, from 
the broad expanse of the British Isles; but that is preferable to 
the ne exeat initiated in this bill. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. He is here in custody. 

Mr. DENSON. Yes; he is in ey: Under ne exeat regno, 
in the language of the common law, I live in one particular dis- 
trict, the northern district of Alabama, and a man sues me in 
bankruptcy in the southern district, he can force me to reside in 
the southern district, because it says ‘‘ within the district where 
the suit is commenced.” That makes me reside in the southern 
district of my own State, where I do not want to reside. I want 
to get away from the negro population and live among white 
folks. [Laughter.] Now, under that law they could force me to 
live there until the case is determined or give bond, notwith- 
standing that I have not any interest in the southern district, 
that all my interest and business, and all my business relation- 
ships are in the northern district. Yet, under the express lan- 
guage of this bill, you can force me to remain in the southern 
district in tlie custody of the marshal, unless I am able to exe- 
cute an appearance; if Icould not secure such bond I would have 
to remain in custody in the southern district. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Does my friend mean to say that the man 
is compelled te permanently reside in the district until the case 
shall be determined, or does he not admit that he may be re- 
leased on bond and make his appearance from time to time, so 
that during the time he is not wanted in the court he can re- 
side anywhere? 

Mr. DENSON. No, sir; he has to remain in custody of the 
marshal, unless he execute a bond as above mentioned. What 
would be the necessity for this provision if you give that right? 
You can strike it out. I think _ ought to do so. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I would like to hear the gentleman as to 
the portion of the bill where he considers that a man must after 
his arrest permanently remain within the district? 

Mr, DENSON. e shall be in the custody of the marshal.” 
What jurisdiction has the marshal of the northern district over 
2 citizen of the southern district? But the marshal will release 
lim if he can give bail, you say. Suppose he can not give bail; 
then he is to remain in the custody of the marshal, and you tell 
me that means constructive custody? No, sir; it means under 
the control and direction of the marshal every minute until he 
is released by the court. 

Mr. BAILEY. A rich man would be in constructive custody. 


+e 


ocomotion, to go anywhere he pleases, and engage in any busi- | 
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Mr. DENSON. Undoubtedly, because small favors are always 
allowed them, they are able to use the palace car, champ one 
and have gold dollars to pay the porters, but what would become 
of the poor man who had not even a little silver, and the whole 
power of the Government is invoked to deny it to him? [I, 
ter.| Now, I say this, that under thislaw it isa deprivation. 
without due process of law, of the liberty of the citizen. Yo 
need not incarcerate a man in jail to deprive him of his ’, 
If I take my friend [Mr. CULBERSON] on the street and hojq 
| him by force it is false imprisonment and a deprivation of his 
liberty. I shall not votefor a bill of thatclass; never; no. never 
| The boast of American institutions is that this is a country 
governed by laws and not by men. 

To deprive one of his liberty that is guaranteed by all State 
and Federal Constitutions it is not necessary that he should be 
incarcerated in a jail or prison house, but the least detention 
of one contrary to his will and without lawful authority is an in- 
vasion and infraction of the constitutional security of « 
citizen. 

The right of locomotion, of changing situation, or moving one's 
person to whatsoever place one’s own inclination may direct 
without imprisonment or restraint are the very essence of per- 
sonal liberty. 

Upon proof of the matters set forth in section 8, subdivision 
b, and the judge shall deem it necessary, he may order such 
bankrupt into the custody of the marshal, until he shall be re- 
leased or give bond for his appearance. 

This is too great a burden to personal liberty to be left to be 
imposed at the discretion of a judge. 

A man’s home may bein Massachusetts or New Jersey, and he 
may do business in New York, and under the power conferred 
under this section the bankrupt could not lenve New York to 
visit his family, or commence business at his home or elsewhere, 
unless he could give an appearance bond. He can be tied up for 
an uncertain and indefinite time and prevented from using his 
energies and efforts to support himself, his family, or to repair 
his fortune. 

This section puts too small a price upon personal liberty and 
makes it too cheap. I oppose the bill on this ground. 

This deprivation of personal liberty takes place when no crime 
has been committed. It violates the soul and spirit of Magna 
Charta. The great writ of haboascorpusarose from conduct less 
offensive than this, and yet the judges of England annulled the 
king’s verbal order, and restored the drunken and blasphemous 
Jenks to liberty. 

No appeal is given; forced to submit to what a judge may con- 
sider necessary without any statements as to what facts are es- 
sential to establish such necessity. 

Indefinite and unlimited time, remanded to the custody of the 
marshal, and with no means prescribed to have the matter re- 
viewed by an appellate tribunal, or by any court of any kind 
whatever, the judge acts and his determination is final, and per- 
sonal liberty is destroyed. 

Under a statute allowing one to be imprisoned two years on 
the ground of habitual drunkenness, can not be sustained by a 
chamber order.—State v. Ryan, 70 Wis., 676. 

And if there is any member from Wisconsin present, I refer to 
him to the decisions of the courts of his own State that such a 
chamber order was an infraction of the privileges and rights o! 
the citizen, and that it was unconstitutional and void, no matter 
if the Legislature had said thatthe judge might issue it, because 
it was against the very genius of the constitutional provisions 
for the preservation of liberty. 

Mr. Chairman, if this provision of the bill should become a law, 
liberty would be the cheapest and most valueless thing known 
in this country, even below the price of silver. [Laughter. | 

This provision of the statute can not be justified under the old 
writ of ne exeat regno sued out in courts of chancery. 

It appears creditors must be protected in their hopes, their 
expectations, and in their greed, even if personal liberty has to 
be trampled under foot and destroyed. 

Poor and honest debtors must suffer, their enterprises, their 
hopes, and their expectations, their liberty and their freedom 
may be destroyed by legislative enactment, and there is no re- 
dress. It is a false idea that in this day and time it is an act of 
beneficence to take everything a person has, especially the pro- 
ducer, farmer, and laborer, and turn them and their families 
houseless, homeless, and in penury upon the community, that in 
my section can with difficulty and most extreme frugality care 
for itself. 

Mr. OATES. My oe does not insist that any farmer 
would be subject to be adjudged a bankruptotherwise thin upon 
his own petition under this law. He only contends, I suppose, 
that it may affect the farmer because his property may be under 
mortgage or he ey in debt to the merchant, 

Mr. DENSON. y colleague is correct. That is my ergy 
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ment. I donot say that the farmer is subject directly to this 
bankrupt law, but I dosay that for the purpose of his destruction, 
for the annihilation of all his hopes, prospects, and expectations, 








it is just as effectual as if he were; I say that this law reaches | 


him as effectually as if he was nominated in the bond itself, be- 
cause he is the debtor of the local merchant who is to be thrown 
into bankruptcy under this law, and the court has to collect the 
assets of the local merchant, and those assets are the mortgages 
and the waive notes of my constituents. 

There is no surplus for anyone for any purpose. 

Whatever is lost or taken away can not be supplied, as there 
is no money. 

Poverty and misfortune, intensified by unfavorable financial 
and revenue legislation, must bs made more excruciating by 
taking at once what little pittance is left. The liberal exemp- 
tion laws of each State provide sufficiently and benignly for 
unfortunate debtors without the gift of a bankrupt bill from the 
creditors of the country. 

These exemptions, however, are to be destroyed by costly and 
expensive litigation in a Federal court distantfrom the citizen’s 
home, the payment of a large attorney’s fee to protect it: to say 
nothing of the attorney’s fee, the bill requires the bankrupt’s 
estate to pay the creditor’s lawyer for destroying that estate. 

The idea of a bankrupt law was suggested in some part by the 
practice of continental Europe and the ancient common law al- 
lowing the creditor to imprison the debtor and in some juris- 
dictions sell the debtor into slavery to settle his debt. But hap- 
pily for the present there is no imprisonment for debt and no 
slavery, and each State has provided through its exemption iaws 
perfect security for the honest debtor, and relieved him of all 
that depression, mental anxiety, and robbery of his family of the 
fruits of his labor, and fortified that paternal superintendence so 
eloquently referred to by Judge Story and laid down by him as 
the basis of the bankrupt law. 

Judge Story’s eloquence and reasons are beside the condition 
of things at present. 

To charge that the State laws and State institutions will not 
secure justice and equity to all is to doubt the integrity of the 
people and implya want of capacity in the State for self-govern- 
ment. 

It carries suspicion as to any heartfelt interest in the debtor's 
welfare, when we reflect this bill is the embodiment of the views 
of the creditor class, and so much research, so much learning, 
so much eloquence is commanded by its advocates in behalf of 
the unfortunate debtor, whom they deprive of the last vestige 
of property and every means of support. 

Bankrupt laws are justified by Hamilton and Story as an in- 
strumentality in aid of commercial pursuits; and so the common 
law writers declare them a part of the commercial law, and itis 
not wise or expedient to apply them to an agricultural people 
either directly or remotely. 

Statistics show that there are only 24 per centof failuresamong 
merchants and traders. This is a most infinitesimal minority, 
and certainly no appreciable injury can result to the people and 
business of the country from so small amount of failures. But 
to this small per cent of failures this bill proposes to add a ma- 
jority of my constituents by the remote operations of this law, 

y sending its ravages to their homes, and deprive them of their 
houses, lands, and personal eifects upon which to live. 

Mr. OATES. My friend’s assumption that this law would de- 
prive his constituents of their homes and ruin them is not, of 
course, based upon the idea that they would come directly under 
its provisions, farmers and wage-earners not being subject to be 
put into bankruptey, but only allowed to go into it voluntarily if 
they so desire. Therefore, the unfortunate results to them of 
which he speaks are to come by reason of the insolvency of the 
merchants, 

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. I understood my colleague to state a while ago 
prey only a little over 2 per cent of the mercantile community 
ail. 

Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. OATES. The last statement I noticed put it at 1.7 per 
cent per annum. Now, is not prediction of the general ruin of 
the farmers and laborers which my colleague makes, based upon 
the hypothesis that all the merchants in his district and in his 
State may be put into bankruptcy under this law? And how 
does that hypothesis reconcile itself with the fact which he states, 
that only about 2} per cent of the merchants fail? 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, unfortunately for my constit- 
uency 24 per cent of the merchants own, by virtue of mortgages, 
all that they have got. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, if I understand the gentleman’s 
argument, itis this: That the silver legislation is the seed which 
was sown to produce this great crop of ruin, and this bankrupt 
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bill follows as a harvester and tbrasher to enable Shylock to 
gather in hiscrop. |Laughter.} 


Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir; I do say that. 

Mr. OATES. Do yousay that that is true when this bill, in 
|one form or another, has been vefore the Congress and been 
considered for the past six years? 

Mr. DENSON. [I say again I do not want my colleague [Mr. 
OATES] to think that I am impugning him in any way. | exone- 
rate him entireiy. I know him too well not to know that he 
would never engage in the oppression of any man in Alabamaor 


anywhere else. 

Mr. OATES. I thank my colleague for the compliment, but 
if this bill has been before Congress and considered for the past 
six years, does it not follow that it has no part or lot with any 
recent measure of legislation? 

Mr. DENSON. Mr. Chairman, twenty years ago silver was 
demonetized, and this financial legislation for the destruction of 
the laborer, the farmer, the producer of. this country has been 
when the last shot was fired on the 
battlefields of this country. I do not say that this is the only 
stage of it; the Wilson repeal bill, passed in this House, is the 
sum total of all the iniquities and crimes perpetrated against 
the people. While it is iniquitous and monstrous, other acts of 
legislation equally vicious lie behind it. 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, this bankrupt bill is but another cruel and 
destructive instrumentality employed by the demon Money to 
crush out the farmers, the laborers, and the masses of the coun- 
try, and make them subservient to and obedient slaves to the 
privileged classes—the capitalists and money power of this land. 

[ here raise my voice against this infernal engine of ruin, 
lavery, and destruction tothe masses. I look upon it, in connec- 
ion with the financial system now established and administered 
n this Union, as the last stroke necessary to destroy free insti- 
utions and drive home the last screw in the coffin of liberty 

A great revolution can not be successful and final until it has 
touched the proprietorship of land. No people ever lost their 
independence who owned their homes; a landowner was never 
known to become a slave or dependent so long as he could 
tain the unincumbered ownership and peaceable possession of 
his land. 

William the Conqueror could not subjugate the Anglo-Saxon, 
he could not destroy English institutions and subdue the Eng- 
lish spirit, until he had overturned English ownership of land 
and divided it among his retainers and followers. 

So, too, in this country, popular liberty and free institutions will 
never be overturned so long as the brave and liberty-loving 
farmers, the patriotic landowners, and indomitable laborers own 
land and homes. 

This is well known to the banks, capitalists, and money owners; 
these are the anglo-maniacs who are attempting every means 
known to human ingenuity, human strategy, and voracity tose- 
cure the lands and homes of the masses, make them dependents, 
subject them to alien or distant landlordism, establish privileged 
classes, and usher in the pride, pomp, and glittering splendor 
of monarchial systems and procedure. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. DENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Do you attribute the misfortunes of your 
people to the currency legislation, or to unjust, unfair, onerous, 
oppressive, unequal taxation? 

Mr. DENSON. To both, but more to the financial legislation. 
{Laughter and applause.| I want you to understand that I am 
opposed to the revenue-taxation system of thiscountry, and also 
to its financial legislation. I want you and thecountry to under- 
stand that from these fruitful sources of evil to my people have 
resulted their presentcondition. I want you and the country to 
understand that I attribute the large majority of the ruin that 
has come upon the people to the financial legislation of this 
country. [Applause.] I attribute it mainly to the demonetiza- 
tion of silver, cutting off the money supply of the people, that 
prices went down and the farmer could not get the productive 
cost of raising his cotton crop when he had to make it on credit 
at exorbitant and usurious rates of interest. 

This voluptuous magnificence in rart is to find a support upon 
the galled and overburdened shouiders, and tough and brnised 
hands of the farmers, laborers, and producers of this country. 

Opulence always had a progeny of poverty and want that fol- 
lowed in its train. 

Behind the scenes of regal splendor, affluent surroundings, and 
princely enjoyments, if not in the open retinue of indigents, may 
be found the victims of avarice and cupidity, the enthralled de- 
pendents of gain and oppression. 

Ill fares the land to hastening ills a prey 
Where wealth accumulates and men decay 


You have seriously impaired if not destroyed silver as money. 
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Oontrae’ion of the currency has been going on for years; the 
dearth of monoay, the representative of values, has become so 
pinching that all business is unprofitable, all industry is de- 

ressed, all prices and values so fallen and depressed that there 
snodemand for property. Itwillnot bring half its value in open 
market, and with this painful and distressing condition of the 
people, it is proposed to put a bankrupt law on them; that 
through it, what little substance they have left,and wpon which, 
if a little time is given them, with favorable financial legislation, 
they could soon pay the last pound of ficsh, liquidate the last debt 
withinterest and save their homes, secure happiness and content 
to their families and preserve their freedom. Shall ft be swept 
away and go into the possession and ownership of the capitalist and 
money classes, because they are the only persons who have money 
with which to buy at the public sales. [Applause.] 

This bill provides, if it should become a law, that it shall go 
into effect within six months from the date of its passage. 

Avarice and cupidity can not wait longer; flushed with a tri- 
umphant victory over the rightsof the people in the destruction 
of their constitutional money, guaranteed to them by the insti- 
tutions, faith, and practices of our fathers, they come, ere the 
fervor of their exultations have died away from this Hall, and 
propose the procedure and tribunal by which letters of adminis- 
trution may be sued out upon the estates of living men, and the 
little remaming substance of the masses may bespeedily brought 
under their control, and finally collected in their ravenous and 
insatiate maws. [{Applause.] 

Binding through their financiai systems and the restrictions 
thrown around the use and coinage of silver as money the un- 
fortunate and embarrassed, yet honest and patriotic producers, 
laborers, and farmers of this country tightly and palniennie to 
their purposes and ends, through the provisions of this bill, they 
propose with vulture instincts and wolverine appetites to gnaw 
out the very vitals of honest labor and provident toil. [Ap- 
plause.| Ah! and all this nefarious work to be inaugurated and 
executed under the plea of relieving honest debtors. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Who do not want it. 

Mr.DENSON. Yes,sir. The devil never attempted to quote 
Scripture, but he made a bungling mess of it at last. There 
never was an act of tyranny, an invasion of constitutional liberty, 
but that it was committed in pretended solicitude for the honest 
masses of the common people. This is always the cry of the ty- 
rant, always the pretext for smsuntiontinna’ and tyrannical ex- 
actions made bycreditors upon the suffering and helpless debtor 
class. That is the way government is overturned; that is the 
way tyranny takes its march over the free institutions of the 
country. 

The vampire seeksits slumbering victim in the warm climate, 
and with its soft wings produces the cooling breeze and fans 
him to sound and refreshing sleep, and then thrusts its absorbent 
tongue into the veins and draws out the life blood until death 
ensues to the unsuspecting victim. So, too, this bill, vampire- 
like, alluves the confiding as well as distrustful by proclaiming 
that the provisions of the bill are conservative of the honesty, 
the freedom, and relief of the oppressed debtor, and when it be- 
comes a law, then Rhadamanthus, the judge of the Inferno, will 
hold his orgies, and the poor, the depressed, the unfortunate 
will be brought in myriads and offered up as a hecatomb to the 
rapacious exactions of avarice and cupidity. [Applause.] 

In my speech, delivered on a former day of this session, upon 
the vill to repeal the Federal election laws, I attempted to point 
out the differenee between the distinct.and conflicting civiliza- 
tions of the different sections of this Union, their:conflicting and 
different industries and pursuits, and the two different and op- 
posing methods of construing the Federal Constitution, and the 
two antagonistic and wholly dissimilar systems and administra- 
tion of this Government that arise from such construction of the 
Constitution. 

L assert now that the Hamiltonian, as distinct from the Jeffer- 
sonian method of construing the Constitution, will inevitably 
lead to such impairment or downfall of free institutions as will 
bring im their stead the similitude of a monarchical system, 
with the callous hauteur and insolent bearing of a privileged 
elass created by special favoritism in the administration of gov- 
a and the execution of authority as its basis and moving 

oree. 

The least that can be hoped for, if this theory of government 
is to obtain, and free representative government displaced, will 
be an imperial republic, possibly after the order of the French 
system, with this difference, it will be our tendency to depart 
from the principles of free institutions, and our Government 
will become more despotic, as the tendency of France will be to 
advance towards free institutions it will become more liberal. 

The elements in our country to produce attrition and conflict 
are increasing daily by the influx of different nationalities with 
their different civilizations. 
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We do not now fully appreciate this, because there , 
yet sufficient numbers. No race has ever produced a fr. 
sentative government and one restricted by constituti 
tations protective of personal liberty and individual | 
cept Anglo-Saxon. [Applause ] Constitutional liberty r 
by law has never existed only among Anglo-Saxon peop! 
age of learning and advancement being as we migh 
almost the climax of human progress in the science of 
ernment, gives no evidence there ever will be free re 
tive government among any other people but the Ang! 

The passage of this bill, in my humble judgment, at 
will cause a change in the proprietary of the propert 
extent in the South and West. It will cease to be Sout 
Western, it will become Eastern, English, and Scotc 
there will be distress and mourning in the land. 

Mr. Chairman, the immediate irritating cause of our ci 
was aconiiict between the labor systems of the North a: 
and slavery was the principal factor in that irritation. 

Slavery was an ephemeral incident in the institutio: 
country, and abolitionism was an ephemeral sentim: 
minds of men. Each will have another equivalent, th« 
der another form. 

The conditions that produced our recent sectional con 
ist now, and they will spend their force in other directi 

Varied climate, natural surroundings, and opposing in 
will always tend to renew these contests in the parli 
the land. 

Climate, natural aspects that surround us, and the le 
incentive to take care of ourselves control men’s thou 
actions. 

They are fretful sources of irritation, renewing and in 
ng the attritions and contests attendant upon the compe 
operating and energizing their powers under the in 
different natural and climatic surroundings and oppo: 
terests. 

Free coinage of silver is now the equivalent of slavery; i 
monetization and the single gold standard is the equiva 
abolitionism. [Applause.] 

The demonetization of silver and the establishment of 
single gold standard is the basis upon which the control of 
labor and commercial systems and the industrial enterp 
this country is to be erected. 

Destruction of silver as money is to enhance and augmen 
power and control of money, to insure the creditor class 
struggle for more wealth, and heartless exactions upon the | 
and debtor classes of the land. [Applause.] 

Itjis to make the masses subject to the privileged and m 
classes, to enthrone the money power and dethrone the pe 
to aggregate and secure the wealth of the country and its ric 
and affluence in the possession of a few, and produce a multi 
in poverty and rags; to establish a ruling and privileged c! 
supported and defended by wealth and the power of money, a1 
thus lord it ever the serving masses held in subjection by wa: 
penury, and poverty, and unjust and oppresssve legislation. 

The bill under consideration is but one of the instrument 
ties by which the downfall of the farmer and laborer of t 
South and West is to be secured, and to be made eubjecis tot 
contumely and insolence of money. ° 

Mr. Chairman, the results of this bill upon the Sout 
West is to change the proprietorship of the property of t 
sections, shift it from the common masses and toiling mi 
and invest it in the ownership, possession, and control o! 
money power. 

That power knows the indebtedness of the two section: 
knows the depression in all prices;and values, brought abo 
unjust and iniquitous financial legislation, superinduced b. 
demands of the money power. They know they can not ro 
people of their heritage by force, but they propose to d: 
and plunder them under the protection of law, and we s 
now in the shape of this bankrupt bill. [Applause.] 

Peeans are sung in praise of the honest debtor, condole: 
the unfortunate condition of the debtor class is the potent 1 
festation of the advocates of this bill, but underneath ai! 1! 

otestations is the hidden but keen knife of the Shylock to tak 
both blood and flesh of these unfortunates whose condition 
so much bewails. 

The lachrymose expressions and manifestations have been (o< 
profusely set forth in the bill to produce any other belief in! 
mind but that there is a sinister motive behind it all. : 

Itmay be boautiful in its reliefs, composite in its designs, but 
it is filled with the elements of oppression and destruction tv 
pF ape “ee and I will not supportit. [Applause.] , 

. Chairman, legislative enactments, legislative remedics 
can notalter that condition of a people generated by aspect o! 
natural surroundings, varied climate, ant the different ans op 
posing pursuits suggested by such natural surroundings. 
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They can not change that pursuit of intellectualachievement, | of Commerce of the « of I rg s men 
and th i trend of development evolved by natural laws. ; indorsement of B he opinion t 
” Ma n owes not his advanee ment and progress to the aidor in- | as to the interests of my in ney a 
terference ef government, but such are due to his intellectual | the opinion that wey ent » t erests, I a 
energies and acquirements. Governmental interference has al- | favor of a bankryptey bil ! oun 
ways impeded and ret wded, or made unequal the results of elieve that was the t 
Loman aetivities. Government, when administered within its ion that a systemof 
>A nate and rational bounds, has but a small sphere in which | should constitut perm | 
+ = erate. S&V the enforcement of rood order, and its poli re rd the power ‘ant ‘ 
la ti ns. un i LW with respex 0 
r. BROOKSHIRI Will the gentleman allow me a « - ous scheme in which \ 
| l a nae \ tl 
Mr. DENSON. Yes, sir. ided tO be rel o 
BROOKSHIRE. Blackstone, I think, states in his ‘ omitted. 
mentaries that governments are cons es d for the purpos find in the le l aa 
an ing to mankind persenal libert Pp rsonal secur ity, and is particular clau ot ft ( { 
of private property. You claim the.t this bill defents those be of powers ve 
‘ 2 w, as constit 
DENSON. I do—that this bi its operation, togeth ! calls t 
with the workings of the financial legislation of the country, is | lo 
{ lated: to have that resul a : : P lo regulate commerce at 
The true theory of progress and liberty is the maxim in mone ruia “ 
human activity with the miniwnuw of governmental contro n- | th inishment o 
istent with peace and good order. [Applause.| — are Fe hatieeteeeeneainen cat ay em y 
While it is true slavery was the immediate cause of the canis ine memineene tm, weedeat tints Drekiic 
vet the great causa causans lies beyond and behind this, i é State shall be 
must be attributed to the facts so hastily and cursorily : 
tio 1 before. : E ' i L believe i u8 th ltel on ol i or 
{nd these great facts will find Cea, and subje tion in creating the federal system that ( 
operate upon, in directions as different as the ma sterly force be- ite powers should be exercised. so as to make one ‘ 3 
hind them may suggest. , : ; whole, one Federal structure so to speak, o 
{ said before, the direction given to these forces now Atention to: whet Mr. h ioe h ; 
money que — +} subiect 
The territorial plane upon which the contest is being w : ; 
. : 3 : ; asad sia lien The power of establishing uniforn WS ¢ ! 
js enlarged poe extended, the numbers engaged are quadrupled nected with the Peeulation of comm > and will ns 
and increasing, the cause more popular and nearer the hearts of | where the parties or their propert 
the people, and the results involve the destiny of the human race, | States, that the expedi y of 
[Applause. : 4 hy ai 3 ; In my judgment the Congress of the United States : ‘ 
Gold is the support. of aristocracy and imperialism; silver is | right to refuse to legislate with respect to the exercise o 
the defender of liberty and the maintenance of the masses. [Great | these enumerated powers as it has to refuse to leg ‘ 
applause. | . f enforcement of a system of uniform bankruptcy thre 
If the contest with the South by the North was made doubt country: and if that be true, then every citizen 
what may we not e expect when that South is allied in heartfelt | States has a right under the Constitution of the ‘ 
smypathy as to ideas, and bound by the dictates of self-interest, | such benefits as shall accrue to him by the enactm 
with the dwellers in the Great Basin, those of the Pacific Slope, | form bankruptcy system: that is to say, every unfo ; 
those with the ¢ olumbian Northwest? [Applause. ] in the United States has the right to the ben: of a 
, Estrangements subside when men mutually begin to ing ruptecy law to his relief, and has a right to call o ( 
into the causes of each other's wants, distress, and suffering con- | of the United States to enact such a ban! ) 
ditions and discover that there arises from like conditions and | jjef, and every creditor.everv business man in 1 
surroundings a bond of sympathy and self-interest, and the cause | who earries on business outside of his ewn Stat i ha 
of such vicissitudes come from a common souree. debts incurred outside of his own particular Stat« iet 
Let there be no more conflict with arms; let the oenees be | has a right to invoke the Federal power t = “ot n and 
waged in parliamentary halls; let it be based upon philosoph collection of his debts in accordance h : : law. and no 
tr ths, devoid of all crimination, inspired by that patriotism d turned over to the separate individual ( 
love of country, that devotion to truth for truth’s sake that | fo) ty-four different States. 
arouses those sublime and a ull-healing principles of eternal and And let me call the attention < committer 
everlasting justice to all, the only basis upon which our Union | gestions of wisdom on th bic the directi 
can be maintained, and that destiny of hr ae intended for us | eg ne I quote from a speech of Mr. Webs 
by our fathers can be secured, when the y laid deep in American | the United States. ont he Ist of April, 184 i 
institutions, and that has grown strong in the American heart, | ing the question as to whether or not the § 3 
a love of free institutions and devotion to constitutional liberty | puptey laws: 
regulated by law. [Applause.] en teeeiiae 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I have no intention of ad r the discharge of the debtor. There 1: 
dre:sing the committee upon the merits ef the pending measur = would now pass such if tl 
I have not been able to give it careful consideration, and could | (oC Gh auon of the Unleat Stuns inated tah i 
not, therefore, intelligently say anything either in favor or in | have not the power; Congress, which has tl er, does rei 
criticism of it. My eolleague [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE], how- | Thisi arity 
ever, on yesterday addressed the committee not only in eondem : sent Dandies Gault enemas seal: ta Teen 
nation ef the bill now before the House, but also in condemn , to hop adage. There are probably one a th 
tion of any system of bankruptcy at all; and in view of the e fact nd debtors, hones oer, ANd industriou o dt 
that he represents a constituency which is identical in character | ;, oe a oe met co 
with the censtituency which I have the honor to repres nt, end |) rtunes have involved them, and which there is no bilit 
in view of the further fact that I shall not be able to be present | paying. [1 Lin t the Lses n 
in the House when the vote on this bill is taken, it has occurred | W"°0* Se™¢T®4 
to me that it would be proper for me to suggest to the House | _ 4nd so we may say now that such: 
what my position with respect to the question of a bankruptcy | = 0Ur country since the repealof the bat ptcy law of 1567, an 
law is. Ihave the honor to represent a constituency which is 20 Man can pick up to-day his newspaper and read the list of 
largely engaged in manufacture and in trade: and, in my opin- | closing banks, of failing manufactur establisht s,and fa 
ion, some ‘such measure as that now before the House is abso- met rchants and not have impressed on him the present neces 
lutely necessary to the commercial welfare of that pong. Aside | Sity for the passage of some sort of bankruptcy |! 
trem the individual opinion which I have upon the subject, I hav And Mr. W ebster goes on to say, arguing in an extreme way 
heard no word from my district against the enactment of a bank- | With respect to this acknowledged right of the citizen tobe pro 
ruptcy measure, while on the other hand I have heard many | tected by the United States Constitutionas to bankruptcy matters 
words in approval of it. : Sir, we talk much, and talk warmly, of political Ii vell we may 
Lam net entirely clear, but my recollection is, that when a | jj)orty \ amo iS daciven cena of sane cat tee no 
bankruptey bill was suggested in a prior Congress the Chamber | of his own industry and his own faculties? To those unfortunate iadivia- 
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uals, doomed to the everlasting bondage of debt, what isit that we have 
free institutions of government? What is it that we have public and pop- 
ular assemblies? What is even this Constitution itself to them inits actual 
operation, and as we now administer it? What is its aspect to them, but 
an aspect of stern, implacable severity; an aspect of refusal, denial, and 


frowning rebuke’? Nay, more than that, an aspect not only of austerity and | 


rebuke, but, as they must think it, of plain injustice aiso, since it will not 
relieve them nor suffer others to give them relief. What love can they feel 
toward the Constitution of their 
striking off their bonds from their own paternal State governments, and yet, 
inexorable to all the cries of justice and of mercy, holds it unexercised in 
its own fast and unrelenting grasp’ They find themselves bondsmen, be 
cause we will not execute the commands of the Constitution; bondrmen to 
debts they can not pay, and which all know they can not pay, anc which 
take away the power of supporting themseives. Other slaves have masters 
charged with the duty of support and protection; but their masters neither 
clothe, nor feed, nor shelter: they only bind. 


Every word so eloquently spoken by the great statesman from 
Massachusetts applics, Mr. Chairman, with equal force and el- 
fect to-day, and cails on this Congress toenact in the interest of 
both creditors and debtors some sort of uniform bankruptcy 
system. 

Now, sir, this bill may be defective; it may be defective in 
many particulars; it may be criminally cruel in some of its pro- 
visions, as has been suggested. I have nothing to say as to that. 


But we must enact some sort of measure or we will never have | ; D PT L 
| on the subject containing provisions for involuntary bank 


any wise bankrupt law upon our statute books at all. If, after 
this bill has gone through the Committee of the Whole and 
been subjected to debate and amendment on every paragraph, it 
should still present features to which I could not agree, I should 
feel inclined to vote for it as an opening to the passage of a law 
which, after going through both Houses and the committees of 
conference to its passage, and enjoying perhaps the experience 
of a year or two of practical tests, would finally eventuate ina 
bill that would secure to all of the citizens of this country the 
benefits intended to be secured by this unused power given tous 
in the Constitution of the United States. { Applause. | 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I regret that as a member of the 
Judiciary Committee I am compelled to criticise this measure in 
some of its provisions. I am in favor of a bankruptcy law, and 


I am in favor of a bankruptcy law which shall contain both vol- 
untary and involuntary features; but I believe thatit is the duty 
of this Congress, in the framing of such a law, which will neces- 
sarily affect all business men and indirectly all of cur people, to 
give most careful consideration to the measure, and to see to it 
that it is not enacted into law until it has been perfected, so far 
as human wisdom in this Congress can perfect it. 


Very wisely and justly the Constitution of the United States 
has vested in the Congress the exclusive power to make uniform 
laws on the subject of bankruptcy. ‘The States may pass insol- 
vent laws, but to Congress exclusively belongs the power of mak- 
ing a uniform bankrupt law and providing uniformly for the 
release and discharge of creditors from their obligations. The 
States are forbidden to make any 'aw impairing the obligation 
of a contract. Congress may provide by law that creditors shall 
be discharged from their debts and obligations when their prop- 
erty has been surrendered and applied to the payment of their 
creditors. 
length and breadth of the United States. 

Of course, a State may pass an insolvent law providing for the 
discharge of debtors under them in certain cases which will ap- 
ply to all contracts made in the State, made and entered into 
subsequent to the enactment of such law; for the laws which ex- 
ist at the time and place of making the contract enter into and 
form a part of it, and such contracts may embrace alike those 
State laws which affect its validity, construction, discharge, and 
enforcement. 

The obligation of the contract is the law which binds the par- 
ties to perform the agreement. And asthe parties contract with 
reference to existing laws, if a law is in existence providing for 
a discharge of the debtor without full payment, it is a part of 
the contract and applies to all contracts made while itis in force, 
but not to contracts made anterior to its passage. 

But Congress may pass a law impairing the obligation of acon- 
tract and providing for the discharge of debtors from their debts 
in all cases, all those made by any citizen and before the enact- 
ment of the bankrupt law. Therefore, the powers of Congress 
are much broader, and reach much farther than the laws of any 
State can reach. 

At three several times in our national history, the years 1800, 
i841, and 1867, a bankrupt law was passed, approved, and put in 
operation, but each was unpopularand short lived for the reasons, 
among others, that it was too complex and the administration of 
estates too expensive. In the last law placed upon the statute 
book on this subject the attempt was made to so guard the estate 
against unjust claims that a majority of the estates administered 
upon were eaten up and wasted by the expense incurred in the 
seneles red-tape proceedings necessary to be gone through 
with. 

The same objection applied to the first law ever placed upon 
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country, Which has taken the power of | 
| had heretofore upon the statute books. 
| ors received nothing, and in many other cases the divi 





And this law may be uniform throughout the whole | 
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the statute book. If you will look at the debates in the 1) 
States Senate in 1824, you will find that Senator Tiswe 
that he had been engaged in every bankruptcy case in his 
which was a seaport town, since the existence of the law 
that while many of the estates were large, not one penny ; 
had ever reached the pockets of the creditors. The same o 
tion was found in quite a degree to apply to all the laws w 
In many cases the: 


were so small that the creditors became disgusted with the whola 
»roceeding, and in a few years there was an irresistible clam 
ior the repeal of the law. 

In the present case the committee has exercised great 


| and has expended great labor in the effort to frame a law as free 


as possible from intricate proceedings, and has done its best 
provide for the inexpensive administration of the estate of 
rupts. The efforts of the Committee on the Judiciary in t 
different Congresses have been directed to this end. 

[t is to be regretted that the members of the Judiciary Com. 
mittee favorablé to a bankrupt law have been unable to : 
upon all the details of the bill. While nearly all favor a 
rupt bill, quite a number are opposed upon principle to any 


0 


ree 


Such gentlemen insist that no man should be adjudged a bank 
rupt without his consent, and that the property of nomans 
be taken and applied to the payment of his debts pro rata 
out his consent. 

It will be conceded that creditors should have the right to o 
tain judgment against their debtors, and enforce collectio: 
the property of the debtor. Where this course is pursued 
one who first comes is first served, but the debtor has it 

ower, by confessing judgment in the one case and by refusing 
in another, to give preference in judgments, and in additi 
this, by means of mortgages and bills of sales, he may app 
his property to the payment of the favored few, while the 1 
honest creditors are cheated of their honest dues. 

I am in favor of a bankrupt law, and I amin favor of alaw ‘ 
shall provide for involuntary as well as voluntary bankr 
in propercases. Every man ought tohave the right to surren 
his property to his creditors, and have the same applied to th 
payment of his just debts, and then be discharged in all prope: 
eases. While a few rogues will take advantage of such a 
the great mass of insolvents will beable to free themselves fron 
their business entanglements and commence life anew, instea 
of being perpetually weighed down by a mass of debts, fron 
which they can never hope to escape. 

The greatest good to the greatest number will be effected by 
a wise bankrupt law. I am opposed to this bill as it stands, but, 
with a few amendments, its bad features can be so remedied that 
I shall be glad to give it my hearty support. I trust that gen- 
tlemen of this House will see to it that the objectionable features 
are eliminated before it is enacted into law. If these bad fea- 
tures, however, are not eliminated, then I hope no man in this 
House will give it his support. No bankrupt law should be so 
framed that any person can use it as a means of oppression. | 
have already caused to be inserted in the RECORDcertain amend- 
ments to this bill which I shall offer at the proper time, and to 
these proposed changes I propose to direct my remarks. 

Section 2 declares what acts shall constitute acts of bankr ’ 
and it provides that a person may be adjudged a bankrupt who 
shall within six months prior to the filing of a petition against 
him have concealed himself, departed or remained away from 
his place of business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid 
service of a civil process and to defeat his creditors; (2) who 
shall have failed for thirty days while insolvent to secure the 
release of any property levied upon under process of law for 
$500 or over, or if such property is to be sold under such process 
then until three days before the time fixed for such sale and un- 
til a petition is filed; (3) made a transfer of any of his property 
with intent to defeat his creditors; (4) made an assignment for 
the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written statement 
admitting his inability to pay his debts: (5) made while inso! 
vent a contract, personally or by agent, for the purchase or sale 
of a commodity with intent not to receive or deliver the s ime 
but merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract 
and the market price thereof at a time subsequent to the mak- 
ing of such contract; (6) made while insolvent a transfer of any 
of his property, or suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon 
by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving 8 
preference; (7) procured or suffered a judgment to be entered 
against himself with intent to defeat his creditors; (8) secreted 
any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under leg:l 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors: (9) suffered 
while insolvent an execution for $500 or over or a number of ex- 
ecutions aggregating such amount against himself to be returned 
no property found unless the amount shown to be due by such 


iptey, 
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executions shall be paid before a petition is filed; or (10) sus- 
ended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is 
filed while insolvent the payment of his commercial paper for or 
gregating $500 or over. 

There is no saving clause, except in two or three cases, and 
any person who has committed any of these acts or who has suf- 
fered any of these occurrences may at any time within six 
months thereafter be adjudged a bankrupt, even though he has 
jong before the filing of a petition against him repented and 
wholly cured the effects of the act defined and declared to be an 
act of bankruptcy. ta : - 

Ifa person at any time w ithin the six months prior to the filing 
of a petition has concealed himself with intent to avoid the 
eorvice of civil process and to defeat his creditors he may be 
adjudged a bankrupt and his property may be taken from him 
4d administered in a court of bankruptcy even though he is at 
the time of the filing of the petition perfectly solvent, able to 
pay his debts, and even though he may have returned and sur- 
rendered himself to the process of the courts and paid the debt 
elaim from which he in the first instance fled. 

Now, it was said by the gentleman having this bill in charge 
{Mr. OATES] yesterday, that this objection could be eusily 
avoided, as no court would give to this act the construction | 
have placed upon it, and he also said that this language is sub- 
ctantially that used in the statutes of the various States where 
attachments are granted. I beg leave to differ with the gentle- 
man. This morning I took occasion to examine the laws of all 
the States which grant attachments in certain cases, and I find 
that the language differs very much from the language used in 
this bill. 

The amendment which I propose or shall propose provides 
that if upon the hearing on the petition filed it shall appear that 
before the filing thereof the person so concealing himself, or 
so departing and remaining away from his place of business, 


ag 


Ol 


the court, and that no priority has been gained by any other 
creditor by reason of such absence, that then the petition, if 
based upon such act, shall be dismissed. It seems to me that 
this amendment is necessary, just, and proper. No person 
should be thrown into bankruptcy because he has committed an 
act of the nature described, if, before any action is taken, he 
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te., has returned and submitted himself to the process of | 


has repented, and so placed himself and property that his cred- | 


itors have suffered no loss. 
[t is no answer to this objectfon to say that the court would 


construe the law tomean that the concealment, departure, or re- | 


maining away must continue until the filing of the petition. 
In the first place no court or judge would ever give the act as 
here written any such construction. The very words of the bill 
forbid any such construction, and were intended to forbid any 
such construction. As drawn it reads: 

Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having within six 
months prior to the filing of a petition against him, 1, concealed himself, 
departed, or remained away from his place of business, residence or domi 
cile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his cred 
itors. 

It is an act of bankruptcy if at any time within six months he 
has done any one of these acts. The time is six months, and each 
of the acts defined is couched in language of the past tense—re- 
ferring toan act that has been done, not toone thatis being done, 
or one not completed. 

If the gentleman who has charge of this bill [Mr. OATsEs] 
speaks in good faith, why not use the words ‘‘ conceals himself,” 
‘ departs, or remains away,” etc., importing a present act or one 
not completed. 

I refer to the lawsof the State of New York providing for the 
issue of an attachment, and that act says: 


If the defendant iseither a foreign corporation, or not a resident of the 
State, or if he is a natural person and a resident of the State, if he has de 
parted therefrom with intent to defraud his creditors, avoid service of a 
summons, or keep himself concealed, etc. 


Using language imparting a present act and a continuing act, 
whereas this act declares that if the alleged bankrupt at any 
time within six months before the filing of the petition has done 
any of the acts specified then, upon petition of three persons, he 
may be adjudged a bankrupt. That is an infamous provision 
it now stands in this bill, and it should be coneactel and I can 
say for one that I shall never vote for its enactment into law. 

In the second place, if, as he says, the court will construe the 
language in the bill to mean that the act must be a sontinuing 
one at the time a petition is filed, why not put it in the law and 
not leave it open to construction? 

In enacting a law of so much consequence, one that will affect 
80 many of our business men, and which in fact will affect di- 
rectly or indirectly almost every man in the land, we should be 
very careful to leave nothing open to conjecture or construction. 
Sad will it be if a bankrupt law is enacted which requires years 
of litigation in the courts before its meaning and application is 


as 


| for repentant sinners, and if anyone sins against the 


and subjects himself and property to the process of the cou 
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determined. In such litigations the attorneys will reap rich 
harvests, but it will be at the expense of suffering debtors and 
wronged creditors. 

Far better will it be to leave d 


shyt ‘ ‘ . 
OPS LO Ut 


mercy of their 


creditors under the State laws, and creditors to the remedies 
they now find in their local courts and laws. If we know what 
we mean let us say it plainly; let us use simp nd straight 
forward language, and make the way so plain that t L 
ing man may walk in it and not go greatly as v. 

I shall also insist that the law provide in its very terms 


dismissal of the proceeding in certain cases. ‘I 
as it stands, seems to contemplate that if a man has committed 
an act of bankruptcy, and a petition has been filed by the r i 
site number of creditors at any time within six mont 
after, that the offending debtor must go through ba 


aw proposer 


his 


Kruptey in 


any event; that his estate must be filtered through the bink 
ruptey machinery. And so far does this bill go that it forbids 
the alleged bankrupt the poor privilege of offering a composi- 


tion until he has been examined in open court, or at a meeting 
of his creditors, and filed a schedule of his property and of 
his creditors. (See section ll, page Il. Why not let him com- 
promise at any time, if he can? Why expose to the who orld 
all his troubles, if he can satisfy all his creditors 

Che amendments to be proposed also provide that if a pe l 
has been filed the alleged bankrupt may have the petition dis 
missed by paying the claim of the petitioner with all l costs 
incurred. It is eminently just and proper that debtor 
not be forced through a court of bankruptcy at the inst mn 
of a creditor when he is willing to pay and offers to pay m 
of the creditor instituting the proceeding. 

The proposed amendments also provide that if a debtor has 
transferred property with intent to defeat his creditors that he 
shall not be forced through bankruptcy if the property so tran 
ferred has been restored to him in good faith before the filing of 


a petition. If a debtor has transferred property with the i 


to defeat his creditors he should not be forced into ban} 
if he has repented and reclaimed the property before any pr 
ceedings are instituted against him. 

So in the case of property secreted, if it has stored and 
subjected to a levy under the legal process of the court, or if 
the claim ppon which the process was issued was paid bef the 


filing of the petition, then the debtor ought not to be fore 1to 
bankruptcy. The door to repentance ought always to be open 
law insuch 
cases and repents and puts himself and property in sta ob 

fore legal proceedings are instituted, the creditors should be :on 
tent, and if after proceedings are instituted the debtor repents 
ol 
pays the claim to escape which he has offended, with costs, then 
the proceeding in bankruptcy ought to fail. And 


in all cases 


where a particular creditor offended against has been fully sat 
isfied before another creditor institutes a proceeding, such other 
| creditor ought not to be permitted to take advantage of the act 


| which has been fully mended. 


Section 2 provides that if a debtor fails for thirty days while 


| insolvent to secure the release of any property levied upon under 


process of law for $500 or over, such act shall constitute an act 
of bankruptcy, and at any time within six months thereafter any 
creditor may file a petition against him: and it follows that upon 


showing such omission the debtor would be adjudicated a bank- 
rupt even though he could show that before the filing of the pe 
tition he had secured the release of the property and had paid 


the debt upon which the process issued. 

This is the fair meaning and interpretation and the only in- 
terpretation that can be put upon this act a now stands. Th 
should be changed. 

Mr. CULBERSON . 
meantime ? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. That is in the line of my argument 
If a man has committed any act of bankruptcy as defined in this 


sit 


Suppose he has become solvent in the 


bill at any time within six months prior to the filing of the pet 
tion, he can be forced through all the machinery of the ban 
ruptcy court, even though he has since the commission of th 
act become perfectly solvent and able to resume busine nd 
though all his creditors are willing that he shouid do so except 
one. This should be changed. After the word ‘‘days” in lin 
7, page 5, should be inserted the words ‘‘and until the filing of 


a petition in bankruptcy.” 

It may be that it was intended that the words ‘‘ and until a pe 
tition is filed,” found in line 11, page 5, should apply to the fail- 
ure for thirty days to secure the release of property levied upon; 
but such is not the grammatical construction or reading of the 
sentence, for the words “and until a petition is filed ” are cut 
off from application to the failure to secure the release of prop- 
erty levied upon by the interposition of the conjunction “ , 


or,’ 
in line 9. 


It may be that the object I have in view would be ac- 
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complished by inserting the words ‘‘and until the filing of a 

tition in bankruptcy” after the word ‘ days,” in line 7, and 
vy striking out the words “ and until a petition is filed,” in line 
1l. By the one amendment or the other it should be made cer- 
tain that a debtor shall not be thrown into bankruptcy if before 
the filing of a petition in bankruptcy he hassecured the release 
of the property levied upon under process of law, whether it is 
to be sold or aot. 

The fifth act of bankruptcy, as defined in section 2, is of very 
doubtful propriety. In effectit provides that a person who deals 
in futures and options shall be thrown into and forced through 
bankruptcy if he is at the time insolvent, while it leaves the 
door wide open for all persons who are solvent to engage in this 
kind of gambling. Inother words, the solvent man may gamble 
in futures and options to enrich or impoverish himself and his 
creditors without being subjected to the penalty of being forced 
into bankruptey, while the poor man who is carrying oa the 
same business for the purpose, perchance, of bettering his con- 
dition and making money with which to pay his honest debts, 
may be thrown into and forced throug) bankruptcy as a penalty 
for resorting to this mode of making money with which to meet 
his honest obligations. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Do you think it would be fair or 
right for 2 man who has not enough property to pay his debts 
to use his small meansin speculating on the board of trade rather 
than in paying his debts? 

Mr.RAY. [will come to that question directly. 
about to say will deal with that proposition. This discrimina- 
tion is unwise as well as unjust. If the insolvent may not im- 
peril the property he has by engaging in such transactions be- 
cause it would tend to defeat his creditors, surely the solvent 
man should not be permitted to imperil his property and conse- 
quently his creditors by engaging in aoadinake the same transac- 
tions or business. It is mo more improper for the insolvent than 
for the solvent man to engage in the business of gambling in op- 
tions and futures. 

Such. a transaction endangers the creditors of the insolvent no 
more than it endangers the ereditors of the solvent person. 
Congress should not enact a law which permits gambling by the 
solvent but forbids it by the insolvent. The truth is that the 
whole provision has no | peed in a bankrupt law, and if we pro- 
vide against this kind of gambling in this bill, then ‘we should 
provide against all kinds of gambling, and insert a provision 
that any person who plays a game of chance for money may be 
adjudged a bankrupt. atany time within six months thereafter. 
Is it more wicked or dangerous to creditors for a person to risk 
his money in a chance deal on options and futures than it is to 
risk it in a game of cards at the gaming table or at a horse race? 

Mr. HICKS. How wouln you reach a man who has the in- 
clination to deal in options. 

Mr. RAY. I would not reach dealers in futures and options 
through a bankrupt law. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will answer his question as I proceed in the regular course of 
my argument. This provision can not be defended except.on 
the theory that a person who contracts to purchase or sell prop- 
erty with intent not. to actually receive or deliver the same, but 
only to receive or pay the difference between the contract and 
market price at some future time,.enters into a contract which 
may create a debt against him to the injury of his creditors, 
while he adds nothing to the actual property within his. control 
or which might be made subject to levy and sale on an execu- 
tion. By such dealings it will be acknowledged many men have 
beenenriched, while hundreds of others have been impoverished. 
But if we make one act which endangers a man’s estate an act 
of bsnkruptey, then let us make all acts which endanger a man’s 
estate acts of bankruptcy. If we apply this rule to commodities, 
why not apply it to all stecks and shares in railroadand other 
corporatioas, and apply it to the solvent as well as to. the insol- 
vent persons who operate in this way? 

Mr. HAINER.of Nebraska. Then that provision ought.to be 
widened and extended, in the gentleman’s opinion? 

Mr. RAY, I think it has no place whatever ina bankrupt 
law, butif itis to be here, let the provision take in all kinds of 
gamblers when they are caught at it. That would be, perhaps, 
an effective way of stopping gambling among the rich in the 
large cities. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. 
pay his obligations? 

Mr. RAY. Well, he might be unwilling to pay them. 
might flee from the process of the court. 
Ais of his pre rty fraudulently. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. But if he is willing? 

Mr. RAY. If he is willing, and if he has property to all 
his debts, he ought not to be declared a lesion especially if 
he can raise the money to meet his.obligations as they fall due. 
In such a case he is not an insolvent person. But bankruptcy 


What Iam 


How can aman be a bankrupt who can 


He 
He might conceal. or 
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OcTonrr 2; 
a ' 


implies a status which is fixed upon the individual | 
solvency is simply a condition where a man either 
can not command, the money to meet his obligatio: : 
may be insolvent without being a bankrupt; he may pb ate 
rupt without being insolvent. A 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Then you could not extend { 
rupt law to the rich gambler, because he can pay hi 
Being solvent, he could not be declared a bankrupt 

Mr. RAY. I do not know about that. You sa: 
gambler.” Now, we might.confine it, under the prin 
bill, to the insolvent gambler; but this bill is not con 
solvents. I can see no justice, as I have already sai 
any distinction between gamblers. I see no justice j 
this law only to the man who is insolvent at the time | 
because he does not endanger his creditors much 
than does the rich man or the well-to-do man who risk: 
in large sums at the gaming table. The latter ma 
solvent through his gambling at any minute. Eve 
engages in a gambling operation he endangers his cr 
if the one is to be forbidden to engage in that busin 
other ought to be, because both, though perhaps not i 
equal degree, endanger their creditors. 

Or is it a provision intended to protect those w! 
kind of business, and enable them to swoop down, lik. 
upon a chicken, the moment they have embarrassed a \ 
force him into bankruptcy and come in and share in 
and prevent his applying his property solely to the | 
perhaps full discharge of his honest nongambling debt 

I say, Mr, Chairman, that this provision was put int 
for the purpose of benefiting the stock-jobbers of \\ 

New York, and inthe othér great cities of the countr 
put there with the idea that when the insolvent m 
through the hope of gain, andindulged in such trans 
men who had seduced him within the charmed circle n 
around and swoop down upon him like the eagle up 
Strike the gambling clause out of this bill. It h 
here, 

The more one ponders upon this provision the mor 
out of place does it appear. I am opposed to gamblin 
scriptions, but I am not willing to single out this pa 
of gambling and by law pronounce itmore dangerous t 
itor class than are the other forms of gambling preva! 
country. The man who places money on the gaming | 
risks its loss on a chance game is much more a foe to 
iters and prejudices their rights toa greater degre 
one who speculates in wheat, corn, and other comm« 
dealing in what are commonly called futures and opti 
us,if we retain this provision at.all, strike out the w 
16, ‘‘a commodity,” and insert in place thereof th: 
property or thing in action;” and also, in line 15, str 
words ‘* while insolvent;” and to the title of the bil! 
the words ‘“‘and to prevent gambling and dealings inf 
options.” 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Does the gentleman hold that ( 
would have a right to pass alaw to prevent gambling 

Mr. RAY. If we havea right to pass this bill in it 
form, then we have a right to pass a law such as the 
suggests. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Iam with the gentleman as far as 
ent point is concerned, but as to his suggestion about 
law against gambling, I have doubts as to our power. 

Mr. RAY. I do not think we have any right or pow 
laws regulating gambling or preventing gambling or | 
gambling, and for that reason, as well as on the groun 
expediency of the provision, I shall ask to have this su! 
stricken out, not because I am in favor of gambling, but 
I believe in wise and proper and constitutional legis): 
place for everything and everything in its place.”’ 

If we retain this provision (5), let us make the tit) 
bill read ‘‘A bill to establish a uniform system of bank 
throughout the United States, and grant the exclusive | 
of gambling and dealing in futures and options to solv: 
sons.” The title of a bill should express generally its o 
and, purposes. 

Again, should it.be possible for a creditor to throw his d 
into bankruptcy if he discovers that at some time during 
preceding six months he has, while insolvent, contracted 
the purchase or sale.of a commodity with the intent not to 
ceive or deliver the same. but only to receive or pay a differen 
between the contract and market price of the same at a futur 
day? Suppose the transaction has long been closed, the prc’ 

sketed or the loss made good, shall this constitute an act ! 
ahem of which a creditor may take advantage? Nothin 
of the fing, so far as I can ascertain, has appeared in ow: bank 
rupt.laws heretofore, and I do not consider it. proper to insert 
such a provision in this bill. 
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further proviso which I suggest is “ that no person shall 
y nudged or declared a bankrupt except on the petition of a 


op directly affected or injured by the act alleged to consti- 
tote the act of bankru ptey. 
judgment such a prov ision is absolutely essential if we 


oO i bs ve a just law, one not open to abuse, one not ¢: xpab! € Ol 
wing prostituted and used for oppressive purposes. An : 
ione to defeat quiets, if not fully atoned for and remedied be 
tition is filed, s directly affect _ injure all credit- 
‘ ‘herefore the Drv iso will not interfere with any credi 
' : the act alleged was done with that pury se. And take 
Cc ere the debtor has failed to procure the release of prop 
evied upon, then all creditors are injured, for the taking 
of the property will deprive other creditors of their juat 
5 of the assets, and so in nearly all the cases named in the 
take the case of an insolvent person who has a notein the 
hanks with a good indorser for $500 or over. For some good r 
bank is unwilling to renew and the debtor has not th 
meney, and the indorser gets time or pays the note. The 
7 is willing to wait, to give the debtor time, but M1 
Shvlock, who has suffered no damage or injury by the trans 
tio: ns in, and taking advantage of the circumstances, plun 
tl ebtor into bankruptcy. This ought not to be permitted 
Lf indorser, or the bank, or othercreditor holding the pap 
is willing to wait, all creditors who are not injured shi ld bi 
willing and compelled to wait. 
etition in involuntary bankruptcy must be filed by 
C1 tors, if the number of creditors We twelve or more, 
may be in any case if their claims aggregate $500 or over, so 
that three creditors, one with a claim of $499 and two with claims 
of 50 cents each. can in any case throw a man into bankrupt 
this regardless of the fact that none of the claims of the 


petitioners are due. 


Nis eS that. It makes no difference whether the claims are 
due or to become due a month or six months hence. A man 
Ww ith, a claim of $499 and two other men with claims of 50 cent 


each on open accounts can come in and throw the debtor into 
bankruptey. 

if all the creditors are less than twelve in number, then 
one may file a petition in bankruptcy if hisclaim is $500o0r ov 
and it matters not that the claim is not due. [If the claims are 
provable in bankruptcy, this is all that is necessary. There i 
10thiag providing that the claims shall be due .in order 
provable. 

erefore, if aninsolvent debtor owesa note of $ 

it has remained due and unpaid for thirty da; 


ys or 
other debts owing by the debtor are not 


uny 


Lo he 


500 or more, 
more, and 
due and not to becom 


due in many months, three creditors whose debts are not duc 
the whole number of creditors is twelve or more, or any one cred 
itor, if themumber is less than twelve, may plunge the debtor in 


kruptey, even though the creditor whose debt is due is pe1 
fectly willing to wait. In such case the creditors suffer no dam- 
age or injury whatever, and creditors (or a creditor) whose debts 

not due should not be permitted to institute a proceeding 


b on such an act or omission. 

plur ate ry bankruptcy should be based on 
and sins of omis commission which actually endang: 
damage all or substantially all the creditors. In no case should 
1 person or creditor who is not injured by the actalleged be pe: 
mitted to institute the proceeding. Mere insolvency should not 
be a ground of bankruptcy, for this would not permit good 
s men of little or no property to engage in business on bo 
rowed capital. A small loss one day would involve him i 
bankruptey proceeding, which loss he might make good the next 
if let alone. I can not consent to a law that places the insol\ 
and the fraudulent debtor on the same plane. 

Before it is enacted into a law this bill should be so 
as to make it impossible t that it be used asa means of oppression. 
No one actuated by spite or malice should be permitted to tak 
advantage of its provisions unlessactually injured in a pecuniary 
sense by some act of the alleged bankrupt. 

A person actually unable to pay his present debts has on b 
rowed capital and credit engaged in business (and hundreds, yes 
thousands do), and by honesty, fidelity, and h: wd work has made 
money legitimately and ultimately become a man of wealth, 
Thousands are now doing business in this way and on such cap- 
ital. We should be very careful, then, that we do not en: d 
law which will permit the Shylocks to crush and drive on of 
business this large ciass of honest and enterprising dealers. 
Every little business mishap or neglect should not be reel 
into an act of bankruptcy. As I before said, only those acts and 
omissions should be so declared which defraud the one or all, Oo 
directly tend to the injury of substantially all the creditors in a 


fraud, or on acts 


ion or or 


i 


nea 
ait 


mioria 
fuaraed 


particular case. Legitimate business enterprise is to be encour- | 


aged and fostered, not discouraged. It is not every case where 
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» should permit the cutting of the pound of ilesh, altho 
>the law it may be | veel: 
Let he tio is 7 } of } 
tter of oa accomy 3 Lent I } i 
neys, WOO With it ing ‘ 1 ft I OT 
ity to pocket fees from wast 31 - a 
n permitting th king ; 
ssible and feasible for the 8S 
I ot pone, un t 
i! ss and of the great com 
Section 7 provides that the ‘ ( 
hall not abate the proceedings, but 
nd concluded in the same manner so 
though he had not died or become Tr 
should be added the following, ‘‘and in such ease 
( dministrator of dee sed perso ( ‘ 
lunatic or insane p on l iti ‘ 
roceedings.”’ 
fis no answer to this pro ositior ty) ; 
or probd bly wot ld be ( . The act 
r the bringing in of the r ‘ ve 
) t or of the insane perso! 
J ivv pro ( that sul 
the tim is so declared, if wpor 
e in bankruptey would be a r 
iter an a ication in D rupt ( t ( mis ‘ 
t | n provide hat 
t L hs after 
until the question of a discharge is determined. m 
I see no good reason fi n i ! sl \ 
ght by or pending against a pe eclared a 
; F f } liud tio sh . d t 
igment in the court where com nced, ino 
lm may be there adj idieated an ts amount deter 
xed or pronounced unfoundes Why should the 
tion of a contested claim be either stayed or trans 
other tribunal? The trustee of the may Db Ibs 
then the claim should be adju ed W i 
pending. 
The same section provides that the cou 
tee to enter his appearanc efendant in a] 1 
this should be added the wor gainst the bankrupt an 
fend the same.” 
If a suit is pending against a bankrupt, the tex 
made defendant and he should be requ lL to defend 
Neither the trustee nor the ereditors of a ik 
permitted to allow or pay a claim which the bank 
declares to be unfounded or exaggerated in amoun 
Vhile it m y be perf ctly proper ind just to ik 
preserve lt, and apply 1t to the payment ol! the ae 
the bankrupt should not be d sprived of tl 
or have defended n St aims mad Linst hi 
it is all important that hi te pay a good dividend 
tion 11 provides for compositions with creditor nd for the 
confirmation of the same, and it provides that, if ompositior 
has been made, the consiqeration to be paid to the « 
ant th »>money necessal » pay all prefe red ad i 
of the proceedings sh: ar be deposited ina place to be di n 
y the court and subject to the order of the d 
c m position sh ll be confi "med. 
i can see no good reason for this provisio Ho 
rupt to procure the money and make the « 181 
tion of the comp S] ition? It would ] 0s 
out ten for this to be done. The prope 
hands of rustee, and the ban { l 
r1\ security and no one would be wi og 
for deposit until he had assu co ‘ 
position is to be made 
better will it be to provide th h iD { 
confirmed by the cou nd that the mon cessal 
creditors and prek rred debts and the costs of the pro 
il then b ‘posited in a pl ce designated ra 
order of the court. Alsoadda provision that befor 
upplication for the confirmati n of a composition tl] 
reg ulre the iilnge of a aul ient bond cond I I } ep 
ment into court of the money necessary to ect and ¢ y ou 
the terms of such com p: seein 1 This wi ure pr tion 
the « litors, and such a bond the nk! > COULG € SLiY it 
Men ¢ ! mosep are not inclined to money and sit i 
court upon an uncertainty iL 
To this end I propose that on page 13, in lines 15 and lt 
words ‘‘and subject to the order of the judge ” shail ken 
out and that in place thereof there shal! be inserted the follow 
ing 
Ph 1ige within ten days after the confirmation of such composition. 
Before hearing an application for the confirmation of a composition the 
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court may require the filing of a sufficient bond conditioned for the payment 
into court of the money necessary to perfect such composition or to carry 
out and make effectual the terms thereof. 

Also, in line 14, strike out the words ‘‘ have been,” and insert 
in place thereof ‘' shall be.” 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
position. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, as the gentleman suggests, there might be a | 
property composition; but in any event, if the debtor was com- 
pelled to‘get the money from some other source, as he would be, | 
he would find it impossible to give the security and get the money 
unless the composition were confirmed by the court, so that the 
one lending the money or advancing it might have some assur- | 
ance that he would have good security on the property turned 
out. Usually this would be the property of the debtor involved 
in the proceeding. Why not confirm first and pay afterwards? 
Why compel a bankrupt to come into court with a large amount 
of ready money until it is decided that he will have use for it? 

Section 12 provides that the composition may be set aside at | 
anytime within six months after it has been confirmed. This 
is well enough; but no provision is made for the reinstatement 
of the parties to their original position. This section should | 
provide that, if a composition is set aside on the motion of any 
party or parties in interest, they shall return what they have | 
received, and that only the parties moving and those mak- 
ing restitution shall be entitled to the benefits derived from 
their action. ‘To this end I shall propose an amendment adding 
to section 12 these words: 

In case such composition is set aside, the creditors who have received their 
pay thereunder may or may not return into court the sum or sums received 
by them respectively, pursuant to the terms of such composition, and only 
the creditors so refunding shall share the benefits of subsequent proceed- 
ings. 

Section 18 does not provide for the service of the writ of sub- 
poena on the creditors. It seems to me that the writ should be 
served on each creditor named in the petition at least ten days 
before the return day thereof, in order that the creditors may 


There might be a property com- 








appear and plead to the petition, in order that they may have 
notice of the proceeding. Otherwise the second subdivision of 
section 18 is of no avail. And how is the creditor to appear and 
controvert the facts alleged in the petition unless he has notice 
that the petition has been filed? 

All petitions in bankruptey should state the names and places 
of residence of the creditors, so far as known or reasonably as- 
certainable. 

The gentleman who framed this bill has very wisely provided 
that a creditor may appear and contest the petition, may answer 
it, but he has not provided any means whatever, and thus far 
lias refused to provide any means, by which the creditor may be 
notified of the pendency of the proceeding in the first instance. 
All this has an object, a deliberate object and purpose, and that 
is in the interest, as I said, of the creditors and against the in- 
terests of the debtors. 

The third subdivision of section 18 should also provide that 
the ae or any of his creditors may ‘not only controvert 
the facts alleged in the petition, but that they may present an 
defense thereto. There may be a defense to the petition whic 
could not be proved under a simple denial of the facts alleged in 
the petition. Especially would this be true if some of the amend- 
ments suggested to section 2 should be adopted by the House. 

Section 29 in some of its aspects is a curiosity. It is made an 
offense punishable by imprisonment for a period not to exceed 
two years for the trustee to embezzie the entire estate of the 
bankrupt. If the estate is $2,000, or $1,000, or $500, and the trus- 
tee steals it and is caught, prosecuted, and convicted, he may be 
imprisoned for a term not exceeding two years. If the estate is 
$100,000, and the trustee steals it and is caught and convicted, 
still he can not be imprisoned for more than two years. 

The amount of punishment meted out to him within this pre- 
scribed limit would depend altogether upon the condition of the 
judge at the time he pronounced the sentence. If the judge 

elt a little ugly, then a man who had stolen only an estate of 
$100 mae, and probably would, get two years. On the other 
hand, if the judge happened to be a little mellow and tender- 
hearted from the effects of a good dinner, then, if the trustee 
had stolen an estate of a hundred thousand tollars, perhaps he 
would receive a light imprisonment, say two months; in any 
event, however, the imprisonment, can not exceed two years. 

It seems to me that there is truth in the old rhyme, ‘It is a 
sin to steal a pin, but still a greater to steal a tater.” 

The theory of this rhyme is that the greater the theft the 
— the offense, and it does seem to me that we ought not to 

eclare by law that the stealing of a million dollars shall not be 
more heavily punished than the theft of $500. Or is it so re- 
spectable to embezzle a large amount that the offender ought to 
be let off with a small punishment? I would suggest that a 
change be made in this respect. It will be noted t the trus- 
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tee may steal the whole estate and only be punished by ; 
onment for two years, while the poor bankrupt is subjec; 
precisely the same punishment if he should attempt té a 

for $5 of the property belonging to his estate by a fictitious 
or expense. If the poor bankrupt should steal from the ; 

a cow for the purpose of providing milk for his infant ehj)jna, 
or should conceal one dollar of the fund, he is liable to the es»... 


pris. 


wo 


| punishment as is the trustee who steals the entire estate 4 


has come to his hands. 
{Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. BRYAN. lLask that the time of the gentleman 


| tended until he concludes his remarks. 


Mr. OATES. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ra 
member of the Judiciary Committee. I hope his time 
extended indefinitely. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman will proceed. 

Mr. RAY. So, if some creditor proves a false clain 
the estate, and the bankrupt fails to hunt up the truste: 
close the fact, he may be sent to prison for two years, | 
trustee, who has stolen the entire estate from the c¢ 


i 


The Chair hears no objection. 


| occupies the adjoining cell under precisely the same 


imprisonment. So, under the seventh subdivision of sect 
if the bankrupt, in contemplation of bankruptcy, has obta 
credit any property, even five dollars’ worth, with intent 
pay for it, or with the intent to prefer a creditor therewit} 
may be punished the same as the trustee who has stolen t 
tire estate. So, under subdivision 11 of section 29, if th 
rupt, in contemplation of bankruptcy, shall have trans 
any property purchased on credit otherwise than in the or 
course of *‘ his business,” he may be punished in the same 
ner and to the same extent as the trustee who has sto 
entire estate. 

This section, in my judgment, is mighty hard on the poo: 
rupt, but very lenient to the thieving or dishonest trustee. s 
merchant hard pressed by his creditors is contemplatin 
ruptey; he has not determined on bankruptcy, but does notse 
way out clearly, and sits on a keg of mackerel and serious|y 
sadly contemplates bankruptcy. Bankruptcy stares him in t 
face. At hishomeup the street his children are crying for bread 
and perchance for fish. Itso happens that he purchased tho keg 
of mackerel on credit. Intheordinary course of “his business” 
he sells mackerel to his customers, but on this occasion he 11 
fers some of the mackerel to his home to feed his childi 
to bring myself within the exact language, meaning, and i 
of subdivision 11 of section 29, I will put it that he trades th 
mackerel to the baker for bread to meet the immediate ne 
ties of his family. 

This act is declared to be a crime under section 29 of this bill, 
and if his contemplation of bankrup‘*cy works out in actual bank- 
ruptey, either upon his own petition or upon the petition of his 
creditors, he may be convicted of the offense, and, in the dis- 
cretion of the judge, sent to prison for two years. The trustee 
of his estate appointed by the court steals the whole of it and he 
too is convicted, but under the provisions of the same law cin- 
not be sent to prison for a longer period than the bankrupt him- 
self who listened to the cry of his children and sinned against a 
keg of mackerel. 

Mr. OATES. You do not mean to say that a judge can senda 
man to the penitentiary for two years? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly, if he is convicted. 

Mr. OATES. How could he be sent to the penitentiary with- 
out a jury trial? 

Mr. RAY. Buta jury under the precise facts I have stated 
would be compelled (if they were honest men, abiding by their 
oaths, to find the man guilty; upon his own testimony he would 
have to say, “‘I am guilty.” Did he not get trusted for the 
mackerel; did he not at the time he took it and traded it of for 
bread contemplate bankruptcy? Did he not know and think he 
must go into bankruptcy? The gentleman is too good a lawyer 
not to know that this man, trading fish for bread, though it wis 
done to feed his children, was notacting ‘in the ordinary course 
of his business.” 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Do you not think it is rather a fishy case’ 

Mr. OATES. I did not take issue with you on your fish and 
bread trade at all. I take issue with you on the assertion of fact 
that a judge could send a man to the penitentiary. 

Mr. AY. Did [ say penitentiary? 

Mr. OATES. Well, penitentiary or prison, whatever it was, 

Mr. RAY. I thoughtI said prison. Under the provisions 0! 
this bill the judge could do so. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no. Will the gentleman point out any 
clause of the bill that allows it? 

Mr.RAY. Why, Mr.Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama 
is too good a lawyer to deny that statement. Who sentences @ 
man, let me ask, when convicted of a criminal offense? 
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Mr. OATES. But itis for the jury to find him guilty, and then 
» sentence of the law is enforced. ] 

Mr. RAY. Yes; but here the jury must find the man guilty, 
cause under the provisions of this bill he must plead guilty if 
he pleads honestly, or be found guilty by the jury. The man 
who has done the simple thing that I have suggested must plead 
ouilty a8 an offender against the lagy, if he tells the truth. The 
py would be compelled to convict on that evidence. 


the 8 


> 


but I could stand here and detail circumstances liable to 


one, 


‘wise within the operation of this law where it would be just as | 


harsh and just as outrageous to imprison a man as in this sup 

oved case. It is a violation of the law todo what I have sug- 
vested, and this bill so makes itand provides the penalty. That 
is what I mean. 

Now, you enact a law that makes such a little trivial thing as 
that an Offense against the law subjecting the offender to a harsh 
and unusual punishment, if you pass this bill as it stands. 

Mr. OATES. I think ifajury convicted a man under such cir- 
eumstances he could get out under the old law principle d 
minimis non curat lex. 

Mr. RAY. Well, the gentleman is so learned in his Latin 
that I willnot undertake to follow him. I will notstop to bandy 
words with him. I wish he was more learned indrawing bank- 
ruptey bills, and had given less of his time to Latin. 

Mr.OATES. Youhad a partin theconsiderationand framing 
of the bill. Did you ever otfer these amendments? 

Mr. RAY. Why, the gentleman knows I had a quarrel with 
him constantly over these matters. Some of the amendments 
that I suggested were put in; some were objected to; and since 
the gentleman has asked the question I will state that a majority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary were unable to agree upon 
this bill, and it only came into this House under a promise or 
agreement that every member of the committee should have the 
right on the floor of the House to propose such amendments as 
he saw proper or thought necessary to perfect the bill. 

Mr. OATES. And that promise will be kept as far as I am 
concerned. 


Mr. RAY. I know it will; but you were intimating the pos- 


sibility, as I understand, that I had assented to the bill in its 


present form. 
Mr. OATES. Oh, no; I understand that you did not in its 

present form. In the main you did, but you wanted it amended. 
Mr. RAY. That is correct. 


[ think we need one on the statute booksof the country. I think 


we should have a permanent one; but what I am fighting against | 


hero are the unwise and harsh provisions of the bill which have 
found their way into the proposed measure and are in it as it 
came from the committee room. But I do not criticise the 
gentleman from Alabama therefor. 
ability. At the same time I will criticise him in the way I have 
and I do not think he will be angry at what I say. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it will not disturbthe gentleman from New 
York, I beg leave to remind him that when this bill was reached 
there was a bare quorum of the Judiciary Committee present. 
So far as the bill itself is concerned, unless it be amended the 
majority of the committee will vote against it. 

Mr. RAY. Well,I do not know how that may be. I am not 
prepared to give an opinion on that subject. I was only justify- 
ing myself in the opposition [am making to it, because I should 
not like to appear on the records of this House as having ap- 
proved of a bill in commitiee and then come in here upon the 
floor of the House and attacked it in any feature. Every mem- 


ber of the committee comes to the consideration of the bill with | 


the permission of the committee to exercise his right of opposi- 
tion in the manner that he may think wise and proper. We may 
advocate it, oppose it, propose, and, if pouible, carry amend- 
ments. In the end we may vote for or against it. 

Subdivision 11 of section 29 should be stricken out of this bill. 


[t is impossible for any business man to live and do business | 


without transferring property otherwise than ‘in the ordinary 
course of his business.”” Every man has a business which in legal 
contemplation is ‘‘ his business.” 
is to make and repair implements and shoe horses: the business 
of the lawyer is to draw papers, give advice, and attend to suits 


and proceedings in court; the business of the clergyman is to at- | 


tend to the spiritual needs of his people and preach on the Sab- 
bath day; the business of the merchant is to 
them to his customers at wholesale or at retail, as the case may 
be; the business of the hotel-keeper is to lodge and feed his 
guests. 
credit, and this property may not be such as he uses in conduct- 
ing “his business.” In contemplation of bankruptcy, with bank- 
ruptey staring him in the face, he transfers this property for 
money with which to meet present and pressing necessities. He 
does with it what he has never done before, what the ordinary 





| you enact the provision I[ have just referred to intoalaw? If 
| doubt what I assert, examine subdivision 11 of section 29 of 
(will admit, Mr. Chairman, that my illustration is an extreme | 
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course of his business would not require or permit him to do. 
He is not versed in the law: he has not studied this act, or if he 
has he does not understand the meaning of this provision, and 


so he has become a criminal and subjected himself to imprison- 
ment for two years. 

IL ask the members of Will 
you 


the 


to ltr 


this House, will you assent 


bill. 
criticisms are justifiable. 
be stricken from the bill. 

Turn to subdivision 6 of section 


Read it for yourselves, and you will be convinced that my 
I repeat, then, this subdivision should 
29 


, in line 17, page 28. It is 


| there provided that the bankrupt may be imprisoned for two 
years if he has— 

| made a substantially false valuation, as a bankrupt, of any of the prop 
erty of his estate in his schedule of property, or omitted therefrom any to 
he property of his estate, or from the list of his creditors any person of 


whom he is indebted in a substantial amount, or included therein aby person 
o whom he is not indebted, or included therein a creditor for an amount 
substantially more than the true indebtedness. 


I would respectfully suggest that this be amended by inserting 
the words ** knowingly and willfully ” before the word ‘* made,” 
inline 17. If the bankrupt should knowingly and willfully do 
any of these things he ought to be punished, but he should not 
be punished if he does;those acts or any of them willfully merely. 
If he omits from his schedule property belonging to his estate 
he does it willfully, of course, but he may not do it knowingly. 
What would be better would be to insert the words ‘“‘ knowingly 
and” before the word ‘‘ willfully,” in line 3, page 27. 

Section 61 provides for the designation by order of certain 
banking institutions in which the moneys belonging to a bank- 
rupt shall be deposited. The money thus deposited becomes the 





[ am in favor of a bankrupt law. | 


I acknowledge his gre»t | 


The business of the blacksmith | 


uy goods and sell | 


Each may have property which he has obtained on | 


| money of the bank, and the relation of debtor and creditor arises 
between the bank and the trustee or the bank and the creditors 
of the estate. While there is little chance for lossin such cases, 
it imposes no hardship on the bank to require it to give security 
in each case for the money deposited. If the bank isto havethe 
benefit of the deposit during the pendency of the proceeding it 
should be willing to go to this expense and trouble. 

It seems to me that the law itself should contain some pro- 
vision as to the form and the amount of the bond to be required 
and that the giving of the bond should in all cases be obliga- 
tory. 

Section 62 provides that the actual and necessary expense in- 
curred by officers in the admiuistration of estates shall be re 
ported in detail, examined, and approved or disapproved, and 
that if approved by the court, they shall be pid or allowed out 
of the assets of the estate in the administration of which they 
| were incurred. 

[It seems to me that greater restrictions should be imposed 
upon the officers who administer estates in the matter of ex- 
| penses. What class of expenses shall be considered necessary? 
May the trustee employ an attorney: and if so, how many may 
he employ, and what shall be the measure of their compensa- 
tion? It seems to me that the door is left wide open for all or- 
dinary estates to be swallowed up. The trustee may prosecute 
suits and the trustee may defend suits. The trustee may involve 
the estate in all sorts of contests.»nd in the large towns and 
cities especially the fees of lawyers and the expenses of such 
litigations could be swelled to unlimited amounts. In my judg- 
} ment no litigation should be permitted without the consent and 





approval of the bankrupt himself and of a majority of the cred- 
itors, with a provision that such consent may be dispensed with 
| by the court on a hearing of the parties, in case such consents 


can not be obtained. 

IT am quite well aware that it is impossible to provide by law 
expressly for all the exigencies of a proceeding in bankruptcy, 
| but a bankrupt law which is se lax or wanting in safeguards as 
| to permit the wasting of estates will result in no good and will 
produce great harm. Such a law, like its predecessors, will get 
speedily into disrepute and excite a popular clamor for its 
repeal. 

Such a law, if enacted at all, should in its operation be just to 
| the debtor and just to the creditors; it should be speedy in its 
operation, simple in its provisions, and easily understood. It 
should guard against frauds, whether committed or attempted 
by the debtor class, the creditor class, or the officers charged 
with its execution. It should provide for the saving and equit- 
able distribution of the estates of bankrupts, and should be so 
framed that the creditors, and not a horde of attorneys and of- 
ficials, shall receive the assets of the estate in final distribution. 

Such a law will meet the approval ofall classes of our citizens, 
and while it will work no hardships, it will enable thousands of 
honest hard-working men to escape from financial troubles into 
which they have fallen,or into which they may be precipitated 
by the faults and wrongdoing of others, or by unwise legislation 
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respecting the financial and industrial interests of our great 
country. 

It is wee conceded by our Democratic friends that under this 
Administration the revenues are insufficient to meet the current 
expenses of the Government. The money inthe Treasury to the 
extent of about $53,000,000 is made up of the proceeds of bonds 
sold to provide a fund for the payment of outstanding United 
States notes. Itisa trust fund, and we have no more right to 
use it for the current expensesof the Government than we would 
have to seil the bonds on deposit tosecure the national bank note 
circulation and appropriate the proceeds to meet such expenses. 
The Government is guilty of a breach of trust every time it puts 
its hand on a dollar of this gold reserve for any other purpose 
than the redemption of Government notes. And according to the 
report of the Democratic members of the Judiciary Committee 
ovary doliar now in the Treasury belongs to that fund. (Report 
1780.) ; 

Still, it is proposed, seriously and gravely, to reduce the rev- 
enues of the Government by cutting down the dutieson imports. 
It seems to be the theory of some that the less money we receive 
into the Treasury the more we will have. They argue that the 
lower the import duties, the greater will be the receipts from 
that source. The same men argue that if we largely reduce the 
duties on imports there will be a great increase in the importa- 
ation of foreign-made articles, — that therefore there will be 
a large increase in the duties collected and d into the Treas- 
aa. Is it not true that we now import all the foreign-made 
articles and all the foreign merchandise that our people need? 
Can we largely increase such importations without acorr nd- 
ing decrease of our home productions, and if we have a large 
decrease in home productions shall we not throw our home labor 
out of employment, close our mills and factories, and br dis- 
aster and ruin upon thousands of our traders and manufactu- 
rers? 

It seems to me that if the present policy of this House as semi- 
officially announced, and as well understood, is carried out that 
we shali have widespread disaster, not only in financial but in 
industrial circles. e shall have almost universal bankruptcy 
and absolute need for a bankrupt law. 

it is wise for our Democratic friends to be prepared for the woe 
thathasicome to a slight extent through the mere threatof tariff 
tinkering and which is sure to come and bring universal suffer- 
ing and distress if the tariff plank of the Democratic party is to 
be Jived up to. 

Therefore, let us pass this bill, and by it, so far as possible, 
provide.a way out for those who are to be plunged into this gulf 
of financial and industrial ruin, and who, even now, through well- 
grounded fear, seem to totter upon the ragged edge of the abyss 
being omens for them. [Applause.] 

Mr. AN. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the bill, but to put upon record my objections to it in 
its present form, or in any form which it is liable to assume be- 
fore it is put upon its final P omeay 

Without discussing whether it is as good a bill as can be drawn 
upon the theory which it embodies or not, I am willing to con- 
cede that those who have framed the billand who have presented 
it are gentlemen of high ability as lawyers, and as I have ob- 
served this debate 1 have been impressed with the belief that we 
will give to those who framed the bill our praise, and then give 
+ — — ee ae ring. a“ 

© purpose of th , it seems to me, is apparent; and per- 
haps the gravest objection which can be made to it is that its 
real purpose is not the one which is most emphasized in its dis- 
cussion. When we attempt to discuss a bankruptcy bill, we al- 
ways speak, if we s in favor of the bill, of the great hard- 
ship to the debtor who is honest, who has given up his property 
to his creditors; the hardship to him in not being able to be re- 
lieved of the balance which he owes, so that he can commence 
life again; and we all recognize that if it were ible to so 
frame a law that every honest man who has failed without his 
intentional fault could give up his property fairly to his cred- 
itors, be released, and commence life again in a business way, that 
it would be wise. 

But the difficulty is that this bill is not demanded by that class 
of I think if we would look at the requests which have 
come to this body and to us individually in behalf of the bill we 

few if any from the debtor class. The bill comes 

intodielste; and the aoe ae Zaliaicdimniaes eaeiaancncnan 
ets, w wasted upon poor debtor 

who can not be sellewed.of See burden of his debt is wasted in 
the interest of the man who has much more concern for his debt 
than for the man who owes it. And I think one of the best evi- 
is to aid the remote whole- 
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a debtor, it being an extraordinary process, he is requir, 
bond, and if the attachment is wrongfully issued he j 
damages to the man whose property is taken, or whose 
has attacked. 

In this bill there is no such provision. A manmay 
in asmall town. He owes some person in a distant Sta; 
pane can come and filea petition in bankruptey. He, 

iscredit on that man, and in’ nine cases out of ten th 
will make the man a bankrupt, whether he was a ba) 
begin withor not. You take a man in business, a business 
is reasonably profitable, a man who is able to meet his q 
they come due generally, a man who, if left alone, wil! 
to pay all his debts. Put that man into bankruptcy, com 
to sell his assets at what they will bring, and, besides »,\j; 
debts, compel him to pay the cost of collecting his debts {}), 
a bankrupt court, and I assert that, nine-tenths of the pb 
men of the country would not be able to go through 
and pay their creditors in full. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. 3 
allow me just there to say that while he truly states tha; 
bill as framed does not require the petitioning creditors to »; 
a bond when they sndentale to put a man into bankruptey, ye: 
they can not seize nor interfere with his property. It rem»ins 
his possession, so that the proceeding against him to put hip 
into bankruptcy is just like any other suit that is brought of ay 
ordinary character, and the defendant has a right to defen 
against it. So if the grounds alleged in the petition : 
true, according to the terms of the law, he gains his suit and j; 
notadjudged abankruptatall. If they wanthis property seize) 
or suspect that he is going to dispose of it imprope'ly, they ay, 
required to make affidavit to that effect and give bond, and ji! 
that bond is not given his property is not interfered with, unless 
and until after he-is adjudged a bankrupt. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman’s answer does not mect my o)- 
jection. The attack is upon the man’s credit, and when that 
petition in bankruptcy is filed, that man will be known through. 
out the business community as a bankrupt, and he can not wait 
until after he has gone into court and disproved it, nor ca 
he recover, from this man who files the petition, the damag 
which he wrongfully suffers by having his credit attacked. 

And I insist, Mr. Chairman, if the purpose of this bill is to 
protect the debtor, it must have a provision in it that if a person 
attacks the credit of a business man by filing a petition in 
ruptcy, he shall give a bond to pay the defendant the damages 
which he suffers if he is mistaken in filing that petition; ani | 
insist that unless that is done the gentlemen who favor this bil 
should withdraw their remarks about its being in the interest 
the debtor. 

Mr. OATES. If the gentleman will allow me, when we con 
sider the bill under the five-minute rule, such an amendmen 
will be in order. 

Mr. RAY. -I want to call attention further to the fact that 
the poor debtor, when they file the petition against him, as t! 
bill now stands, is not even permitted to get rid of the proceed 
ing by going to the creditor who filed the petition and paying 
the debt. He should be permitted to get rid of the proceeding 
either by paying the money to the creditor, or, in case the cred- 
itor will not take it, he should be permitted to pay it into court 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman from New York has very abl) 

resented in detail many of the objections to this bill, and 

ully ee with him that the objection which he now points 0u! 
is a vi one, and [agree also that the objection which he call 
attention to, that the trustee was subject to the punishment 0 
only two years in prison in case he embezzled the funds of th 
bankrupt, no matter how great those funds were, is an impo! 
tant one. 

But without going into details, I simply call attention to ' 
absence of a bond to show that the purpose is not to pro ect {4 
debtor. If a creditor comes into my State and destroys ‘)° 
credit of one of the business men, that business man wo: 
credit is destroyed should have his remedy. Can he go to 5! 
Louis, Chicago, or New York, or to a distant city to prosecu'e 
his suit? It is impossible, sir; and yet you say to that busines 
man that he can have his business doatioged, credit ruined, 
and his property taken, and he shall not have the protection 
a bond of the man who does it. ss 

Mr. ALLEN. I would like to ask the gentleman from \~ 
braska if he thinks the creditor class would need any protectio? 
if we get rid of this silver legislation that we are likely to 
have. [ hter.] 

‘Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Chairman, my opinion is, thatif the 1 > 
is true which has reached us to-day, of the probability of the 
unconditional repeal of the Sherman law and the establishmen: 
of a gold standard in this country, as I believe that conten 

tes, we will need some law to ve the debtor of his debts: 

t I would rather have a voluntary bankrupt law thar an) 
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voluntary one, because, Mr. Chairman, there will be a ea a | 
voluntary bankruptcy when we feel the full force and effect of 


thet chang re in our monetary system. 
OATES. Then that limits your opposition to the invol- 
unta ry clause? 
-“BRYAN. I was going to say, Mr. Chairman, thatif there 
coul ld be introduced herea bill pr oviding that whenev er adebtor 


should fairly give up his property to his creditors and, as far as 
that property would go, honestly discharge his debts, and that, 
having done that, he could then come in and ask for a discharge 
I would favor it; but I do not-know that I would favor any pli un 
for involuntary bankruptcy enforced through the machinery of 
the Federai courts. 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me justthere? Does 
the bill meet your approbation exceptas to the involuntary part? 

Mr. BRY "AN. If all the involuntary part of this bill were 

taken out, the influences at work for the last four or five years to 
secure the passage of the bill would not be in favor of the bill. 
The great wholesale associations have inspired this measure; I 
do not mean to say any person in this House favors it for that 

reason, but that it has been inspired by the wholesale associa- 
tions through their attorney. I do not believe they would ever 
come to Congress and ask for a voluntary bankruptcy law, and 
if you ever take the involuntary features out you w ill destroy all 
the bill that has propelling force in it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the gentleman intend to intimate that he 
suspeets Mr. Torrey, who has been around here for four or five 
years advocating this bill, is here purely in the interest of the 
oppressed debtors? (Laughter. ] 

Mr. BRYAN. Ican not make the suggestion as gracefully as 
the gentleman from Mississippi, but in saying what I have in 
regard to the action of Mr. Torrey, as his name has been men- 
tioned, I do not mean to reflect upon that gentleman, because I 
have had oceasion to remark that I have never known of any 
person interested in the passage of a bill through this House 
whoseems to be so fair in the presentation of a case or as courteous 
as Mr. Torrey: and I wish that all outside persons who desire to 
assist in legislation here would follow theexampleof Mr. Torrey. 
But the fact that he is fair, the fact that he is simply,as far as I 
know, trying to show theadvantages of this bill to the members 
does not take away the fact, nor does it disturb the fact, that the 
bill was drawn, brought to this House, and is urged through 
not in the interest of the poor debtor who is to be. discharged, 
but in the interest of the creditor, who desires better means of 
collecting his debts. 

_ OATES. Will my friend allow me right there‘ 

. BRYAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr OATES. Now,as Judge Torrey’s name has been brought 
into this debate, and as on yesterday a gentleman saw proper to 
speak of a lobby here getting $15,000 per annum to earry this 
bill through, I desire to state that I have been ser ving on the 
Judiciary Committee through ten years, and I remember the first 
bankruptey bill ever brought in was the Lowell bill, one framed 
by Judge Lowell, of Massachusetts, and was under ‘the control 
of Mr. Pat Collins. Then the next one that was introduced and 
referred was the one known as the Torrey bill. Judge Torrey 
is the only man who inall these years I haveever met who could 
eye to be lobbying or working in favor of the bankruptcy 
bill 

Ihave met him frequently. He has sat with the Judiciary 
Committee at its request in order that we might ask him ques- 
tions. He is an authority upon questions of bankruptcy law. 
{ have never seen a more gentlemanly man or one who deported 
himself in amore commendable manner than Judge Torrey. He 
is here now, because I telegraphed to him the other day that the 
bill was going to be considered and requested him to come. [ 
have consulted with him frequently about this subject. The bill 
bears his name, and Isuppose he would take great pride in seeing 
it pass; but as to any lobby, or anybody bejng paid to come here 
in the interest of this bill, I boltore that to be an absolute and 
a falsehood. Certainly if there was, or if there is, any 
swh thing, no man has ever dared to approach me in that way. 

I desire to say further that in the statement of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] as to Judge Torrey I entirely con- 
eur. I have never seen anything toobject to in his conduct, and 
if there is any lobby in the interest of this bill, or if there has 
been such at any time, I have never met any body connected with | 
it, nor have I ever seen or heard any authoritative statement, 
nor do I believe that it existed. 

Mr. BRYAN. The gentleman from Alabama does not under- 
stand that ee that I have said reflects upon Judge Torrey, 
or upon eee person in connection with this matter? 

Mr. OA No. sir; but inasmuch as the subject came up, 
Lasked permission of the gentleman from Nebraska {Mr. BRYAN] 
to make this statement. 


tion of previous bankrupt laws were inherent difficulties, and c: 
| 
j 
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Mr. Mr. Chairman. to | 
the 


there is to be any person here in the 


BRYAN. 
statement go into the Recorp, 


I am perfectly wi ling’, 
and to say further, me i 
interest of this bill, re 

could be no better person than Mr. Torrey. He gave evidence 

of desiring to be perfectiv fair. He what 
had to the bill, and seemed to be anxious to know whethe 


ob ection 1 
any- 
thing could be done to perfect it, but I was not able to find ans 
way of perfecting it without destroying all of the bill that would 
make it useful to those who desired it. 

Mr. OATES. I havediffered with Judge Tor 
some of the prov isions of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Chairman, with the permission of th 
tleman from Nebraska, I desire to make a brief statement. I 
happened to mention (¢ ‘ol. Torrey’s name, but I did it by way of 
resenting any imputation upon him, because I regard him rathe 
as my attorney in this matter (Laughte r.] Being yr one of the 
debtor class myself and very much interested in this bill, prob 
ably , too much so to vote upon it [laughter], I have supposed 

ull the time that Col. Torrey was here as a pure phil: aunthropist, 
senresunaiean me and trying to find a plan to get me out of my 
difficulties, which are similar to those in which a good many 
other people in this country find themselves, and, I repeat, | 
mentioned his name rather by way of resenting the imputation 
that he was here for any improper purpose. (Laughter. | 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Chairman, [ have been led by the questions 
which have been put todigress from what I had intended to say. 
I simply rose to express my objections to the bill in its present 
form, or, as ! have said, in any form which it is likely to assume 
[ do not believe that our experience of bankruptcy laws leads us 
to hope that this bill, if passed, will differ in its fate from those 
which have preceded it. 

I believe that the difficulties which attended upon the opera- 


asked me 


rey mysell 


not be eliminated from any law which seeks to enforce hammer 
the Federal Government and its courts involuntary bankruptcy 
I believe that any such law will be oppressive and will work 
hardship, and that that oppression and that hardship will make 
the people who vote for it regret their action, and that it will 
be only a question of a short time when Congress will be glad 
to undo what many gentlemen now seem so willing todo. Lf we 
could, as I-have said, devise a law which would permit a man 
to obtain a release from his obligations when he had acted hon 
estly with his creditors, and given up his property in settlement 
of his debts, I would be in favor of it; but I do not hope 
this Congress, or perhaps from any succeeding Congress, 
such law, because that kind of a billdoes not come into C ong 

The debtors do not ask it, but those who seck better means 0 
enforeing their claims against debtors come in with these bills 
wbich involve both voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, and 
the benefit of the debtor is made the excuse for giving addi- 
tional advantage the creditor. Therefore, sir, [ shall vote 
against this bill. I shall be glad to vote for any amendments 
which may improve it. Many of those preposed by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. RAY] I shall be glad to favor. Any 
amendments which may make the bill better I shall vote for, but 
when all have been adopted, and when we have improved it as 
much as we can, even if we should put in the clause providing 
that a bond shall be given by the man who filesa petition, so that 
the debtor shall be to that extent protected, it should not be 
— if the involuntary feature is retained. Even if we provid: 
fora bond, I believe still that in our larger Western States you 
can, under such a law, take men from one corner of the State, 
drag them to the Federal court in another part of the State, and 
there make them give up their property and have it all absorbed 
in expenses and in the fall in price resulting from its sale under 
such circumstances. 

I believe that as long as you undertake to administer a bank- 
rupt law in the Federal courts you will subject your citizens to 
the danger of being carried away from home, to the hardship of 
being taken from their State courts and local tribunals, and 
made to settle their difficulties in the Federal courts, and that, 
therefore, the law will be so obnoxious to the people asto make 
its speedy repeal necessary. 

-OATES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

7 The motion was agreed to. The committee accordingly rose, 
and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, 
from the Committee on the W hole, reported that they had h: aa 
under consideration a bill (H. R. 1: 39) to establish a uniform sy 
| tem of bankruptey, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. COVERT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
for four days on account of important "business. 

The House then, on motion of Mr. OATES (at 4 o'clock and 42 
minutes p. m.), adjourned. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 20f Rule XXII, the Committee on the Judiciary 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 2692) to 
permit Anna M. Coleman, a widow, to prosecute aclaim, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 4228) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain volunteer and regular 
soldiers of the late war and the war with Mexico,” approved 
March 2, 1889—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: « bill (H. R. 4229) to 
abolish the office of naval officeat portsof en‘ry or other places— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 4230) 
to amend an act entitled *‘An act to regulate commerce,” ap- 
proved February 4, 1837, in such manner as to secure the just 
and orderly conduct of the American railroad system—to the 
Committee on Interstate und Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4231) provid- 
ing for the construction of two steam revenue cutters for the 
Pacific coast—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. BROSIUS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4232) to establish 
a gold and silver eeresney ona basis of interchangeable value— 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. FLYNN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4233) granting the 
Oklahoma Central Railroad Company the right of way across 
Oklahoma and Indian Territories—to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BLNGHAM: A joint resolution (H. Res. 79) for the re- 
lief of Peter Hagan-—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMINETTI: A joint resolution (H. Res. 80) fixing 
construction to be given to section 3 of ‘‘ An act in aid of the Cali- 
fornia Midwinter International Exposition,” approved Septem- 
ber 1, 1893 so as to prevent the importation of foreign laborers 
prohibited by existing laws—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SAYERS: A resolution to amend clause 4 of Rule 
XXIV—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAKER of Ncw Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 4234) for the 
velief of John O’Jsrien—to t..e Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. BELL ef Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4235) granting a pen- 
sion to Richard C. Snow—to the Committee on: Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: A bill (H. R, 4236) 
for the relief of John A. Smith, of Pine Bluff, Ark., for injuries 
received in the employ of the United States Government—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4237) for the relief 
of Serena M. Clay, of Toronto, Kans. —tothe Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4238) granting a pension to Samuel Myers, 
of Topeka, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4239) for relief of M. J. Gel- 
strap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R.4240) to correct the 
eed record of Riley Miller—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 4241) for the relief of David 
Sarsfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas: Affidavit of John A. 
Smith in his claim for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, affidavit of Cole A. Carlisle in claim of John A. Smith 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, affidavit of S. M. Taylor, M. D., in claim of John A. Smith 
for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of the Northwest Swedish Annual 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Galesburg, IIL., 
75 ministers, 10,000 members, for the repeal of the Geary law— 
to the Comniittee on Foreign Affairs. 


OCTOBER 25. 


By Mr. LUCAS: Petition of miners in Custer County, s. Dak 
against extending time for doing assessment work on mining 
claims—to the Committee on Mines and Mining. — 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Papers to accompany House pi|! 
for the relief of Isaac Thompson—to the Committee on Miljtar. 
Affairs. 

By Mr.STRAIT: Resolutions of the Kershaw County Farmers’ 
Alliance, of South Carolina, favoring the abolition o/ » 
banks at the expiration of their present charters 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, resolutions of the Kershaw County Alliance, of Soy} 
Carolina, requesting Congress to authorize the issue of jee). 
tender notes (as bank notes are now issued) in amounts sufticjen: 
to move crops when harvested, the same to be equitably anno». 
tioned among the several States, upon ample security, suc); 
State bonds, nonperishable farm products, etc.—to the ( 
tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. WEADOCK: Petitionof Michigan Annual Conferenes 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, for the repeal of the Geapy 
law-—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ; 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: Petition of 48 citivens of 
Fruitland, Stevens County; of 116 citizens of Rockford: of 43 
citizens of Washington: of 78 citizens of Kettle Falls; o iti 
zeus of Tyler; of 87 citizens of Loomis; of 18 citizens of Mount 
Hope; of 46 citizens of Mead; of 16 citizens of Kinnewick: of iis 
citizens of Fairfield: of 15 citizens of Sunk Point; of 147 citizens 
of Lincoln County; of 9 citizens of Spokane County; of 3! citizens 
of Cooperville; of 39 citizens of Junction City: of 30 citizens of 
Oroville; of 39 citizens of city of Gay; of 27 citizens of Bb niury: 
of 63 citizens of Franklin County; of 202 citizens of Spokane 
County; all of the State of Washington, in opposition to the 
repeal of the Sherman act, unless said repeal shall provide for 
the continued use of silver on terms more favorable to sil ver—to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Republican Union of Spokane, relative 
to the establishment of postal savings banks—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
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SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, October 25, 1893. 


[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1898.) 

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being 
House bill No. 1, which will be stated by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act, 
approved July 14, 1890, entitled “An act directing the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
for other purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevade |Mr. 
STEWART] is entitled to the floor. Before he proceeds the (hair 
will lay before the Senate a bill from the House of Representa- 
tives for reference; and also present several petitions. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9) to transfer the Morris Island life-saving sta- 
tion, near Charleston, S. C., to Sullivans Island, was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT ease a petition of the Demo- 
cratic State committee of California, praying for the en: ctment 
of legislation F gros | certain restrictions upon the immigr:tion 
of Chinese and Japanese; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the drug trade section o! the 
New York Board of Trade and Transportation; of the [roquols 
Club, of Chicago, Ill.; of citizens of Duluth, Minn.; of the W hole- 
sale Saddlery Association, of St. Louis, Mo., and of the Trading 
Men’s Democratic Club, of Peoria, Ill., praying for the imme 
diate repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called Sher- 
man law; which were ordered to lie on the table. ; 

Mr. MCMILLAN presented a petition of the/Michigan Annua! 
Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law: 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of bankers and members of 
the Franklin Club of Cleveland, Ohio, representing the views of 
the wage-workers of that city, praying for the unconditional re- 

of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman 

w; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 1126) granting to the Des 
Moines Rapids Power Company the right to erect, construct, 
operate, and maintain a wing dam, canal, and power station in 
the Mississippi River, in Hancock County, Ill.; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 1127) for the relief of 


Nasario Gonzales; which was read twice by its title, and referred | 


to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1128) for the relief of Barney 
Morgan, teamster, Quartermaster’s Department; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

JUDICIAL OPINION ON SILVER COINAGE. 
Mr. PEFFER. With the consent of the Senator from Nevada, 


I ask leave to offer a resolution, and I will state the way in which | 
There is some difference of opinion on the part of | 


it comes. 
members of this body, and also persons outside of the body, who 
are discussing the matters pertaining to the financial situation, 
and they are anxious to have the resolution [ submit referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary in connection with the one re- 
ferred there afew days ago, offered by the Senator from Ala- 
bama {Mr. MORGAN]. I ask that the resolution may be read and 
then referred. 
Mr. HOAR. 
reception being open after it is read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
information of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 
Whereas a difference of opinion exists as to the legaleffect of the repeal of 
a part of the act of February 28, 1878, by the passage of the act of July 14, 
1890; and 


Whereas some persons maintain that the free and unlimited coinage ofthe | 


silver dollar at the ratio of 16 to 1 is the law of the land and has been since 
the passage of the act of February 28, 1878: Therefore, . 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and it is 
hereby, directed to investigate and report on this question at its earliest con- 
venience. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state that the resolution comes from per 
sons on the outside of this Chamber. It is entirely respectful, 
and I hope it will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


STATEMENT REGARDING PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. KYLE. 
just one moment? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KYLE. I have here a statement in reference to the Cen- 
tral and Union Pacific Railways. It is a statement of the oper- 
ating expenses, gross earnings, net earnings, etc., of the two 
‘ailways, compiled from the report of Governor Pattison, of Penn- 
sylvania, and Poor’s Railway Manual. It is a very important 
statement, and is in a condensed form. I should like to have 
unanimous consent that it be published as a miscellaneous docu- 
ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. By whom was it compiled? 

Mr. KYLE. It was compiled by Mr. Selden Cowdon. 

Mr. CULLOM. A Government officer? 

Mr. KYLE. A statistician of this city. 

Mr. CULLOM. Nota Government officer? 

Mr. KYLE. Not a Government officer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from South Dakota? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. 


COOPERATION OF FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS IN WORLD’S FAIR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to report back, without amendment, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations the joint resolution (H. Res. 66) that the acknowl- 
edgments of the Government and people of the United States 
be tendered to various foreign governments of the world in com- 
memoration of the discovery of America by Christopher Colum- 
bus. It isa joint resolution passed by the House of Representa- 
tives expressing the acknowledgments of the Government and 
people of 


Quadro-Centennial Exposition held in Chicago. If the joint res- 

olution is to pass at all it should be passed before the close of 

the Exposition, as it requires acknowledgments to be delivered 

to the representatives of various countries, and I ask that it be 

ee its passage now. I think there will be no objection 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Becateel, ots. (1) That it is the sense of Congress that the acknowledg- 
ments of the Government and people of the United States be tendered to the 
various foreign governments of the world who have so generously and 
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Let it be read for information, the question of its | 


The resolution will be read for the | 
| whatever may be the government. 


Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me for | 


the United States to the various governments of the | 
world who have generously and effectively codperated in the | 
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effectively codperated in the quadricentennial Exposition held in Chicago 
in commemoration of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus 

(2) That a certified copy of the foregoing resolution be prepared in suita- 
ble form by the Secretary of State of the United States, and forwarded 
through the customary diplomatic channels to the respective foreign gov- 
ernments who have participated in said Exposition 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. The joint resolution is reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; it is reported unanimously. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me it is an exceedingly awkward and 
imperfect method of dealing with this question. The joint res- 
olution provides that the acknowledgments of the United States 
be tendered to the various foreign governments, and the mode 
of doing it is to give a sort of circular copy of the resolution, so 
that the Government of Great Britain will receive from the 
President, or the Department of State, a copy of a resolution 
that our Government presents its compliments or tenders its ac- 
knowledgment to all the foreign governments of the world. It 
seems to me—— 

Mr. SHERMAN (in his seat). You are mistaken. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says sotto voce I am mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willstate—— 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, let me proceed. It seems to me that 
the United States should make an express 
courteous acknowledgment to each government by name, suy- 
ing that the Government of the United States tenders its ac- 
knowledgment to the Government of France, or Mexico, or 
Let the joint resolution be 
read again, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. The joint resolution read$ as follows: 

That it is the sense of Congress that the acknowledgments of the Govern- 
ment and people of the United States be tendered to the various foreign 
governments of the world who have so generously and effectively cooOper- 
ated in the quadricentennial Exposition held in Chicago, in commemoration 
of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus 

That a certified copy of the foregoing resolution be prepared in suitable 
form by the Secretary of State of the United States, and forwarded through 
the customary diplomatic channels to the respective foreign governments 
who have participated in said Exposition 

Mr. HOAR. That is just what I object to éxactly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations con- 
sidered the resolution and unanimously regarded— 

Mr. HOAR. I had net yielded the floor. [ have not finished 
what I wishtosay. Llaskto have the joint resolution read. The 
Senator said sotto voce that I do not understand it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator is mistaken. The committee 
regarded the second clause of the joint resolution as enabling 
the Secretary of State not only to—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I donot know whether it is because Senators 
do not speak loud enougi: or because there is too much conversa- 
tion, but I can not hear a word. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Ohio was speaking in a low 
voice because he had not the floor. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should be glad to hear. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator from Massachusetts 
had yielded the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. I had not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ThenT will sit down 
through. 

Mr. HOAR. I think we should observe some degree of ceremo- 
nial or propriety in dealing with foreign governments. The gov- 
ernments of the world have with great generosity contributed 
vastly to the success of this wonderful national event, the com- 
memorative Exposition at Chicago: and it is pro: osed very prop- 
erly to make an acknowledgment to every government that has 
socontributed. Howisit proposed to be done? [tis proposed to be 
done by passing a joint resolution that the Congressof the United 
States tenders its acknowledgment to the various governments 
of the world which have done so and so, not specifying by name 
any one whatever, and then the second clause of the resolve is: 

(2) That a certified copy of the foregoing resolution be preparedin suitable 
form by the Secretary of State of the United States, and forwarded through 
the customary diplomatic channels to the respective foreig Lents 
who have participated in said Exposition. 


until the Senator ig 


1 govern! 


The Emperor of Germany, and the President of the Republic 
of France, and the Government of Great Britain will receive a 
certified copy of the first resolution. What ought to be done, it 
seems to me, is that instead of the second resolution the Presi- 
dent shall be authorized to communicate to each government by 
name the obligations of the United States to that government 
specifically for its share, and that the mode proposed in this 
hastily drawn resolution would be almost a slight on any gov- 
ernment. It is as if weshould pass a resolution that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States expresses its thanks to those citi- 
zens who contributed to the Exposition. There is no compli- 
ment to anybody in it, and no courtesy to anybody in it, and 
nothing which is individual or personal to any nation in it. 
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If the Senator from Ohio will t an amendment to the ef- 
fect that the President of the United States be uested to for- 
ward to each foreign government that has participated in said 
Expovition the acknowledgment of Congress for such ci 
tion it would conform to my ideas. Otherwise I shall object to 
the further consideration of the joint resolution. 

Mr. CULLOM. That would involve the necessity, [ think, of 
remodeling the va resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would. 

Mr.CULLOM. Almost entirely. 

Mr. HOAR. No; not the first resolve. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to think it would, but whether 
that is the case or not, I agree with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. The truth is that the Government of the United States 
can not say too much within reasonable bounds in returning its 
thanks to the separate governments of the world which have 
taken part in this great Exposition. If the joint resolution as 
proposed does not cover the ground sufficiently, and it strikes 
me it does not, as the Senator from Massachusetts indicates, I 
think it would be well for the committee to change it, 80 as to 
make it as strong as the duty of the Government would dic- 
tate. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Secretary will take down the amendment 
I suggested I will move an amendment, and then let the com- 
mittee consider it. I move to substitute for the second resolu- 
tion the following: 

That the President of the United States be r 
each foreign government that has participated 
knowledgment of Congress for its contripution. 

That is the substgnce of what 1 should like to have incorpor- 
ated. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Although I donot know that the joint reso- 
lution came from the Secretary of State or the State Department 
I have nodoubt that it did. [t was introduced in the House o 
Representatives and it passed there in this form. I[ think it 


nested to communicate to 
n said Exposition the ac- 


contains in precise form what is desired. Here is an expression 

in proper language, to which the Senator does not object, of the 

acknowledgment of the Government and people of the United 

States passed by Congress, and then this acknowledgment by 

Congress is to be communicated to these different governments, 

as a matter of course, each one separately, pads Bey of 
ri 


the resolution, and in language that may be prese by the 
Secretary of State indue form. The Secretary of State would 
undoubtedly, in proper form, as here authorized, in a suitable 
way, through the customary diplomatic channels, communicate 
vo each government a copy of the resolution of Congress, which 
is the expression of the will and acknowledgments of the peo- 
ple of the United States. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations regarded this as a com- 
pliment which ought to be bestowed now, before the Exposi- 
tion closes. It was thought proper to pass the joint resolution 
in the present form, but I have no objection to any amendment 
that may be suggested, and if the Senator from Massachusetts 
wants time until to-morrow to look over itand suggest an amend- 
ment I have no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Lam satisfied with the one I have suggested. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Foreign Relations were 
unanimous on the subject and thought the joint resolution ought 
to be acted on promptly; but one day will not make much differ- 
ence, and if the Senator desires time to look over it until to- 
morrow and prepare an amendment, let the joint resolution go 
over. 

Mr. CULLOM. [agree with the Senator from Ohio that we 
ought to act on the resolution very geomet. There are only 
three or four days remaining before the time for closing the Fair. 

Mr. HOAR, Is the Senator satisfied with the amendment I 
have dictated? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that amendment will be entirely suf- 
ficient if it does not conflict with any other portion of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose we let the matter stand over and the 
Senator from Ohio can call it up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDE Without objection the resolution 
will go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN subsequently said: The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts (Mr. HOAR) has submitted an amendment to the joint 
resolution, to which [ have no objection, and upon which I should 
like to have the action of the Senate now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The 
ee will be pil 

e@ SEORETARY. Strike out all of paragraph 2 of the t 
resolution and insert in lieu thereof: o 

That the President of the United States be requested to communicate to 

vernment that has ed in said Exposition the ac- 


knowledgiment : of Congress for its 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as am 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passe 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, the title was amended so as to : 
‘A joint resolution (H. Res. 66) that the acknowledgments of ; 
Government and people of the United States be tendered | 
rious foreign governments of the world who have partici 
in commemoration of the discovery of America by Christ: 

Columbus.” 


The question is upon avy 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T, 0 
TOWLBES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had ac; 
to the amendment of the Senate to the concurrent resolutio 
the House to print copies of the hearings before the Commit: 
on Ways and Means. ; 

The message also announced that the House had piss: 
following bills; in which it requested the concurreiics of the s 


ate: 

A bill (H.R. 101) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statut 
of the United States; and 

A bill (H. R. 3297) providing for the construction of a 
revenue cutter for service on the Great Lakes. 

W. L. HARDY AND OTHERS. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, ; 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by Mr. Gror 
the 19th instant, reported it without amendment, and it 
read, as follows: o 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is perety, directed 
municate to the Senate the present status of the claim of W. L. Hardy. Jon: 
L.. Carter, and William T. Holland against the Government of Spain fo, 
damages occasioned by their illegal arrest on board the brig Georgiana 
the coast of Yucatan, by a Spanish warship,in May, 1850, and their su 
quent imprisonment; what obstacles exist in the enforcement of said 
and what action, if any, is needed to be taken by Congress in refer 
the settiement of the same. 

Mr. BUTLER. The resolution simply calls upon the Stt 
Department for information, and I ask for its immediate consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the | 
consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I do not rise for the purpose of maki 
any objection, but it is understood, of course, that these pro 
ceedings are taken by unanimous consent, not displacing the 
measure now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent. Is there 
objection to the presentconsideration of the resolution just read: 

he resolution was considered by unanimous consent «ni 
agreed to. 
MARSHAL’S EXPENSES IN NEW YORK. 

Mr. KYLE. With the permission of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, I should like to call up the resolution 
submitted by myself on the 16th of October calling upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for certain information relative to 
the expenses incurred by the United States marshal for t! 
southern district of New York. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it leads to no debate there is no ob- 
jection. 

The resolution was read, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of the T 
ury be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish to the Senate, a8 soon as miy 
be practicable, a statement in writing of the expenses incurred by John \' 
Jacobus, United States marshal for the southern district of New York, on 
account of deputy, assistant deputy marshals and special deputy marshi!s, 
ee by him, the said John W. Jacobus, in and about. the Presidential 
and Congressional election of 1892; the amount paid to each such deputy, 
assistant deputy marshals and special deputy marshals, together with their 
names and amounts of such payments to each. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 101) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; and 

A bill (H.R. 3297) providing for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for service on the Great Lakes. 

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill(H.R.1) to repeal a part of an act approved July 
14, 1890, entitled “‘An act directing the purchase of silver bul- 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” the pending question being on the amendment proposed 

Mr. PEFFER to the substitute reported by the Committee on 
ance, 
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Mr. STEWARP. ; 3 
Senate has been very kind to me in allowing me to suspend my 
speech that my colleague might proceed. The Senator from 


I donot want to parcel out the floor, but the | 


Alabama {Mr. PuGH] desires to submit a few remarks this morn- | 


and if the Senate will allow me to goon after he concludes, 
[ ask unanimous consent that that course may 


ir 





L will give way. 
be pursued. F 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the request? 

Mr. STEWART. That I may give way to the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. PuGu], and then go on with my speech. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nevada asks 


Is there objection to the request 


permission to resume the floor after the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Alabama. Is there objection; The 


Cheir hears none, andthe Senator from Alabama will proceed. 
Mr.PUGH. Mr. President, the debate on the bill to repeal the 


| 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


the editors in the State were to attend and re its pa 
We challenge them to try it in any county. 

How the people stand on the questions involved in t 
bill,and whether the Democratic party is to be enlisted in 
service of the gold-standard advocates, wi rtainly be d 
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inthe Congressional and Presidential « ions Lso4 L8o6 
Mr. President, no debate the Co1 has « had has been 
more legitimate and orderly, none ecessa » inf the 
people about a matter of momentous importance to them and 
their posterity, and I donot believethatany debate has 
|of greater value and usefulness, and it will prove int 


provision of the aet of 1890, known as the Sherman law, that re- | 


quires the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase at the market 
price 4,500,000 ounces of silver bullion and to issue in payment 
therefor certificates redeemable in coin, is one of the mostimport- 
ant and instructive debatesever had in the Congress of the United 
States, because it involves the whole guestion of finance—the 
use of gold and silver as money—the issue of paper as currency 
to represent gold and silver, whether issued by the Federal Gov- 
ernment as the principal, or national banks as fiscal agents of 
the Government, and also whether States shall charter banks to 
aid in supplying currency. 

These questions are conceded to be of world-wide importance, 
as they underlie and regulate all the material transactions 
mankind, and especially at this time are they engaging the 
earnest attention and thoughtful consideration of financiers, pol- 
iticians, statesmen, and people of all pursuits in Europe and 
America. Is it not a sad commentary to go down in history 
that the Senate of the United States, admitted to be the great- 
est lawmaking body in the world, while struggling with these 
momentous questions should be subjected to the use of the whi 
and spur applied from the outside by the reckless, unscrupulous, 
and irresponsible adventurers and speculators and conspirato: 
against the general welfare employed in the service of money 
against labor and property to ‘‘hurry up and cease talking— 
debate is useless—the speeches are nonsense—nobody listens— 
nobody reads—the people want final action—the majority is as- 
certained and the majority must rule”? The wolves on Wall 
street and their keepers are howling for blood. They think 
they smell the dead body of silver and they have become ray- 
enous. 

Newspapers every where, dailiesand weeklies, subsidized in this 


of 


ignominious service, have arraigned the Senate as a public nui- | 


sance, and what they call the small minority as obstructionists 
and filibusters, public enemies and criminals, deserving the most 
condign punishment. 

Who are these accusers and whom do they represent? 


j 


more destructive of the aims of the enemies of the 


Gebate has clearly marked the lines that separa 
ing parties to this controversy. I do n 
locate the selfish, the unscrupulous, and greedy hort 


themselves to the front in this agitation, but [ mean those who 


‘ 
ry) 











are actuated by sincere and well-formed convictions and who 
are endeavoring to discharge to the best of their abilit ! 
public duty in this mighty contention 

The immediate question before the Senate is, shall th lver- 

| purchase part of theact of 1890 be unconditionally repea that 
is, repealed without any substitute? There can be no disagree- 
ment as to where silver will be left by such a repeal. Could 
another ounce of silver be purchased by the Government to be 
coined into money, or made the basis of any certificate to go into 
our present volume of currency? Could another ounce of silv 
be carried to any mint to be coined and stamped as money 

Every Senator must answer no. Then it is indisputable that as 

to the future of silver for all increased money uses, it will be 

| left precisely where it was by the odio | of 18 \ *h 

| dropped silver from our coinage laws. 

Those Democrats who favor unconditional repeal claim that it 
can be done safely and in accordance with the Democratic pl 
form, which they urge ec: ‘mns the Sherman law and demand 
its immediate repeal, and that those parts of the platform fol 

this condémnation and demand, that pledge the party to 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money a » the 
coinage of both without discrimination in favo t metal 
| and that each dollar coined shall be equal in intrinsic value and 
purchasing power, and that the ratio of the number of grains in 


| Congressional legislation, ares 


each dollar shall be adjusted by international agreement or by 


parable from and independent 


| the demand for the repeal of the Sherman law. 


| necessary and rightful law to establish and carry out 

| cial system and policy declared to be the true system 
' 

How 


much credibility and influence have they in the communities | 


where they live and where their papers are published and cir- 
culated? ‘To test their influence and the accuracy of their state 
ments as to publicsentiment, suppose a mass meeting were called 
of the people living in tho town, city, or county where these pa- 
pers are published, and where the editors reside, and that in 
such meeting the editor of the paper published there were to in- 
troduce a resolution declaratory of his financial opinions and 

licies and indorsing the House bill now pending in the Senate 
for the unconditional repeal of the only silver law now in exist- 
ence, and condemning theaction of the Senators who oppose the 
bill, how much influence would the editor have and exert upon 
such meeting in forming its opinion, and what weight would his 
statements that nearly all the people were clamoring for imme- 
diate and unconditional repeal of the only silver iaw have with 
his hearers? 

I feel perfectly confident that there is not a town, city, or 
county in any State in the South where such an editor could be 
induced to call such a meeting or to offer such a resolution, or 
in favor of which he would exert any influence, or make or 
direct the opinion of a single man in the meeting, or where such 
@ resolution could be passed. And yet all these editors are in- 
telligent and worthy gentlemen. My colleague and myself, on 
our own knowledge of the people we represent and their prac- 
tically unanimous opinion in favor of the free coinage of silver, 
and on letters and memorials coming from every county, town, 
and city in our State, from men we know to be representative 
men, well informed upon the subject of public opinion where 
they reside, and representing to us that nine-tenths of the people 
aus approve our position and action on the repeal bill, do 
no 
on reasonable general notice, would pass such a resolution if all 


eve thatany mass meeting anywhere in Alabama, called | 


On the other hand those Democrats who oppose unconditiona 
repeal of the Sherman law as provided ia the bill reported fron 
the Finance Committee do so for the reason, among man} 
of greater importance, that the Democratic platform could no 


| have been intended to pledge the party to the support of a sep 


arate and independent bill containing no other provision than a 
single repealing section without enacting in the same bill the 
the finan- 
d policy 
in the platform. 
to the people? 
[t looks suspicious when action is delayed without any just or 
plausible reason. Our ability to adopt the platform system of 
currency will surely be greatly impaired by unconditional repeal. 
The plain reason why such could not have been the intention 
and meaning of the platform is that the party in nationa! 
vention made a declaration of its principles, policies, and meas 
ures which the President and the members of Congress to b« 
elected by the party in the election in November, 1892. were 
pledged to carry out by laws which were to be enacted intl 
place of those which the platform specifies and conde The 


If it be a sound system why delay its benefits 


con 


McKinley tariff laws are condemned and the kind of t LWS 
to be enacted in their stead is defined in the platform. The 
Sherman law is condemned and the kind of currency laws to be 


enacted in its place is defined in the platform. 

“he repeal of the 10 per cent tax on the issue of State banks 
is demanded, and what law shall be enacted on the subject o 
State banks is left to the States. 

The Federal election laws are condemned and their ‘epeal d 
manded, and what laws to be enacted in their place is 
clusively with the States. So that it is manifest that when the 


platform condemus an existing Federal law and demands its re- 
peal, it imposes a duty upon the Congress and the President to 
be elected on it of substituting in the place of the law to be re- 





pealed the better laws which the platform approves. Besides, 
it is manifest that the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law 
is demanded, and no substitute proposed, and no compromise 
permissible by the President and those who support his position 
for reasons and purposes which have been completely uncovered 
in this debate, leaving the friends of silver without the possi- 
bility of getting any silver law as good asthe Sherman law while 
Mr. Cleveland is President. 
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The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] is no timeserver, he 
is no trimmer, he is perfectly honestin hisconvictions, and fear- 
less in expressing and enforcing them. I regard him asa fair 
exponent and representative of the best element of the Eastern 
Democracy to the fullest extent that the intelligent, well-to-do 
members of the Democratic party whoare not bankers, importers, 
or money-lenders favor bimetallism—that is, what use is to be 
made of silver and how such use is to be secured with the aid 
and assistance of the Eastern Democracy, of which the Sena- 
tor from Delaware is a true type and representative. We will 
take the Democratic platform adopted at Chicago in 1892 for 
illustration of the position and difference of the two wings of the 
national Democratic party on the question of the useand coinage 
of — and silver as made manifest by and pending the present 
debate. 

The Senator declared in his able and interesting speech in the 
Senate on the 22d ultimo (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 1608), 
in speaking of the platform— 


It was intended by that language in the Democratic platform, if we can 
argue at all from language. that it should be broad enough to hold every 
Democrat who believed in bimetallism, whether by international agreement 
or by legislative enactment. It did not intend to read me outof the party 
because I honestly believe that the bimetallism aimed at in that platform 
can only be obtained efficiently, obtained usefully, obtained for the benefit 
of the great masses of the people of this country, by an international agree- 
ment. 


I think I can safely affirm that there are not a half dozen Sen- 
ators whe intend tosupport the House bill now pending for uncon- 
ditional repeal who have not expressed, or will not express, the 
a that bimetallism, on the basis of unlimited free coinage 
of both gold and silver, established by Congressional enactment 
independent of an international agreement, is an utter impossi- 
bility. The same opinion has been expressed by President 
Cleveland without equivocation, ambiguity, or the affectation 
of misunderstanding. 

I have explained the unmistakable position of the Eastern 
Democracy, of which President Cleveland is the exponent and 
representative, and that is that there can be no equal use of gold 
and silver as standard money; there can be no coinage of both 
gold ‘and silver without discriminating against either metal; 
there can be no holding on to such bimetallism by the Demo- 
cratic party without an international agreement; that it is im- 
possible by Congressional legislation independent of concurrent 
and joint action by the United States and foreign nations. 

Repeal the Sherman law, wipe out every Congressional silver 
enactment, plant us on the gold basis, and on that leverage the 
repealers promise to strike for an internationalagreement as the 
last hope for silver and gold bimetallism, and failing to obtain 
it we must accept our destiny with foreign nations on the gold 
basis, and adapt ourselves, as best we can, to the government of 
gold, with gold, and for gold. The absolute dependence of bi- 
metallism on an international agreement, and the hopeless- 
ness and absurdity of reviving the free coinage of silver by 
any law of the United States without the concurrence and sup- 

ort of foreign nations in a joint eer declared 
in his late message to the present Congress, and that construc- 
tion of his message is fully verified by the President’s letter 
written the 25th ultimo to Governor Northen, of Georgia. 

After stating the usual platitudes about honest money, which 
can not exist in the opinion of the President without being able 
to stand the crucial test of equal purchasing and debt-paying 
power with gold in all the markets of the world, he proceeds to 
sum up the substance of the whole letter in one sentence, as 
follows: 

Iam therefore seeeme to the free and unlimited coinage of silver by this 
country alone and independently; and I am in favor of the immediate and 
unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman !aw. 

In order to bring this matter squarely before the Senate and 
the country I will eg wry that the quotation I have made from 
the President’s letter had been offered in the Chicago conven- 
tion as the financial plank in the Democratic platform. It would 
have read as follows: 


The Democratic party is opposed to the free and unlimited coinage of sil- 
ver by this country alone andindependently; and in favor of the immediate 
-_ unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman 
aw. 


How many States in the Westand South would have voted for 
such a declaration in the platform? Iamsure it would not have 
received the support of a single Southern State. 

1 do not believe that a single delegate from any Southern State 
can be found who will say that it was his understanding or that 
of any other delegate in the convention, or that such an under- 
standing was suggested in the convention, that the platform as 
adopted could possibly be construed to mean or that it could be 
perverted or distorted to mean that the Democratic party was 
capes to the free and unlimited coinage of silver on any ratio 
between the two metals by this country alone and independently 
of anyagreement witb foreign nations. The platformas adopted 
expressly declared for the equal use of both gold and silver as 
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standard money and not the use of one as standard and the 0}, 

as subsidiary money—pin money in the retail trade—and t}yo 

coinage of both without discrimination on a ratio to be g.+ 
mined by an international agreement or by this country 4| 
and independently by Congressional legislation. , 

The demand for the unconditional repeal of the purchasing 
clause of the so-called Sherman law for the purpose public; 
avowed by the President in his message and his Northen letto: 
and repeated by 90 per cent of his Democratic supporters 4 
all of his Republican friends, of closing the door to any mors oy. 
pansion of our silver currency by this country alone and jngq, 
pendently unless we can in the indefinite future restore sil\ ep 4 
coinage in the mints of Europe as well as in the United st.; 
by some international agreement, is an interpolation whi 
terially changes the Democratic platform by striking ; 
only provision in it which secured the support of the De) 
of the South and the West, and that is the plain declaratio 
the bimetallism defined in the platfornf could and would | 
cured in one of two ways—international agreement or by Coy 
gressional legislation by this country alone and independent 
of any agreement with foreign nations. 

But now the Southern and Western Democracy are informed 
for the first time, after they have put Mr. Cleveland ani the 
Eastern Democracy in power, that there must be an immediat 
repeal of the Sherman law and no more coinage of silver by 
country alone and independently, and that we must wait 
pend upon European nations for any more expansion of o 
ver currency. 

And yet the President expresses his ‘‘ astonishment at the 0; 
position in the Senate to such prompt action as would relieve 
the present unfortunate situation.” Action demanded al 
the bankers and bondholders and money-lenders of New Yor‘ 
and Boston and the editors and correspondents in their servi 
action that would relieve the situation by the assurance and 
guaranty that there was to be no more “silver coinage b 
country alone and independently” and only by an interni' 
agreement which Wall street money kings would have an 
ential part in formulating. 

I am satisfied that nine-tenths of the unconditional re}. 
do not desire free coinage or any coinage of silver by an 
national agreement, and I do not believe that President Clev 
land desires it, or will make any earnest effort to secure it. 
has never said he expected or desired any international 
ment. My opinion is that the President entertuins the sincere 
conviction that we now have as much silver as we can possibly 
utilize in our circulation, in accordance with his gold-st indard 
opinions, and that we can go no further in silver coinag 1- 
out crossing the danger line that separates us from silver mono- 
metallism. That is the opinion of the President and the !ast- 
ern Democrats and Republicans on the question of the expansion 
of our silver currency and the undertaking to hold on to both 
silver and gold as standard money, and the coinage of both guld 
and silver without discrimination against either metal. 

It is this opinion of the President and the East that unites them 
in making the persistent and uncompromising demand for the 
unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called 
Sherman law; and it is this clearly defined line of radical! differ- 
ence that separates the President and the Democracy of the Mast 
from the Democratic platform and the Western and Sou!hern 
Democracy, who constitute 80 or 90 per cent of the elective power 
of the Democratic party. 

Mr. President, the plain reason for the difference between the 
East and the South and the West on the currency question is the 
undisputed fact that the East is the creditor section, just as Hng- 
land is the creditor nation, and the South and the West are the 
debtor sections. And this fact also explains why the Fast, in 
the United States, and England agree in opinion and «re in 
hearty codperation in the undertaking to force this country to 
the gold basis. Lombard street, in London, and Wall stree', in 
New York, are the money centers in these countries, and it is 
there that the magazines are located that furnish all the ammu- 
nition in the war on silver. 

Mr. President, we have heard the cry that the majority must 
rule; that the Senate must exercise the power of self-govern- 
ment. Thatisall right. The majority ought to rule, but the 
majority have long ago decided how it must rule. The Consti- 
tution—the paramount law—the law unalterable by Congress, 
and that all of us have sworn to support, has expressly secured 
to as small a minority as one-fifth of the Senators present the 

wer of deciding how the majority shall rule, and in this cse 
it can rule by ing toa reasonable compromise. The rule 
of the majority is oftentimes the rule of tyranny—destructive of 
liberty—and I defy the naming of a single instance when the 
minority by the exercise of its extraordinary powers and meth- 
ods ever defeated the rule of the majority against the will of the 


people. 


ea 


Op. 


One 











ry 
ri 





1893. 





I have no more doubt than I have of myexistence thata larger 


that was ever defeated by the minority by the use of authorized 
methods. Ah, but it is claimed that there is a majority for un- 
conditional repeal in both Houses of Congress. 
how and when was the majority obtained? How did the Sen- 
ate and House stand when they were elected, and how were they 
expected to stand by their pledges? : 

How did the Senate and House stand when President Cleve- 
land was inaugurated?, How did the Senate and House stand 
when Congress met in extra session, and before they received 
the President’s message? Oh, that I had the power of having 
those questions investigated and answered. I do not believe I 
can be mistaken in the factthat when the Senate and House were 
elected, when the President was inaugurated, and when Con- 
gress met in extra session, there was a majority of both Houses 
against the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law. 
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majority of the people of the United States are against the un- | 
conditional repeal of the Sherman law than there ever wasagainst | 
the passage of the force bill or any other iniquitous measure | 


If that majority has been changed it has not been done in ac- 


cordance with the theory and practice of rightful representation. 


It is the will of the majority of the people that the theory and | 


If that be true, | 
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bill? And yet all these majorities were prevented from ruling 
by filibustering, and in each instance filibustering was approved 
by the people. 

Mr. President, lam proud of being called a filibuster in de- 
feating a conspiracy equal in the ruinous consequences of its suc- 
cess to war, pestilence, and famine. I had rather be called a 
filibuster by the conspirators and lick-spittles of the gold kings 
than to be called a traitor or a faithless representative by the 
State and people who honored me with their trust and confi- 
dence. As for myself, I shall do my duty as a Senator as I un- 
derstand it and leave consequences to God and my country 

Mr. STEWART addressed the Senate in continuation of the 
speech begun by him on the 23d instant. After having spoken 
some time— 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I think we had better have a quorum 
here to hear this article from the Atlanta Constitution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Senator from Nebraska raises the question of a quorum. 
The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





principles of our Government require to find expression in leg- | ajaricn, Dolph, Lodge, Sherman. 

islation. Those Senators who oppose the unconditional repeal | Allen, Dubois, McMillan, Smith 

of the Sherman law believe it to be their sworn duty as Sen- | ee mm senneereee, eee 

ators to act on their own convictions and in accordance with what | Blackburn, Gelinas ah Wis ——— 

they believe to be a large majority of their own constituentsand | Butler, George, Murphy, Turpie, 

of the whole people. | Call,” Harris,” pemter, Vilas, 
With these convictions of duty to ourselves and the good peo- | Ganiuen. Higgins, Perkins Voesheen. 

ple we represent, after instructing them and employing all our Carey, Hill. Sawer. Walthall, 

ability in this protracted debate to satisfy them that the uncon- | oot rag ae Pugh, . ee. 

ditional repeal of the Sherman law will surely leave the country | Fania, Sema Hone a Weleeta. 

on the gold basis, and putsilver outof the reach of use with gold | Dixon, Lindsay, Roach, — 

as standard money, and without any more coinage except on| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-five Senators have an- 


an international agreement, and that existing indebtedness will | . eq to their names. 


be doubled and the means of payment reduced one-half, and 
other manifold consequences of the most ruinous character will 


A quorum of the Senateis present. The 


| Senator from Nevada will proceed. 


follow unconditional repeal, how can such results be permitted | 


as long as the power exists to prevent them? 
»eople want the question settled. Certainly they do; but can it 
be possible that they are willing to accept a settlement that we 


But it is said the | 


have assured them and that they believe willresultin their ruin? | 


{s ruin preferable to the delay and the resistance that will save 
them from the dire consequences we have assured them will fol- 
low inevitably from the passage of the repeal bill? 

Mr. President, knowing the anxiety of the people to see the 
Senate come to some reasonable and fairly just compromise that 
would secure a final vote of the majority, Democratic Senators, 
feeling their responsibility for legislation, united in the spiritof 
compromise and concession and fidelity tothe Democratic party 


and selected an equal number of Senators from those friendly to | ""“ oor ; 
: | districts in California, and for other purposes. 


unconditional repeal, and those opposed to unconditional repeal, 
and after a long time spent in consultation and with the full 


knowledge of President Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle that | 


such effort was being made to bring Democratic Senators to- 


ether upon some common ground that could be enacted into a | 


aw, accomplished their laudable undertaking so far as to agree 
upon a compromise that secured the signature of every Demo- 


cratic Senator but six, and the fact is not considered doubtful | 


that forty-three Democratic Senators would have sanctioned the 


compromise had not President Cleveland interposed his objection | 


and demanded unconditional repeal at all hazards. Whatever 
others may say or believe, I am satisfied that all effort at compro- 
mise that would bring Democratic Senators together has failed 
solely on account of President Cleveland and his Secretary of the 
Treasury. Their will has been as potential and has served the 
same purpose as the cloture rule. 

The resistance to unconditional repeal is not to be continued, 
although the justification has increased. 

The debate is about exhausted, and to make further opposition 
successful it would necessarily require a resort to extreme meth- 
ods, which I believe to be constitutional and above the power of 
the Senate to override in making any change in its rules, but I 
have satisfied myself that I can not get a sufficient number of 


Senators to join me in the use of what is characterized as fili- | 


bustering practice, and I am forced to record my vote against 
this diabolical measure and appeal! to the people to organize their 
forces for the great battle of the future. 

I am still willing, if I had sufficient support, to resort to any 
and all means left to defeat this iniquitous bill. It might be 
called filibustering, but filibustering beat two force bills and de- 
feated what was called the Mahone coalition. Wasthe majority 





| 


[Mr. STEWART resumed and concluded the speech begun by 
him on the 23d instant. See Appendix.| 


[Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate for two hours in 
continuation of the speech begun by him on the I4th instant.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from: the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 2650) providing for the public printing and bind- 
ing and the distribution of public documents; and 

A bill (H. R. 4242) directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
make certain investigations concerning consolidations of land 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, there is some executive 
business to be done, and I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After thirty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and, on motion of 
Mr. FAULKNER (at 5 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m., Wednesday, 
October 25), the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Thursday, 
October 26, 1893, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate October 25, 1893. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 

Charles Davis, of Texas, to be collector of customs for the dis- 
trict of Paso del Norte, in the State of Texas, to succeed Web- 
ster Flanagan, resigned. 

POSTMASTERS. 

Charles A. Hull, to be postmaster at Binghamton, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York, in the place of George 
W. Dunn, whose commission expired March 13, 1893. 

John O. Crown, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the county 
of Clarke and State of Virginia, in the place of Charles R. Lee, 
resigned. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm, 
First Lieut. Robert K. Evans, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain, 


| October 19, 1893, vice Tassin, Twelfth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. William G. Elliot, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant, October 19, 1893, vice Evans, Twelfth Infantry, pro- 
moted. 


in favor of the two force bills any less entitled to rule than the | 
majority claimed for unconditional repeal? Was the majority | 
for the execution of the Mahone coalition any less a majority | 
with less right to rule than the alleged majority for the repeal | 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Commander Henry W. Lyon, to be a commander in the 
Navy, from October 1, 1893, vice Commander W. W. Rhoades, 
deceased (subject to the examination required by law). 

Lieut. Franklin J. Drake, to be a lieutenant-~comm 
the Navy, from Octeber 1, 1898, vice Lieut. Commander 
W. Lyon, promoted. 

Lieut. (junior grade) Thomas S. Rodgers, to be a lieutenant in 
the Navy, from Octobcr 1, 1893, vice Lieut, Franklin J. Drake, 
promoted (subject to the examination required by law). 

Ensign Hugh Rodmam, to be a lieutenant, junior grade, in the 
Navy, from October 1, 1893, vice Lieut. (junior grade) Thomas 
_ Rodgers, promoted (subject to the examination required by 

aw), 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 20, 1898. 
AMBASSADOR. 

James J. Van Alen, of Rhode Island, to be ambassador extraor- 

dinary and plenipotentiary to Italy. 
CONSUL. 

Joseph F. Baya, of Lake City, Florida, to be consul of the 
United States at Baracoa, Cuba. 

Keecutive nomination confirmed by the Senate October 21, 1898. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Joseph H, Dowling, of Ohio, to be collector of internal revenue 
for the first district of Ohio. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October 25, 1898. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


John B. Crownover, of Dardanelle, Ark., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at Dardanelle, Ark. 
POSTMASTERS. 

J.M.T. Smith, to be postmaster at Shenandoah, in the county 
of Page and State of Virginia. 

W. C. Robinson, to be postmaster at Big Stone Gap, in the 
county of Wise and State of Virginia. 

Clarence Beebe, to be postmaster at Lewes, in the county of 
Sussex and State of Delaware. 

Alfred G. Corey, to be postmaster at Fairfield, in the county 
of Clay and State of Nebraska. 

Wiltiam T. Wallace, to be postmaster at Assumption, in the 
county of Christian and State of Illinois. 

Robert J. Noell, to be postmaster at East Radford, in the 
county of Montgomery and State of Virginia. 

Benjamin W. Pope, to be postmaster at Duquoin, in the county 
of Perry and State of Illinois. 

Albert Gilmore, to be postmaster at Sheldon, in the county of 
Troquois and State of Ilinois. 

Michael G. McGeehan, to be postmaster at Hurley, in the 
county of Iron and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, October 25, 1893. 


The House metat 12 o’clock m. Prayer by Rev. RumMsEy 
SMITHSON, of Washington, D.C. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PAY OF DISCHARGED ENLISTED MEN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of War, transmitting a copy of a letter from the Paymas- 
ter-General of the Army, with inclosures, relating to the pay- 
ment of detained pay to discharged enlisted men; which was 
eS to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. : 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 339) to 
authorize the Chattanooga Western Company to con- 
structa bridge across Tennessee River, near Chattanooga; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on | 


Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr.CaMINETTI, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. COCKRELL, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 


To Mr. Wricut of ts, indefi t 
important business. ’ nitely, on account of 
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LAND DISTRICTS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. CAMINETTI addressed the Cyair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. ( 
NETT1] desires unanimous consent for the consideration of 
which he endeavored to bring up yesterday. It is under 
that the objection then made is withdrawn. The bill \ 
read, after which there will be opportunity for objectio 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill directing the Secretary of the Interior to make certain i: 


tions concerning consolidations of land districts in California. and 
purposes, 


Whereas by a recent order of the Secretary of the Interior con 

land districts, areduction of one district was made in the State of ©; 
the consolidation of the Independence land district with the Visa)j 

strict; and 

Whereas there are in the former 11,000,000 acres of public lands s) 
settlement, the bulk of which is situated on the eastern slope of t 
Nevada Mountains, while the office of the consolidated district is lo 
the western side of said mountains, at Visalia, Cal.; and 

Whereas said mountains at this point are impassable for eight inv: 
the year, except by a 1,300-mile trip by way of Reno, Nev., and Sacr 
Cal.: Therefore 

Be tt enacted,etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to in 
gate the necessity for continuance of the Independence land district, and 
advisability of making a reduction elsewhere in suid State, and tha 
such investigation he take such action in the premises as will subser 
best interests of the Government as well as of the settlers in said Sta‘ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
tion of this bill? 

Mr.CAMINETTI. The gentleman from Wyoming [\r. ( 
FEEN] told me that he would withdraw his objection. 

Mr. KILGORE. As I understand the circumstances of 
case, the Secretaryof the Interior consolidated certain land ; 
tricts in California or somewhere in the West, and the pu 
pose of the present bill is to have him reopen the matter ani rv- 
consider the grounds upon which that consolidation took | 
Is that the situation of the case? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. No, sir. 

Mr. KILGORE. [If it is, I am opposed to the bill, and will ob 
ject to its immediate consideration. 

Mr.CAMINETTI. The purpose of the bill is to correct 
error. A consolidation was made of two districts in the State o 
California, one of them being on the eastern slope of the Si 
Nevada Mountains and the other upon the western slope. 
ing eight months in the year it requires a tripof over thi 
hundred miles to enable settlers on the eastern slope to reach *! 
main office of the consolidated districton the western slope. ° 
the purpose of the bill is to rectify this difficulty by makin: 
duction of one district somewhere else in the State, wher 
ee hardship, and expense will be imposed "po 
settler. 

Mr. KILGORE. Can not'this correction be made by the Se:- 
retary of the Interior if his attention is simply called to th: 
ter, without any action bythe House, which appears to inter! 
with his conduct in the management of his Department? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. No, sir; if the difficulty could have bo 
remedied in that way, I would not have put the House to ‘| 
trouble of considering this bill. 

$ . Has there been any effort to do it? 
Mr.CAMINETTI. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KTLGORE. And he has declined to take action in | 
matter? 

Mr. CAMINETTI. He can not, because of the action o! t! 
last SS. Pos 

Mr. FORE. He can not make the necessary change: 

Mr. CAMINETTI. No, sir; not without authority from Co! 
gress. It requires the e of a new law upon the subject 

The SPEAKER. Is there atten to the present consid: 
tion of this bill? [A pause.] Chair hears none. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 4242) was read a ‘s' 
and second time, ordered to be engrossed for a third readi! 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CAMINETTTI, a motion to reconsider | 
last vote was laid on the table. 


REVISION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. COOMBS. Iask unanimousconsentfor the consideration 
of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be reqnested to prepare 
and present for the consideration of this House a bill for the collection o' 
ee ie seeds S, Substantially upon the basis and princip!e « 
the follo ons: 

The bill shall have four schedules, as follows: . 

Schedule A, to be composed of articles free of duty, including all raw m1: 
terials necessary in the manufacture ot 8. 

Schedule B, to be of articles which by their nature should not 
pay a duty exceeding 10 per cent. 

to be composed of articles, principally irits, tobacco 
cigars, and ttes, upon Which a duty must be c cient at least 
to aaa revenue laws. 


urers, Who pay a tax under our 
‘a few well-defined articles of luxury, which will bear a rate of a% 
least 40 per cent ad valorem. 
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Schedule D, to be known as the schedule for the protection of labor, and | occupied two hours on this cal), it shall thereafter remait 
which shall be made up from time to time in the manner hereinafter speci- | unfinished business and be taken up in its order 
ied et ir has had some difficulty in determining exactly w 
meni articles not covered by the preceding lists shall be grouped and known Th Chair sa h ud o . . < - ey ” a 1 : ‘ , a . : s ~ a 
as ‘ unspecified’ and shall have a uniform rate of ad valorem duty, as pro was the prope re mstru tion Of that? we, but, after. such exami 
yiied hereafter. cant ae as nation as the Chair has been able to give to it, is of opinion that 
he bill shall also provide that as soon as Congress shall ascertain the e power of the committee to call up any bill reported by it on 
amount of money necessary for the conduct of the Government for the cut th J - . 2 ca ; . Se 1 or ra - Gece. A a aed os 'y wa , 
rent year it shall submit a report to the same, deducting therefrom the fol- | 2 previous day is not iimited o1 1 ken away by the fact that they 
lowing items: : | have once called it up and that it has had its consideration for 
1, Surplus remaining over from preceding year. the two hours specified in the rule. 
Estimated income from internal revenue. i ae ae ae he ae as Se 
Estimated income from Schedule B | Che practice, as the Chair understands it, is expre t 
, Estimated Income from Schedule C. | Digest for the second session of the last Congress, on p 44 
Estimated income from Schedule D. A bill having been considered in tl I * on two days take 





fy. Pstimated income from all other sources. < 

‘Which amounts, being deducted from the amount to be provided for the 
expenses of the Government, will leave as a result the amount to be raised 
by import tax on all “ unspecified ” articles. ; 

It shall, az itsreport to Congress, estimate the gross value of such impor- 
tations for the current year, and the ey ong os of ny to be Now the suggestion is made that this constructio 

’ = a LAV . x y 9 erT- . ~ - 
levied on the same, in order, as near as may be, to realize the amount ascer may operate badly. Of course thatsuggestion woul 
tained as above. ay Cperens Bee ; == : 

The bill shall also provide that in case any manufacturer or manufacturers | and does have force, when a rule is subject to two construci 
of goods or merchandise included in the class of “ unspecified,” shall find | and the Chair is frank to say that this rule isnot perfectly cle 


on the Calendars as unfinished bus 
5of Rule XXIV, or, if the committee pr 
present it for consideration during the consid 
mittee is again called in its turn. 





8s, : 
rx 





that the item of labor cost,including the use of machinery, of his produc Pee pea Chair +) na wineneblcn at 
tions in this country shall exceed that paid by the manufacturers of the Yet it seems to the Chair that the pracii . 
| consistent with the language of the rule thanany ot 


same class of goods made in foreign countries, he may present sworn proofs 
of the same to the committee, with the demand that such articles shall be 
entered on schedule D. If, upon examination, the committee find that the 
statements are correct, or if they find that any difference exists in favor of 
the foreign manufacturer, they shall cause that article or classof articles to 
be entered upon schedule D, with a specific duty equal to such difference; 
always provided that the article is not protected by letters patent issued by 
this Governinent 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Let that resolution go to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to inquire whether this proposi- 
tion is constitutional. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I should think this Democratic states ateen to ist 

¢ } j i i ing i t me | orn... Severe oe wee ; oe 
— e could act on this resolution without sending it to a com The SPEAKER. There are two kinds of unfinished business 
mittee. mn sets ” es es 
os nc een ai ‘ : : under the rule. There is a kind of business which is denot 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made to the consideration : . 


; 4 7 . inated unfinished business in which the House was engaged at th 
y be r ‘ed ) ays : : r . : oy 
S a it ‘will be referred to the Commities oe Ways time of adjournment. There is another kind of unfinished busi 
d Means. 


—— ils ness. Under this rule there seems to be a difference as to the 

a ORDER OF BUSINESS. character of the unfinished business. Clause 5 of the same rule 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees for re- | to which the Chair has just referred, provides as follo 
ae #44 ll ‘ hei After the hour under the preceding clause 

Che committees were called in their order. That is, for consideration 

RAILROAD, ETC., HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. shall have been occupied, it shall be in order to proceed to the consk 
»: ARPRaT, . Y s . . , | tion of the unfinished business in which the House may have been « 

r ft z ens fr om the Committee on the Public Lands, atan —— nt, and atthe same time each day thereafter, other thanthe 
reported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 2806 a bill (H.R. | first and third Mondays, until disposed of 

3) ¢ ing fi 5 € j a rs i}. | : . >» . 
4243 granting the right of way for the construction of t rail That is one kind of unfinished business 
road and other improvements through and on the Hot Springs | 


| Chair does not see that this practice, as thus suggested, « 
| ever interfere with the right of the committees or the orderl) 
| business of the House. 

| Mr.DINGLEY. If the Chair will pardon me, does the ‘ 
intend to hold that a bill that has been considered for two h 

| under the rule in the morning hour, and becomes a part of 





unfinished business of the House, may not only be called up for 
further consideration in the morning hour, but has also the priv 
ilege belonging to unfinished business on the Calendar, and in 
that position obtains priority over other business which that 


and it shall be in order to proceed to the consideration of a 





Reservation, State of Arkansas; which was referred to the Com- | {tned business whenever the class of business to which it belonee shall b 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. | order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill (H. R. 2806) of the same title will| Mr. DINGLEY. My inquiry addressed to the Chair is this: 
lie upon the table. | Supposing under the rule as amended at the beginning of this 


Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Speaker, [ desire to ask permission | session, which allowed private bills to come into the morning 
during the day to submit two reports from the Committee on | hour—suppose a bill has been considered for two hours in the 
the Public Lands, which are not quite ready. consideration hour under the rule, then it goes to the Calen- 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that order will | dar as unfinished business. Now, on Friday, the day when pri- 


be made. aa vate business is under consideration, if it is = on the Cal- 
There was no objection. | endarof Unfinished Business, would not sich bill under the rule 
CHARLES A. HALL. be the first business in order on private bill day, and thus ob- 


Mr. SOMERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- tain a position at the head of the Calendar by virtue of bei: 
ported back in the nature of a substitute for the bill H. R. 1829 | U» finished business in the morning hour, and also have the rig 
a bill (H. R. 4244) for the relief of Charles A. Hall; which was | Of way of consideration over and above all other business, if the 
read a first and second time, referred to the House Calendar, | "ule is to be construed as indicated by the Chair? 
and, with the accom ying report, ordered to be printed. [he SPEAKER. That is a question of great importa 





House bill No. 1829 was laid on the table. about which the Chair is not clear: but the ¢ hair is frank tosay 
: tia a | to the gentleman from Maine that his own opinion is that clause 
BUSINESS IN THE MORNING HOUR. ” | 4 of this rule, under which matters are called up in the morning 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins at fifteen minutés | hour, ought to be umended by striking out from it the words ‘‘as 
t 120’clock. The call rests with the Committee on the Public | untinished business; so that the rule would re 
ands. Shall thereafter remain on the Calendar and be taken up in its order 
There is a question of order raised and pending. The gentle- Mr. DINGLEY. That would obviate the difficulty I ha 
man from Arkansas (Mr. McRA®&], chairman of the Committee | costed. hee eri: 
on the Public Lands, calls up for consideration a bill (H. R.119), | ° ~The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks those words oucht to 


which had heretofore been called up under the morning hour and | stricken out. so that the mere fact that a bill had beon 
had its consideration for two hours under the rule. The ques- | gored in the morning hour would not put it weon the Ca 
tion is raised against the bill that under the rule, providing the | [jnfinished Business. but that it would remain on the Calend 
second morning hour or consideration hour, it isnot the privilege | precisely as though Mistest tecacaiiel up. | 
of a committee to call up in this hour any bill which has been | ~ Mr. DINGLEY. It seems that that amendment is absolutely 
reported by the committee and which has already had the two | necessary, if the ruling the Speaker has indicated is to be made. 
hours’ consideration specified by the rule. The Chair will read | Otherwise it would seem at a glance that private bills that have 


oa. hier'h lois rretaee received consideration in the morning hour are given a very w 
. r the morn our shall have been devoted to reports from com- | fair advantage over all other private bills. P ; 
in romaser the call completed), the Spesker shall againcall the committees | ‘Te SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that was not contemplated 
lor one hour, upon which call each committee, on being : . : 4 ow on tLe Pissed , 
named, shall have the right to call up for consideration any bill reported by | and will call the attention of the Committee on Rules to those 
it on . .peersoue aay. — vpn say eemaenttios shall oars occupied the | words. 
Bald one t not uch ¢ ttee t ; . : : 
“7, jon asnaiianeiionamel al hn aarti Now, so far as the object of the rule is concerned, of course we 


pate any other , 
shal) have been called in thetr turn; and when any proposition shall have | all understand that it was supposed it would enable committecs 
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during the morning hour to call up matters which were not hotly 
contested, and in that way to relieve the committes of those meas- 
ures; but at the same time, if a committee chooses to call up a 
measure which is;resisted on the floor, the result will simply be 
that the committee will not pass anything. Take the bill that 
was before the House when this committee was called. It is in 
Committee of the Whole, and if it is resisted we all know thatit 
is impossible within an hour or two hours to get a bill out of 
the Committee of the Whole; so that the practical effect will be 
that a committee which chooses to call up a measure that is re- 
sisted will lose its hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Right in the line of the suggestion which 
the Chair has already made, in the furtherance of public busi- 
ness, it does seem to me that with the amendment which the 
Chair has just suggested, which is desirable, there should also 
be another amendment, restricting the business to be consid- 
ered in the morning hour to that of a public nature, which was 
the original intention of the rule. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Maine[Mr. DINGLEY] 
of course, understands—because he is very familiar with the 
rules—that that change in the rules was purely experimental. 
Never until this Congress was the power given to call up a pri- 
vate bill in this morning hour. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. And the limitation was only taken off in 
this Congress in an experimental way, to see how it would oper- 
ate. It was felt by a good many members that there were a 
number of small private bills which members seek every morn- 
ing to have considered by unanimous consent which might be 
disposed of in this way, and that by giving this right the Com- 
mittees on Claims, on War Claims, and on Invalid Pensions might 
call up pension bills and other measures and get them considered 
in that way. Of course, if this morning hour is used to call up 
private bills that are stoutly resisted, the result will be that the 
committee which cails them up will get nothing done. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I merely wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that our 
experience so far has shown that the hour is not used for that 
ahaa and itseems to me, in view of the line which the Speaker 

as suggested, that the rule shouldnow be put back where it has 
been up to the present Congress since the Forty-ninth Congress, 
limiting it to business of a public nature. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the 
committee to the fact. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Would it be in order to request unanimous 
consent to strike out the words ‘‘as unfinished business,” as sug- 
gested s the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection at all to sub- 
mitting that question to the House. It has not been called to 
the attention of the committee. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman that there was a call issued for a meeting of the commit- 
tee this morning, but for some reason there was no quorum. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Very well; I will withhold the request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call attention to it as soon 
as a quorum of the committee can be obtained. 

The call rests with the Committee on Public Lands. 


PROTECTION OF FOREST RESERVATIONS. “ 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 119) to 
protect forest reservations. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I raise the question of consideration 


- against this bill. 


The SPEAKER. That can be done by voting down the mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole. The bill is in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 119) to protect forest reservations. 


The SPEAKER. This bill is in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MCRAE. Instead of moving the consideration of the bill 
in Committee of the Whole, I will ask that after the considera- 
tion of the bankruptcy bill is disposed of, this bill be taken u 
under an ordersimilar to that under which the bankruptcy bill 
is being considered, so that we can have all the time that is nec- 
essary for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman ask unanimous consent 
that that be done? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I object. 

Mr. MCRAE. ThenI move thatthe House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole for the consideration of this measure. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the tleman from 
Washington|Mr. DoOLITTLE] that the way to defeat the consid- 
eration is to vote down this motion. 

Mr. MCRAE. Pending my motion, I move to limit debate on 


the pendin ph to five minutes. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman will not 
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propose to limit the debate to five minutes. There are 


very important propositions to be considered. ™ 
Mr. MCRAE. I understand. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that general debate 


has not been closed. 

Mr. MCRAE. General debate has been closed, and we had 
proceeded to consider the bill for twenty minutes under the fiye. 
minute rule. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Arkansas is correct 

Mr. MCRAE. And there is an amendment pending to 
paragraph under consideration. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the debate be limited to thirty 
minutes upon the paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. 


The 


gentleman from Arkansas moves that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House for the further consi era- 
tion of the bill the title of which has been read, and pending that 
motion the gentleman from Arkansas also moves that all debate 
upon the pending paragraph be limited to five minutes, and the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] moves to amend the 
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas by inserting thirty 
minutes. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. I move to substitute sixty min- 
utes for debate. 

The SPEAKER. That is hardly in order in the way of an 
amendment. 

Mr. BRETZ. That goes beyond the hour. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Make it forty-five minutes; th: 
within the hour. 

The SPEAKER. That is an amendment to the amendment. 
That is correct. The Chair will again state the question. The 
gentleman from Arkansas moves that debate upon the pending 

aragraph be limited to five minutes; the gentleman from New 

ork moves to amend that by inserting thirty minutes; and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] moves to amend the 
amendment by inserting forty-five minutes. The vote will first 
be taken on the amendment offered by the gentleman from I\li- 
nois. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MCRAE. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 41. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair will appointas tellers the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] and the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE]. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has stated that the bill is 
now being considered under the five-minute rule in committee, 
and that general debate has been closed. Now, under clause 6 of 
Rule XXIII, the committee has authority to close debate after 
the five minutes’ debate has begun, so that the House has given 
the jurisdiction of this subject to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. What is the number of the rule? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Clause 6 of Rule XXIII. The rule says: 


The committee may, by a vote of a majority of the members present, at 
any time after the five minutes’ debate has begun upon proposed amend- 
ments to any section or paragraph to a bill, close all debate upon such sec- 
tion or paragraph, or, at its election, upon the pending amendments only 
(which motion shall be decided without debate); but this shall not preclude 
further amendment. to be decided without debate. 


The SPEAKER. The point of the gentleman from [llinois 
is that this right is exclusively in the committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is, that by conferring this power upon 
the committee the House can not limit the committee’s right to 
exercise it. As soon as the House resolves itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole, it can go to work and dispose of this subject 
in the committee; and, the committee having been clothed with 
this jurisdiction, it deprives the House of the jurisdiction to 
otherwise dis of the matter. The right to close general de- 
bate is still with the House; but after general debate has been 
closed the committee must have the right to dispose of their 
business. That is a new jurisdiction given to the committee by 
the rules of this House that has not heretofore been exercised. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the committee is the creature of 
the House, and while the House gives to the committee the 
right to limit debate in committee, it does not lose any of its 
own power and control of the committee and over debate in the 
committee. The House still has power to limit and control de- 
bate, and control it in committee. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. But you can not do it against a rule of the 


House. 

Mr. PAYNE. It is not ta rule of the House. — 

Mr. SPRINGER. Here is the rule, which says you give the 
committee the right to control debate. 
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Mr. PAYNE. There is no rule that takes away from the 
House the power to control the Committee of the W ole. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Clause 6 of Rule XXIII provides that the 
committee shall have the power to close debate. 

Mr. PAYNE. And another objection remains, that the point 
of order comes too late while the House was dividing. 

The SPEAKER. Of course this is a very important matter, 
but it does not occur to the Chair that granting the right to the 


committee to limit debate takes away from the House the right | ] 
| ouse, 


to limit debate. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Can you take away the right from the com- 
mittee while this rule exists? 

Mr, HOPKINS of Illinois. Is not the House more powerful 
than the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Notwhen the rules of the House have pre- 
scribed the line of action. The rules govern, and you cannot 


get rid of this limitation upon the action of the House without | 


changing the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair thinks the fact that the right to limitdebate is given 
to the Committee of the Whole does not take that right away 
from the House. A committee has a right to reporta bill, yet 
the House may direct the committee to report the bill or to re- 
port it in a given way. 

It does not occur to the Chair that this rule takes away the 
right from the House to limit debate; and when the House exer- 
cises that right, it is not in the power of the committeé to do 
anything in conflict with it. It does not seem to the Chair that 
this rule confers upon the committee an exclusive right tolimit 
debate; it confers only the privilege of doing so, and does not 
take away from the House its right in the premises. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] demands the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. MGRAR. I withdraw that demand, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The demand for the yeas and nays is with- 

drawn. The tellers will take their places. The question ison the 
mendment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopxKrns] to 
imit debate on the pending paragraph to forty-five minutes. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 89; so the 
motion was rejected. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired and the 
Clerk will report the title of the special order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. 


BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for further consideration of 
the bill the title of which has just been read. 

_ The motion was agreed to; the House accordingly resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for further consideration of the bill the title of which has been 
read 

{[Mr. LANE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAILEy having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced thatthe Senate had 
passed, with amendments, a joint resolution (H. Res. 66) that the 
acknowledgments of the Government and people of the United 
States be tendered to various foreign governments of the world 
who have participated in commemoration of the discovery of 
America by Christopher Columbus; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session (Mr. OUTHWAITE in 
the chair). 

Mr. COOMBS. Mr. Chairman, coming as I do from a com- 
mercial community, and representing more or less the commercial 
spirit of that community, it will probably be expected of me that 
I shall express some views upon the pending bill. 

‘The merchants as 4 general thing are in favor of a bank- 
ruptey law. The principle underlying it is this, that every 
creditor, having contributed to the assets of the debtor, is en- 
titled to a pro rata share of those assets in case the debtor be- 
comes insolvent. The merchant in that case, when he avails 
himself of the bankruptcy law, consents that the debtor, having 
surrendered all of his property, should, if he has been honest, 
a another chance to enter into business free from legal obli- 
gations. 

I shall confine myself to a general expression of opinion upon 
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the question of national bankruptcy legislation. I am not sure 
that this bill fairly meets all the necessary conditions, and avoids 
the errors of previous legislationof the same character. Discus- 
sion of its provisions by those of you who are versed in the law 
will doubtless discover defects. Neithershall I assume that this 
is the most favorable time in which to put such a measure into 
operation. I should probably not have spoken at all had I not 
wished to reply to what I consider unwise and unjust assaults 
upon the creditor class in some of the addresses made to the 


No man who has been familiar with the practical working of 
bankruptcy laws in the past can fail to see that the balance of 
advantages is in favor of the debtor; that the law is really more 
humane toward the debtor than toward the creditor. I con- 
sequently have been amazed at the assaults that have been made 
on the principle involved in this bill and the assumption that it 
is particularly oppressive to the debtor. It would seem from 
some of the impassioned addresses that have been made in this 
House to be almost criminal to be a creditor; that the creditor 
has no rights that the debtor is bound to respect. I hope that 
Congress will never become impregnated with that idea. 

It is subversive of all credit, subversive of that great system 
under which we all live, and upon which business throughout 
the world thrives. When the weightand influence of important 
members of this body are thrown entirely in the interest of the 
debtor class, ignoring the rights of the creditor class, and count- 
ing them as Pariahs, they do a very unwise and unjust thing. 
It is the duty of the Congress of the United States to uphold 
honesty, honesty in its own administration of government, hon- 
esty in its currency, and honesty in the relations of man toward 
man. 

In looking over the provisions of this law as to who shall be 
made involuntary bankrupts, it strikes me that it is very mod- 
erate indeed, and thoroughly protects the interests of the sol- 
vent debtor. Who can be declared an insolvent debtor? 

(1) A man who has concealed himself, who has run away 

Can there be a doubt of his insolvency, or that his creditors’ 

interests need looking after— 
(2) failed for thirty days while insolvent to secure the release of any prop- 
erty levied upon under process of law for 8500 or over, or if such property is 
to be sold under such process, then until three days before the time fixed for 
such sale, and untila petition is filed; (3) made a transfer of any of his prop- 
erty with intent to defeat his creditors—— 

Mr. RAY. Inorder that I may not interrupt the gentleman 
in the course of his remarks, I would like toask this: Would you 
favor any provision which made it possible to throw a man into 
bankruptcy because he had committed one of those acts three or 
four months before the filing of the petition, provided the act 
had been remedied in its effect before action was taken? 

Mr. COOMBS. No, I would not. Referring to clause 2 

Mr. RAY. Then you would favor an amendment that would 
make that perfectly clear? 

Mr. COOMBS. I will cover that point before I get through. 
The other acts of bankruptcy are as follows: 

(4) made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filled in courta 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts— 

Certainly that man is a bankrupt by his own confession 
(5) made while insolvent a contract personally, or by agent. for the pur- 
chase or sale of a commodity with intent not to receive or deliver the same, 
but merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract and the mar- 
ket price thereof, at a time subsequent to the making of such contract; 

This I do not agree with. It is not an act indicative of bank- 
ruptcy and should be stricken out. There is too much of the 
flavor of antioption about it, and it is entirely foreign to the 
purposes of the bill. Itis possibly expecting too much to hope 
that some of these Alliance heresies shall not find their way into 
nearly all the legislation in a Congress constituted as ours is 
(6) made while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any of 
it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose 
of giving a preference 

Certainly that man is trying to defeat the just rights of some 
of his :reditors in the interests of favored creditors. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. May I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. By the sixth paragraph of sec- 
tion 2 it is made an act of bankruptcy for a man, while insolvent, 
to transfer any part of his property for the purpose of giving 
a preference. 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. HAINERof Nebraska. 


Now, under the laws of nearly all 
In fact, 


of the States preference is given to all debts for labor. 
that preference is also given in this act. 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. And yetif a man, while insolvent, 
should pay a laborer’s claim in full, that would be an act in 
bankruptey? 
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Mr. COOMBS. ido not think it could be so interpreted un- 
der this law, but still I wish to say here that I am not a lawyer 
and that the legal points of this matter, to carry out the main 
principle, must be determined by you— 

(7) procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with in- 
tent to defeat his creditors— 

That is, if he has become a party to a judgment against him- 
self. Certainly that is wronging the other creditors— 

(8) secreted any of his yeaecey to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors— 

Certainly that should be a cause of action— 

9) suffered While insclvent an execution for #600 or over, or @ mumber of 

ecutions aggregating such amvunt, against himself to be returned no 

nae found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shall 
paid before a petition ts filea— 

Certainly there is prima facie evidence of insolvency. 

— KYLE. Will you allow me to ask you a question right 
ere? 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. KYLE. Suppose an execution is returned nulla bona, and 
a bankrupt law permits a man to retain his exemptions, how 
are you going to get anything by putting him into bankruptcy? 

Mr. COOMBS. That is a question of policy that the creditor 
must consider—if there be a defect. I must leave itfor you law- 
yers to settle among yourselves. 

Mr. BOATNER. twill suggest an answer, if the gentleman 
will allow me. 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOATNER. It not infrequently happens thata man goes 
off and buys a stock of goods, or otherwise comes in ssion 
of property which he converts into cash and puts it into his 

‘ket, and then he tells the creditors to sing for their money. 
Phere ought to be some means—and means are provided by this 
law—for bringing that man into court and making him show 
what he has done with that money. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Boat- 
NER] answer this question—— 

Mr. COOMBS. I can notconsent that it be megane inm 
= will have your own time and you can bring up al 

nts. 

Mer, the tenth act of bankruptcy is as follows: 

or (10) suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is 
filed, while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggre- 
gating $500 or over. 

{i think that the time of that should be extended. Peculiar 
conditions can exist whereby a man may, for thirty days, be un- 
able to meet his obligations, and at the same time not be insol- 
vent. But, nevertheless, the man is prima facie insolvent and 
the creditor certainly has some rights to look after his interest. 

We have disposed, I think, of one side of this juestion and re- 


time. 
these 


cited the various acts for the doing of which aman may be de-- 


clared insolvent and forced into bankruptey. They all, with the 
exception of one, seem to be good. The other is simply a bid to 
the Farmers’ Alliance interest of the country, and should be 
stricken out of the bill. It is undignified and does not consti- 
tute a There is no reason why it should be there, 
and it should be taken out, and I hope an amendment will be 
made to that effect. 

Now, let us turn to the other side of the question. Who may 
become voluntary bankrupts; and here is the humane side: 

Any person who owes debts, except a corporation, shall be entitled to the 
benelits of this act as a voluntary bankrupt. 

In these two lines provision is made to strike off the shackles 
from the limbs of tens of thousands of embarrassed men in this 
country who to-day are unable to do business; many of whom 
have failed honestly; who, on account of the peculiar conditions 
of the money market or of business or through faults of others 
have become bankrupts. I have many such among my acquaint- 
ances who are bound hand and foot by the results of business 
risfortunes, but who, if released, with added experience would 
becomesafe business men. It would doubtless release also man 
dangerous men, and provision should be made, as far as possi- 
ble, to exclude those who have made scandalous failures from 
the benign provisions of this section. 

I have heard no protests from creditor merchants against this 

rovision for the legal discharge of their unfortunate debtors. 
The fact that this House is not flooded with protests should be 
a surficient answer to the violent attacks upon the creditor class 
made by gentlemen who have addressed us. 

The real merchant is a generous and farsee man; he takes 
no pleasure in witnessing the torture of the helpless, and is 
always | to give the helping hand to the competent and de- 
serving. This hardly tallies with the description as given by 
some of the gentlemen who have p me, who have spoken 
of him as a roaring lion going about seeking whom he may de- 
vour, tearing and rending regardless of consequences. [Laugh- 
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ter]. Ihave been a merchant for forty years and I can ; 
member a case in which a merchant has deliberately att, 

to ruin « debtor who showed any honest intention to | 
debts. The merchant is anxious that his customer shal] | 
solvent and continue to be his customer, and will not ay 

self of the provisions of this act, if it should become a law 

he should see evidences of dishonesty, or that other cr 

were likely to get an undue share of the debtor's estat 
gentleman who last spoke says that a discharge by a honk. 
ruptcy court brings disgrace to the discharged debtor. [o.« 
he prefer to have him remain always inbondage? And ¢ 

fact that he is legally discharged prevent him from red 

his good name by a subsequent payment of the obligatio 
which he was released? The tenorof the gentleman's rem 
would lead us to suppose that there isno dishonor inv 

the nonpayment of debts, while itis an unpardonable off 
attempt to collect them. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me, 
suggest that there can be no possible dishonor in it, bec 
certificate is not only a certificate of discharge, but it is 
icate that he has honestly surrendered all his property 
to the payment of his debts, except that which the law : 
him to retain for the use of his family. 

Mr. COOMBS. That is a good suggestion. 

Now, we come to the point as to who are exempt from th 
eration of the bankrupt law, and here we find what [ am afraid 
is another bid to the Farmers’ Alliance. I am perfectly content 
that the exemption should be made, but wish to take advantag 
of the opportunity to rebuke what I consider to be an \ 
tendeney on the part of some of our political friends. 


Sxc. 3. A person engaged chiefly in farming or the tillage of the soi 
While I agree that for obvious reasons they should be exempt 


from the operation of a national bankrupt law, I can not too 
strongly condemn the new political cry that they are ex mp! 
from the obligation that every other tradeor profession is under, 
to pay their debts. They themselves have never made this 
claim, and I am sure that those who seek their votes or influence 
by claiming it for them will awake some day to the fact that 
they have made a mistake. The American farmer is an honest 
man, and is willing to take his place alongside of the rest of m:n- 
kind and meet his obligations. Politicians are trying to put 
strange theories into their heads and to debauch them, to claim 
for them more than they claim for themselves. It is the part o/ 
patriotism and plainly in the line of duty of gentlemen, who by 
their position are leaders of the people, to combat these [ils 

theories, and not seek their own advantage and safety in truck 

ling tothem. If this course is pursued you will keep them 
honest; if you keep suggesting these things you will make them 
dishonest. 

Mr. RAY. May I interrupt the gentleman there? 

Mr. COOMBS. Certainly. , 

Mr. RAY. Ican hardly agree with the gentleman when he 
says it is not necessary for the farmers in this country, as a rule, 
to run in debt during the season? 

Mr. COOMBS. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAY. I understood you to say so. 

Mr. BOATNER. Ifthe gentleman will permit an interrup- 
tion, I will say that the object of enoueing the farmers as a class 
from the involuntary feature of the law is that bankruptcy is 
— principally to traders because of the character of 
theproperty in which they deal. The property of the farmer, on 
the contrary, consists principally in real estate and permanen 
fixtures, the incumbrances upon which are shown by the public 
records of his county, so that the merchant or dealer has a much 
better basis for ascertaining his financial status when the ques- 
tion arises of giving him credit. In addition to that, the | 
erty of the farmer may be reached by the ordinary courts of the 
country without any necessity for the interposition of bank- 
ruptey proceeding in order to compel him to discharge his o! 

ations if he doesnot doit voluntarily. For these reasons it was 
eemed unnecessary to subject farmers as a class to the opera- 
tion of the involuntary features of this bill. 

Mr, COOMBS. [accept that as the explanation and the rea 
son of that part of the bill. In what I said about the farmers, | 
was only anxious to defend them from the constant attempts that 
are made in this House to make them dishonest. The farm’ 
can be furthermore — upon the ground that his debts 

rally local debts in his State, whereas the merchant giv: 
credit throughout the country. 

Mr. RAY. Not only are the farmer’s debts generally loca! iu 
his State, but they are usually confined to his own town or coun! 

Mr. COOMBS. Yes. 


Mr. Chairman, the member who last addressed the Howse 
spoke of the hardship caused to the debtor in that it deprives 
him and his famil 


rop- 


yof the exemptions granted to him by the !uws 
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of the various States. 


that— 

This act shall not affect the allowance to re of the exemptions which 
... wreseribed by the State laws in force at the time of filing the petition in 
a tate Wherein the adjudication is made. 


the 5ta 


[should think that this would effectually dispose of that ob- 


If he will look at section 5a he will find 


. Ne i as I said incidentally a few moments ago, the debtor isa 
»jitor, and the creditor is at the same timea debtor. They 
are woven together in this great commercial fabric. If you 
weaken one you weaken the other. If you take away from the 
creditor the right to collect his debt, you take away his ability 
to pay the man to whom heis in debt. If youdestroy confidence 
between man and man by making it legal for one man to shield 
himself from the payment of his just debt, you induce the with- 
drawal of credit on the part of the other man, and you weaken 
or destroy our commercial system. 

Before closing my remarks I wish in the most emphatic man- 
ner to enter my protest against the persistent attempts that are 
made in this House toarray the debtor against the creditor classes 
ofthe country. In our systemo/ doing business the one is neces- 
sary to the other, and their interests are the same in sustaining 
the creditsystem. Itcan not besustained if many of the theories 
that are here advanced with so much vehemence come to be 
practically acted upon by the people. Do they forget that it is 
the growth of centuries, and that it is a distinctive indication of 
our advance in civilization? Do they reflect how much of: our 
prosperity would disappear were confidence in it destroyed or 
undermined? 

The whole commercial world in modern times moves on this 
line, without it the majority of commercial transactions could 
not be effected. Destroy confidence and credit and you deal a 
deathblow to modern progress. How wicked then is the at- 
tempt to weaken in the debtor class his sense of obligation for 
the fulfillment of his contracts, to teach him that in meeting his 
just debts he is doing himself an injustice and submitting to op- 
pression. No political necessity can excuse or palliate it. 

I hope that I may be excused if in illustration of the extent to 
which confidence and credit have to do with the business of the 
world, I give some of my business experiences, 

My business as a merchant has brought me into contact with 
every nation and people in the world. I have had transactions 
with the people of Europe, Asia, and Africa, Central and South 
America, and in every market of the world I have given credit 
on the basis of confidence and character. The aggregate of such 
credits would amount to many millions of dollars, many, yes, most 
of them in countries where no recovery could be made under the 
law. The result of it all has been that I have learned to believe 
that honesty is the rule and dishonesty the rare exception. The 
losses from dishonesty in all these years has not amounted to 
one-sixteenth of 1 per cent on the sum of the transactions. 

In the course of my business [ have received thousands of bills 
of exchange drawn in various lands upon this and European 
countries. They were simple pieces of paper, and when they 
came into my hands bore only the responsibility of the drawer; 
zet I never lost a dollar wpon one of them. They were always 

id either by the party upon whom they were drawn or by the 
rawer or by the party who sent them to me. Bankers in the 
financial centers buy and sell exchange u & margin of a frac- 
tion of 1 per cent. Do gentlemen think te wiso or patriotic to 
change this order of things and in its place put dishonesty and 
distrust? Let Congress set the example of honesty in dealing 
with the obligations of the nation, a let our statesmen cease 
making suggestions of dishonesty to the people. 

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I wish to repeat that I am in favor 
of a just bankrupt law, because it is right that all creditors 
should share pro rata in the estate toward which they have con- 
tributed. I am also in favor of it because it releases the honest 
man, who surrenders everything to his creditors, condones his 
lack of business judgment, and enables him, in the interest of 
his family, to start again in the world. 

As to the legal provisions of this bill I can not speak. [If it 
accomplishes the purposes I have described, I favor it. When 
it comes up upder the five-minute rule these matters of legal 
practice will undoubtedly be thoroughly examined by experi- 


ere 
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enced lawyers. But as to the principles of the measure—as | 


being humane toward the debtor and 
interests of the community—I have no doubts. [Applause.] 

Mr. KILGORE. 
cuss in my own way, and in my own time, the provisions of the 
— bill. No member of the House has taken more interest 
this measure, nor been more active than I in opposition to 


In the Pit ty-second Congress it was well understood if the bill 


st for the commercial | 


Mr. Chairman, I do not think Lamasking too | 
much when I bespeak the indulgence of the committee while I dis- | 
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came toa vote it would pass by a considerable majority, and the 
only way to accomplish its defeat was to prevent a vote by the 
use of obstructive tactics. The minority were of opinion that 
the enactment of such a measure would be productive of infinite 
harm to the mass of people of our country,so we did not hesitate 
to use all the means and employ all the methods known to par- 
liamentary jurisprudence to hinder its passage through the 
House. 


We considered that the magnitude of the interest involved, 
together with the fact that there had been no expression of 
opinion from the great body of the people in favor of such 


measure, justified the minority in obstructing, in every legiti 
mate manner,its passage. Itdevolved on me, by chance perhay 
to lead the minority in that contest. In defeating the measure 
we shouldered all the responsibility—assumed all the 
which the gravity of the occasion and the importance the work 
imported. 

There had been no discussion of the measure among the people; 
no demand for its passage by those whose interest it most deeply 
affected. We were absolutely without any guide except an 
abiding conviction that it was a most dangerous and pernicious 
measure, fraught with unnumbered ills to the people, and an 
abiding confidence in our knowledge of the condition, the wants, 
and the interestof the masses. On these lines we made the fight 
and faltered not till we won the victory. 

For the part which some of us performed in that contest we 
were assailed withoutmercy and without stint by the great papers 
of the cities speaking fora metropolitan people who control the 
vast aggregated wealthofthecountry. [havenever complained 
of these attacks, nor replied to them, and it is not my purpose 
to do so now; but they did not scruple v2 misrepresent and ridi- 
cule and malign and traduce me for my iidelity to my people and 
to my convictions. 

The writers for these papers never studied the provisions of 
the bill; they did not know what was in it, nor did they care 
They did know that it was originated by and devised in the in 
terest of the wealthy wholesale dealer to the end that he might 
harrass, oppress, and blackmail and destroy, at his own s 
will, the host of small traders throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. They did not know that it was full of conspicuous 
and flagrant incongruities which left its interpretation to offi- 


burdens 


weet 


cials whose very position made them unfriendly to the small 
debtor in a contest with his wealthy creditors. 
They did not know that it carried in its body the elements and 


the spirit of a most vicious paternalism, that it bristled with 
harsh and inhuman remedies in the interest of the creditor, ar 
cruel and unusual penalties against a debtor who may h: 
guilty of no greater crime than mere misfortune. 

They did not know that it transcended the limits of free gov 
ernment, and would precipitate widespread and unmeasured 
harm upon the most numerous class of the plain people of th 
country. 

If these great papers had known all these things about this 
measure it would not have wrought any change in their course. 
Their servile and mercenary devotion to the aristocracy of ag- 
gregated wealth control their convictions and their opinions and 
their judgment on all questions which are supposed to imperil 
the pecuniary interest of this gilded aristocracy. Tatriotism 
a regard for the principles of free government and constitutional 
liberty and for the interest of the great mass of the people—ex- 
ercise no influence with the metropolitan press when they con 
flict with the private interest and private fortune of the favored 
few. 

Notwithstanding the abuse and criticism which the “ big 
dailies” of the cities have chosen to mete out to the opponents of 
this measure, I have notchanged my mind in the least on the sub- 
ject and I have not abated a single jot or tittle of my opposition 
to the bill. Tha more I have investigated its provisions, the 
more I have comprehended its meaning and purpose, the stronger 
has become my conviction that it is entirely vile and bad. It 
can be safely asserted in this Hall and outside of it that any 
measure which has the constant, watchful care and attention of 
the lobby has behind it some improper motive and is generally 
loaded with some schemes, thé purpose of which is to subserve 
the interest of only a limited ciass of selfish people. 

One of the strongest objections to this bill is that it has been 
pushed from the time it went on the Calendar in the Fifty-first 
Congress by a shrewd, able, insidious, and assiduous and persist- 
ent | bby. 

Congress has the authority under the Constitution to enact a 
uniform system of baakrupt laws and has done soon three oc- 
casions in our history. But itis not a character of legislation 
which the people of this country are inclined to favor. They 
have only been resorted to after periods of great depression in 
trade and commerce, following widespread commercial disaster 


ive been 
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which has swept down unfortunate debtors in all parts of the 
country. 

Mr. BoATN ER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir, with pleasure. 

Mr. BOATNER. This matter of a bankrupt bill has been be- 
fore the country now for the lastfour years. Has the gentleman 
observed any decided opposition to the measure; and if so, from 
what quarters, so far as be has observed, has the principal oppo- 
sition come—from what class of people and from what section? 

Mr. KILGORE. The oo mass of the people whose inter- 
est would be most seriously endangered by this measure, if not 
ruined, do not have the opportunity to investigate and discuss 
such @ measure, and they are slow in giving expression to their 
opinion about it. I venture to say no man has ever yet seen a 
full and fair analysis of this bill, and a candid discussion of its 

rovisions, in any of the daily papers which have been demand- 

ng its passage. I can inform the gentleman from Louisiana in 
whose interest the bill is framed and who has been demanding 
itsenactment. It is intended for the use and benefit of the great 
wholesale merchant, and the great mass of the people would be 
apt to be found on the other side, for what these creditors de- 
mand would not tend to promote the interest of the small debtor 


class. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman from Texas refer to 
be farmers as a class who would be ruined by the passage of the 
bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I will specify asI goon. I donot 
wish to be anticipated, though I am perfectly willing to be in- 
terrupted. 

As I said before, this kind of legislation is not in high favor 
with our people. The Government has beenin existence a little 
more than one hundred years; and during about fifteen years of 
that period bankrupt laws have been in force in this country. 

The firstsuch ever passed by Congress was enacted in 1800 and 
repealed in 1803. It remained on the statute books a little over 
three years and was repealed long before the limitation on its 
existence had expired. The next act was passed in 1841 and 
went into effect on the Istof February, 1842. This was repealed 
on the 3d day of March, 1843, remaining in force only about thir- 
teen months. The next law was passed in 1867 and it endured 
about eleven years. It was several times amended and it de- 
mised in 1878 by repeal. 

The contention on each occasion was that they were enacted 
in the interest of the debtor class. That was the moving pur- 
pose, the inspiration for this character of legislation, The pre- 
tense for its enactment was that the law was in the interest of 
the debtor, and that was the truth; because they were enacted 
right after a great financial storm had swept over the country 
and many people had been overthrown by the commercial up- 
heaval and depression of the times, and it was in their interest 
as much or more than in the interest of the creditor class that 
these bills were passed. They were passed to meet an emer- 
gency which existed in the country at the time just prior to the 
enactment of these laws. There is no such emergency now. 
‘This is not a bill in the interest of the debtor, but is a bill in the 
interest of the creditor. 

Bankrupt laws, Mr. Chairman, have been in existence for 
about three hundred ad fifty years in England. In the thirty- 
fourth and thirty-fifth years of the reign of Henry VIII, about 
three hundred and fifty years ago, the British Parliament passed 
the first bankruptcy law known to English jurisprudence; and 
I will call the attention of this committee and the advocates of 
this bill to what Mr. Robson says in his work on the law and 
practice of bankruptcy in England on this subject. I quote his 
exact language: 

The first introduction of the bankrupt law was by the statute 34 and 35 
Henry VIII, c. 4, which was directed nst debtors, whether traders or not, 


who —— fraudulently to evade the ent of their debts, or, as it was ex- 
the act, ‘who craftily eelaiog into their hands great substance 


pressed 
of other men's goods do suddenly flee to parts unknown or ao their houses, 


duties, but at their own wills and pleasures consume the Sakata aitaioed 
alt ‘reasom, equity, and good conscience” (Hobson's Law and Practice in 
Bankruptcy, | edition.) 

That was one of the principal provisionsin the first bankruptcy 
law that was known, as I say, to English jurisprudence. At the 
time of the cemnge of that law, and for centuries afterwards, an 
insolvent debtor was treated as a criminal in that country and 
in this. He was deprived of his liberty without the benefit of 
bail, unless the bail carried with it the security for his debts to 
the satisfaction of his creditors. 

Now, the world has learned a good deal since then. It has 
prognoses in the direction of humanity and of enlightenment. 

he progress which the world has e in three hundred and 
fifty years and its advance in enlightenment has taken away 
much of the asperities and harshness with which creditors have 
heretofore been treated. The heartlessness and cruelty of cred- 


not minding to pay, or return to pay, any of their creditors 
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itors to their debtors was exemplified by the miseries ,; 4 
debtors’ prisons, which, happily, no longer exist among I'y,.);..° 
speaking people. This bill, if it becomes a law, wouldsi>,..— 
a return to some of the atrocities which were meted out +. 9. : 
ors in theolden time. Most people seem to understand th: ».... 
may become insolvent or lose his property without any fay): 
his own or criminality on his part. Men become insolvent wy); 
out the commission of a crime in these days. Everybody Seeme 
to have learned that fact, except the author and abettors of 4, 
Torrey bankruptcy bill. The language of the acts of thro. hu. 
dred and fifty years ago, passed by the British Parlijyoy. 
stripped of the quaintness which belonged to the languace o) 
that remote period, is in harmony with a portion of the Torn. 
bill and of the grounds on which it Pd to put an unfort:. 
nate debtor into a court of bankruptcy in which his honor. i, 
credit, and his property are wrecked. (cis 

Tsay, Mr. Chairman, that the world has progressed on that 
subject. It has come to the conclusion that the debtor has 
rights; and on that theory and upon that principle the bankryps 
laws of this country have heretofore been enacted even though 
they contain provisions for an involuntary system of bankript-y 
Now, I assert the conditions do not exist which justify a bank. 
rupt law. There has been no great commercial panie or eyeloyo 
sweeping throughout the country and carrying down the debtors 
of the land. It is true we have had a panic, but it has been 
among the money-changers and has not extended to merchants 
and traders. 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me suggest to the gentleman that as wo 
do not have as severe winds here as you do in Texas, what we 
consider a considerable blow you would probably consider only 
a i zephyr. 

r. KILGORE. Well, we do things in Texas, it is true, on 
a larger scalc. When we blow we blow, as my colleague, Mr, 
CULBERSON, suggests. [Laughter.] 

Now, I would like to know, and [ will come at once to the 
rs asked by my friend from Louisiana in this connection— 

would like to know when there came from any small dealer, 
any retail merchant, any merchant in a small city or town in the 
agricultural sections of the country, a demand for the passive o! 
this law? It is proposed in this bill to secure to the farmer, the 
man whose chief business is that of agriculture, the right vol- 
untarily to become a bankrupt. In that respect I say the bill is 
vicious. It is not a system of uniform bankruptcy. Have they 
asked for that? Has there ever been a single demand made by 
a single farmer in this land for the ee of a law giving then 
the right to go intc bankruptcy, coupled with the right of the 
creditor to force into bankruptcy his retail merchant? 

Has there ever been, from any portion of this broad lind, a 
demand from any retail dealer, large or small, in any portion of 
the country outside of the great commercial centers, asking the 
passage of thislaw? Nobody has ever presented it to this House. 

If it is true that there has been such a demand we are igno- 
rant of it, and it would be well enough for the gentlemen who 
advocate this measure to make known to the House and the 
country such demand. 

Who does demand it? Thiscelebrated Torrey bankruptcy bill 
had its origin in a cabal of wholesale dealers in the city of St. 
Louis, who, acting together with their lawyers, undertook to 
frame a bill which they presented to this House in the lifty-first 
Congress; and under the methods peculiar to that Congress it 
went through this House with, however, nearly every Demo- 
cratin the House againstit. Some of those who are now favoring 
it were then opposed to it. It is the wholesale dealers, it is the 
big merchants, it is the aggregated wealth of afew people that 
demandsthe passage of this bill; and in my judgment itis against 
the interests of the greatmass of the people of the United States. 

They say that the wage-earner shall not be subject to its pro- 
visions. ite has the right, however, to voluntarily surrender his 
estate and receive the benefit of this law. 

Have any of them asked that? Hasanybody asked the passige 
of this law except the class of ple I have named? When it 
was first introduced into the Fifty-first Congress, it came with 
a great flourish of popular favor, with aloud and prolonged shout 
from the wholesale dealers, from the merchants’ exchanges, from 
the commercial organizations all over the country, saying that 
this was an ei and fair measure, and they demanded 
its enactment in the interest of the whole people. They always 
say that when they demand special favors and exclusive pr'v- 
ileges for themselves. And when a few of us undertook to im- 

e its e through the House, the subservient and zealous 
fools of the aggregated wealth of the great commercial centers— 
the daily press—were prompt to misrepresent, slander, and abuse 
the representatives of the people. : 

The weekly papers of the country, representing the sentiments 
of the le whose interests were to be most largely affected 
by this bill, and who were more deeply concerned in its provi- 
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sions and administration than any other class of people, com- 
mended, so far as my experience goes, the action of those who 
were prominent in the fight, in the Fifty-second Congress, against 


it. 


Now, what is the purpose of thislegislation? What particular 
evil exists that this bill is to cure? What is the complaint? Is 
there any great evil which is to be eradicated by this measure? If 
go, it has not been communicated to anybody here. The coun- 
try, so far as I know, and Congress, so far as I have heard, are 
ignorant of it. ; 

Then if it is not to cure some defect in the present law, not to 
remove some great evil that can not be otherwise overcome, | 
say this House ought not to pass this bill. It is an extraordi- 
n ry and dangerous experiment, containing the wildest and most 
conspicuous incongruities that have ever been grouped together 
in any measure within my experience. I will talk about them 
before I get through with what I have tosay. It is understood 
[am talking against time anyhow as I am to have the floor the 
remainder of the afternoon. [Laughter.] 

The great papers of the land, which have demanded this law, 
say nothing as to the necessity for it or the evil which it is to 
cure, or the good which is to be effected. They know nothing 
about it. The commercial exchanges and mercantile organiza- 
tions of the great cities say that it is for their interests, and that 
is all that the metropolitan papers want to know to enlist them 
in behalf of it, however it may injure the interests of the peuple 
and infringe their rights and liberties. 

The only complaint that we hear of on this floor is that now 
and then in the history of commercial transactions some man 
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will become involved and will execute an assignment in which | 


he will prefer some one, or two, or more of his creditors. The 
principal complaint is that he will now and then prefer some 
member of his family when he finds himself in a failing condi- 
tion. And the complaint is that these are fraudulent prefer- 
ences, 

Mr. PATTERSON. Most of the States prohibit preferences. 

Mr. KILGORE. They peo fraudulent preferences. 

Mr. RAY. You think he ought to keep it all in the family! 
{Laughter. ] 

Mr. KILGORE. It is avery common occurrence for men in 
business to borrow money from their kinsfolk, and if they have 
done so they could not be guilty of fraud if they gave them th« 
preference in the settlement with their creditors. The Scrip 
tures, you know, say that the man who does not provide for 
his own household ‘‘ hath denied the faith, and is worse than an 
infidel.” 

Mr. BOATNER. The Scripture does not say anything abomt 
providing for them with other people’s goods, does it? 

Mr. KILGORE. It does not. 

Mr. BOATNER. That is what you seem to want to do. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not want to do anything of the kind. 

Mr. RAY. You concede that that practice opens the door to 
the greatest frauds, do you not? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have had some little experi- 
ence in suits growing out of mercantile transactions. I have 
had a good deal of experience in that direction, and I have known 


vigorously attacked, were not set aside by the courts. Every 
man has his remedy — fraudulent conveyances in the 
courts of the country. have known a very smali number of 
fraudulent conveyances in my experience as a lawyer.and while 
it has not been a very largeexperience, yet I have had consider- 


y 
able in dealing with failing dabtues, and I have generally repre- | 


sented the foreign creditor with a fair measure of success. 
Mr. RAY. Let me call your attention to the fact that it has 


been frequently held that the statute of limitations is a personal | 
That is, the plea of it in court is a personal privilege. | 


privilege. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the invariable rule, I think. 

Mr. RAY. So that it has been customary in many instances 
for persons finding themselves in failing circumstances to prefer 
their wives for old debts, twenty-five, thirty, and thirty-five years 
of age, where it was impossible for the creditors to prove that 


the detriment of the creditors who had given their credit very 


recently, so that they consumed and took the whole property | 


and held it against the creditors who had even within a few 
weeks given credit. 

_Mr. KILGORE. I have never known such a case as is men- 
tioned by the gentleman from New York. 
cases, such as seldom arise, if ever. 
predicated on rare and exceptional cases. 
statute of limitations is a personal privile when @ man 


e; but 


undertakes to prefer some of his relations by paying old debts 
which seem to have long since been barred by limitation, such 
& transaction would not stand in a court of justice. 

Now, I say, what evil do you propose to impeach by this legis- 


lation? You propose to prevent preferential payments, to use 
the language of an English magazine. They have had all the 
experience of three hundred and fifty years in England under a 
bankrupt law, and they have passed and repealed and reénacted 
bankrupt laws at different periods, beginning with the firstone, 
in the time of Henry VIII, down to 1883, numbering in all about 
thirty different bankruptcy acts. They have now the law of 
1883, which they say is the perfection of human reason in that 
respect; and yetonly very recently the inspector-general of bunk 
ruptey, Mr. Smith, in 1891, making his report upon the working 
of the law, found in the Bankers’ Magazine of recent date, says: 

With regard to fraudulent preferences, (or at least prefer 


creditors are defrauded) it is, Mr. Smith believes— 
“A popular idea that the bankruptcy law effectively provides against pref 


nees by \ i 


erential payments on the eve of bankruptcy It was probably int ito 
do so, but in many respects this intention has entirely failed under the 
present law as well as under its predecessors 
For three hundred and fifty years the British people have 
been passing bankruptcy laws and administering them in their 
| courts, and in 1891, under the law which they say can not be im- 
proved, they have been unable to prevent preference of creditors 
and preferential payments, which, says the inspectorgenersl, re- 


sults in the defrauding of other creditors; and he gives the cir 





cumstances under which these payments are made inthe f w- 
ing language: 

I have in previous reports pointed out how, notwithstanding the 
ent intentions of the legislature, tran ions of this character ar till 

| frequent and too often unassailable. Thus, for example, a paymer ucle 

by an insolvent debtor to his banker with a deliberate view of relie “a 
guarantor from his liability can not be impeached, although ifit w ven 
with the view of preferring the banker himself, it would be void; and ers 
are frequently being preferred in this manner with impunity It ear 
that the general body of creditore are equally defrauded, whether it was the 
private intention in the mind of the debtor to prefer the guarant to 
prefer the banker,and in both cases one creditor is really preferr+ the 
expense of the rest. 

And he says that this practice can not be assailed. It is a 
perfectly apparent transaction, which the law can not contra 


vene; and yet the only thing that this law proposes to do 
only purpose of it, is to remove from the debtor the power 


prefer some one or more of his creditors. Now, [ say, with the 
| gentleman from Illinois |Mr. LAN&}], that there is no great wrong, 
or in a vast majority of such preferences I have never known of 
a great deal of wrongor fraud to arise out of these preferences in 
| my own experience; and I venture to say that it is the experi 


very few fraudulent conveyances made which, when properly and | 


He states extreme | 
General rules can not be 
lam aware that the | 





| know that can not be done. 
they were fraudulent, and so put away the entire property to | 


ence of nine-tenths of the lawyers of thecountry thatmany pr 
erences which have been given can not be assailed. 

[t is a doctrine of the common law, and as the gentleman from 
[llinois said, it has existed for five hundred years. Now, the os- 
tensible purpose of this bill, as declared by its advocates, is to 


prevent a failing debtor from favoring one or more of his cred- 
itors, though he may be acting in periect good faith indoiny so. 
I take this occasion to emphasize the declaration that he who 
bone fide prefers a creditor to whom he owes a just cebt is guilty 
of no fraud: and all the laws and all the adjudication of the courts 


which have denounced such conduct as fraudulent have not con- 
And in this 


vinced enlightened mankind of the fact. illustra- 
tion we find the reason why the legislation against preference 


and preferential payments on the eve of bankruptcy his been a 
conspicuous failure. It involves no turpitude, and nolegislation 
can impart to it any criminality whatever. 

It may be forbidden by law, with severe penalties common to 
criminal] laws, as provided in the pending bill, but all this will 
not convince mankind that it isacrime. Hence all such laws 
must necessarily be futile, ineffective. Such preferences may 
hinder and delay some other just claim; such is the effec!, and 
they may defeat the payment of some just claim; but it is the 
of civilized mankind that the debtor executing such pref- 
ences is guilty of no fraud in fact. The pending bill itself de- 
clares preferences in favorof the State or United States Govern- 
ment, in favor of certain lien-holders, and in favor of debts of 
a fiduciary nature. 

[t is not the purpose of this measure to prevent preferences, 
fraudulent nor any other kind. Its projectors and advocates 
[ts only object is to lodge with the 
wholesale people the power to coerce and to crush at their will 
the rétail dealer. 

Now, I want to discuss some few of the propositions in 
bill, and then a few of its features in detail. The bill provides 
for voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. I would be willing 
to assent to the passage of a measure providing for voluntary 
bankruptcy if it were so guarded that it could not be used to 
perpetrate fraud and disturb business relations. It is said that 
there are thousands of people formerly in business who have 
been carried down without any fault on their part; that they are 
down by misfortune, and some legislation for their relief ought 
to be enacted. A voluntary system of bankruptcy would reach 
that class of people. 

The statistics show, and I believe it appears in the report of 


sense 


this 
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the majority of the committee, that less than 2 per cent of the tled to receive more than others, and who, in most inst., 
merchants fail annually—one in every sixty-seven is said to be | have to be paid more than others in order to effectuato i} 
about the ratio. And not one inevery hundred of those who fail | ment? 

are guilty of any fraud. } Mr. KILGORE. I know that does happen in some cas 

Now, it is the failing debtor that this bill is to reach; and | such settlements are attended with no more difficult, 
if we are to accept the statement of its defenders here, its pur- settlementin a bankrupt courtand not halfso much ex)’ 

se is to prevent debtorsfrom defrauding their creditors. Now, | all such settlements there are some creditors who m 
if there is only one failure out of sixty-seven merchants in each | titled to faore than others. 
year, where is the reason or the justice or common sense of en- Mr. BOATNER. Will the gentleman not concede 
acting a complicated law of this kind merely to handle the estate | a settlement should be made under legal process which \ 
of one merchant or traderin every sixty-seven engaged in busi- | equal justice to all parties according to their interests 
ness, and to prevent one man in every sixty-seven in each year Mr. KILGORE. Yes, if it could be done in that \ 
from preferring some of his creditors? This is an experiment | it can not be done. It never has been done and it never 
which has been tried for three hundred and fifty years without | done. You can not pass any law that will prevent m 
success; yet it is contended that the pending bill can be so ad- | preferring some of their creditors, even if they have : 
ministered as to enable the creditors to dictate an equitable dis- | fraud and perjury. Youcan not frame any law that wi 
tribution of the debtor's estate, and save both debtor and cred- | an equitable and fair distribution of the assets of th: 
itor, and still this is the most drastic, the most far-reaching,the debtor. I have never known a settlement to be made in) 
most incongruous bankrupt bill ever presented to an intelligent | of the country in which the creditors did not get at least 
people. 50 cents on the dollar; and I have known some big fa 

The English people have much stronger reasons for having a | big failures for interior merchants. 
bankruptcy laws than can be urged in their behalfin this country. In such cases an assignment would be made to keep at 
They have but one source of legislation, the British Parliament. | creditors away. Creditors would come in and an ag 
They have but one system of laws while we have forty-four; and | would be entered into; the debtor would secure 40 or 50 c 0 
since the bankrupt law of 1867 went out of existence the rem- | the dollar to his creditors and his business goes on as before. 
edies of which the creditor can avail himself against a failing | this way the merchant's credit would be saved. In these c 
debtor have been enlarged and simplified. Why does he need | if the estate were administered in bankruptcy the cr 
an een bankruptcy system? He can go into court and | would not get 10 cents on the dollar; in addition to t! 
protect himself by invoking the remedies provided both in law | credit and character of the debtor would be ruined, his bu ; 
and equity. He can proceed by attachment, by garnishment, | would be broken up, and the business of his neighbors woi|d } 
by sequestration; these are summary and indeed harsh remedies, | demoralized by putting a bankrupt stock on the markt to 
but they are always at hand. He can close out his debtor, he | pete with goods sold in the legitimate trade. 
can force him to a settlement, and if he is diligent he can se- Mr RAY. Have you not in your State any law that 
cure his share of the estate; for if a dozen attachments are | or limits preferences? 
levied upon a man’s property simultaneously, that involves an Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; we have made several efforts by « 
equal distribution of the estate. Or if they are levied one after | legislation to prevent preferences. 
another and there isenough to pay them all, each gets his share. Mr. RAY. Are they not restricted in any way? 

But whatif there is not snough? That seems to be the trouble, Mr. KILGORE. Theyarenotnow. The courts held tha 
that some creditor is not on the ground in time with his attach- | assignmentlaw, the purpose of which was to prevent preference- 
ment to secure his share of the estate, and someone else who is | was not sufficient—did not accomplish the purppse. Ano 
more diligent gets in ahead, and therefore this law is desired in | method of making assignments and preferring creditors | 
order to make, as gentlemen say, a more equitable distribution. | been pursued by debtors in our State; and it is regarded as en- 
Under every systein of bankruptcy that has existed in this coun- | tirely legitimate, and has been upheld by the appellate co 
try the result has been the same; the creditor gets little or noth- | of Texas. 
ing. Mr. RAY. Then you have had and now have a law regulati! 

It is the history of nearly every estate that was administered | the giving of preferences? 
in the bankrupt court in the district in which I live that the Mr. KILGORE. In a certain sense it may regulate then 
creditor got nothing or very little. If a creditor got 5 per cent | does not prevent them. 
of his debt he was a fortunate man. Nine times out of ten the Mr. RAY. Does it not restrict them? 
estate did not yield more than enough to pay the lawyers and Mr. KILGORE. There was an attempt by taw to r 
the costs of court; sometimes not somuch. Yet it is proposed | them; but like all other laws in that direction, the effort | 
here now to precipitate that same condition of things upon the Mr. RAY. But you have such a law on your statute b 
country, and all this merely to prevent the chance thatsome one Mr. KILGORE. We had a law which attempted, as has 
man in five hundred who fail may fraudulently prefer some mem- | done in other States, to prevent preferences. 
ber of his family or other creditor, or to prevent the resident cred- Mr. RAY. Does not the prevalence of these laws in al! 1 
itor getting his attachment in ahead of the nonresident creditor. | States show that the general tendency of lawmaking bodics i 

That is about all that it is claimed can be accomplished by | to restrict preferences? 
this proposedlaw. Isay itis unnecessary tohaveany involuntary | Mr. KILGORE. And the generai tendency of the decisions 
system of bankruptcy in this country, but if this House is to | of the courts is that such laws can not be effectual. Laws o/ the 

ree upon a voluntary system, it can not be framed upon this bill. | kind have not been able to prevent preferences. 

The whole matter will have to be referred to the Committee on; Mr. RAY. Supposing that to be true, does not the fact of | 
the Judiciary, and they will have to frame a bill based upon the | passage of such laws show the prevalence of the general 0) 
idea of a system of voluntary bankruptcy. that the giving of preferencesshould be regulated and restrain 

They have mingled the administrative features of this meas-| Mr. KILGORE. That is the prevailing opinion among 
ure m relation to the voluntary and the involuntary feature of | itors who are not on the ground—among the great who! 
the bill so that they could not be separated or amended in the | dealers at a distance who undertake to dictate legislation 
House. who have more facilities for doing so than the small cre 

I do not believe myself that it is necessary to og any bank- | who is usually preferred. : 
rupt law at all, but I would be willing to provide for avoluntary| Mr. RAY. May I ask you this plain question: Do you b 
system. Four men out of five in my experience who have made | that the debtor should be left without any restriction w! 
an honest failure and surrendered their assets to their creditors | to prefer whomever he may please? 
by assignment or oy Tagen method are generally able togeta| Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; tao not go that far; but I do b 
compromise with their creditors and settle at 25, 30, or 40 cents | that the debtor ought to have the right to prefer a creditor 
on the dollar and set up in business again and go right along. is entitled to preference; and in many cases certain creditors 

Mr. BOATNER. Did the gentleman ever know of a settle- | entitled to preference over others. ; 
ment of that sort in which some of the creditors did not black-| Take the case of the small dealer who has been doing bus: 
mail the debtor and get more than any one else for their acqui- | for a series of years with a certain wholesale merchant, buy ins 
escence? goods from him and paying for them every four or six mon 

Mr. KILGORE. Such be the case in many settlements, | During all this time the merchant has made money out of t) 
but they have not come withinmy experience. Butif that were | retail dealer. Now when that small dealer gets into fininci' 
true each of the creditors gets more than would be distributed | trouble and he finds hims:=If in trouble by a condition of things 
in ee for which he is not responsible—a condition brought on by the 


tcy. 
Mr. BO TNER. Is it not within the gentleman's experience | financis. circumstances of the country or the legislation of t'° 
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that those settlements are generally attended with very great | country or the taxation of the country—when he finds hims: 
difficulty, because where the failure is one of eo in danger of going to the wall, his neighbor loans him $500 or « 
at n 


there are always some creditors who insist th 


y are enti- | thousand dol money. In such @ case I believe it is the 
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of that dealer to prefer a creditor who advanced him the 
money and who has received no benefitfrom the loan. Theonly 
thing that legislation has ever accomplished has been to hedge 
around the debtor in such a way as to minimize fraudulent pref- 
CO RAY. As a rule is it not a fact that when adebtor comes 
0 ive preferences, instead of preferring the man who has re- 
gently loaned him money, or who has recently given him credit, 
he prefers the man with whom he has been dealing for years, 


who has g . 
into business again, and he expects to get credit from that same 


duty 


urce? e 
OM r, KILGORE. I know that is the reasoning usually adopted 
on this subject; but that is not generally the fact according to 
my experience. Men of honor and integrity who fall into mis- 
fortune in their business always favor their neighbors who have 
aided them in their trouble. There is astrong sentiment in our 
country on that subject. : 

Now, the gentleman from Lousiana [Mr. BOATNER] asked me 


whether the farmers as a class will be ruined by the enactment | 


of this measure. ‘ . 

I am not posing, Mr. Chairman, as a special champion of the 
farmers any more than I am of any other class of worthy people. 
They are no better and no worse than any other honest, deserv- 
ing, and industrious people. My neighbors are farmers, most of 
them, my constituents are farmers, and [ would have been a 
farmer myself if [ had not had an invincible repugnance to manual 
labor. [Laughter.] I was raised on a farm, and have experienced 
much of hardship of such a life in early times in Texas. 

I know something of the hardships of a farmer's life. I know 
something of his privations andof his deprivations. I know that 
he does not receive a fair and just compensation for his labor. 
His is, transcendently, the most important vocation known to 
civilization. Without the product of his labor the human race 
would perish from the face of the earth. He pays the taxes of 
the Government; he fights her battles in war, and wins her vic- 
tories. He asks only that equal and exact justice and equaland 
uniform budens shall be apportioned to allalike. The retail mer- 
chant is an essential part of the system in all agricultural coun- 
tries. The farmer can no more get along without the retaildealer 
who is his neighbor, than the retail dealer can get along with- 
out the farmer. They are essential toeach other, and when you 
strike down the retail dealer, as you propose to do by this bill, 
when you put it in the power of one of his creditors to destroy 
him—and there is not a retail morchant in Texas who, under 
the provisions of this bill, could not be put into bankruptcy any 
day—when you destroy him, you greatly injure the agricultural 
interest to which he is a valuable, perhaps indispensable adjunct. 
eo How can he be hurt by the bill if he pays his 

ebis! 

Mr. KILGORE. If he is able to pay his debts and pays them 
promptly as they mature, that may be true. But there is not a 
day in the year in which the retail merchant in the interior 
would not be menaced by his creditors under this measure, and 
in which he could not becrushed by the wholesale merchant if 
this bill should become a law. 

Mr. OATES. Are they insolvent, too? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, the question of insolvency as defined 
by this bill is as uncertain as the nature of the man who inhabits 
the moon. 

Mr. OATES. Would not the gentleman be satisfied with the 
verdict of the jury as tothe solvency of the man? 

Mr. KILGORE. But there is no rule by which you can de- 
termine whether his property, at a fair valuation, is sufficient 
to pay his debts. 

Mr. OATES. Well, the jury in such a case would not be 
likely to decide that he is insolvent without proper inquiry. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, whatisa ‘fair valuation”? You know 
where a question is left so indefinite as this bill leaves it that 
you can not expect any certainty in the results. 

Mr. OATES. But the burden of proof would be on the plaintiff. 
If they can satisfy the jury that the party is insolvent, the jury 
would render their verdict in accordance. 

Mr. KILGORE. That may beso; and that is a very simple 
statement of a very grave and complicated matter. The debtor 
can be dragged into the Federal court at the suggestion of one 
of his creditors. If he has a dozen creditors or a hundred, under 
the peoviiese of this bill any one of them controlling $500 
of his indebtedness can carry him and his property and busi- 
ness into the United States court and try the question of his 
solvency,and this same creditor can put him into that court and 
have an inquir as to whether or not he has been guilty of any 
wrong or fraud in the conduct of his business or suffered any 
mgsfortune which his vigilant and exacting creditors could use 

him. If he has less than twelve creditors, any one of 
em owning as much as $500 worth of claims against him can 


iven him credit for years, because his object is to go | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





tL CL LTC CT TC LT 
ee 


2831 





put him into the bankrupt court and have him tried for an 
act of bankruptcy. If he has more than twelve creditors, any 
one of them can prefer the charge against him that he is guilty 
of some act of bankruptcy and carry him into court, but can not 
compel an adjudication unless other cred in in the peti- 


itors 


tion. If he is acquitted of the cliarge, and it is found his prop- 
erty is sufficient to pay his debts, and he is discharged, he is 
nevertheless ruined; he is a ruined man, and you know it 

You know how sensitive and delicate the credit of a merehant 
is. When he has been taken by one creditor or thr litors 
into the Federal court or into any other court to determine th 
question of his solvency, and whether he has perpetrated a fraud 
on his creditors or not or done anything declared to be an act of 
bankruptcy by this bill and he is subjected to the provisions o 
the bill and discharged with the verdict that he is not guilty 
still his ruin has been accomplished. And any man, an enemy, 
who could acquire possession of $500 of his indebtedness can at 


any time put the debtor in the Federal court and that mean 
I have shown, his utter ruin. It is scarcely then a quest 
solvency, because ruin follows anyhow, the ruin of the debtor 
and he is absolutely without any remedy for the malicious wror 
which he may suffer at the hands of his enemy. 
Mr.CULBERSON. And, if my colleague will permit me, there 
is no method prescribed in this bill by which you shall 
the fair market value of the property; whether it is to be acash 
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sale, or whether it is to be a sale on credit, or whether if is to 
be sold at the tax valuation, or what not. 

Mr. KILGORE. I thank my colleague for the suggestion; 
and the fact that no reasonable rule can be prescribed under the 


definition given in the bill will constitute the greatest difficulty 
in such trials. There is no provision and there can be none by 
which to determine the matter, for if a man sets up that the 
property real and personal is worth $10,000, and they go to the 


tax roll and see that at a certain time it was rendered for taxa- 
tion 37,000, a difficulty arises at once as to a “fair valuation 

Mr. CULBERSON. That is it exactly. 

Mr. KILGORE. And how are you to determine the question 
of value? It varies necessarily every day with the varying con 
ditions of trade and finance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tex 
has expired. 

Mr. CULBERSON. [ ask unanimous consent that my col- 


league may have time to conclude his argument. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas | Mr. CULBER- 
SON] asks unanimous consent that his colleague may have time 
to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOATNERs Will the gentleman yield to me 
tion right there? 

Mr. KILGORE. Certainly I will. 

Mr. BOATNER. Has the gentleman ever known a merchant 
to suspend his payments for thirty days while insolvent, and re- 
main under protest, and still live in business? 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘ While insolvent’? 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes. 

Mr. KILGORE. How are you first going to find out whet 
he is insolvent or not? 

Mr. BOATNER. Have you ever known a merchant to be un 
der protest for thirty days without a liquidation of his busi- 
ness? 

Mr. KILGORE. Why, it is not an uncommon occurrence for 
aman to have drafts come through the bank and even be pro- 
tested, and have the bank to carry him a few days. 

Mr. BAILEY. Commercial paper need noteven be protested. 
If it simply remains thirty days unpaid after maturity, that is a 
sufficient ground under this bill for putting him into bank- 
ruptey. 

Mr. KILGORE. It does not require that it shall go to pro- 
test. Formal protest is not needed to charge him with an act of 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. BOATNER. Llagree with the gentleman in theidea that 
this ground of involuntary bankruptcy should be stricken out 
of the bill. At the same time, so far as my experience goes, 
whenever a merchant goes to protest and is unable to provide 


for a ques- 
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for his paper his business is at an end until it is reorganized. 
Mr. KILGORE. It is not the rule to draw checks on the re- 
tail merchant in the country towns in the interior subject to 


protest. 

The difficulty with the country merchant is that he seils his 
goods on credit, and must doit. Now, the country morchant is 
the customer of the wholesale dealer, who wants to have him 
completely under hiscontrol. He wants to be able to blackmail 
him or effect his destruction whenever it suits his purpose. He 
wapts to be able to drag him intocourt, and he can do it under 
this bill. 

In Texas and in many of the States in the West and Southwest 
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the taking of a man into a Federal court is a very serious matter. 
We have an area of 275,000 square miles in Texas, which you all 
know is nearly “as big as all out of doors,” and we have eleven 
points at which the Federal courts are held, and there are thou- 
sandsof people in Texas who live 250 or 300 miles from the nearest 
point where the Federal court is held. 

That condition is not peculiar to Texas. It is true of all the 
great States of the West having a large territory. Now you 
can understand just how dangerous and oppressive may be this 
measure, with the facilities which it will afford to any creditor 
to take an unfortunate debtor into court. It may be done, not 
on account of any fraud or wrong, but on account of some mis- 
fortune; or there may have been no misfortune atall. A man may 
be perfectly solvent, but on certain allegations which the creditor 
may make in his petition, he can take the debtor into court and 
inquire into the question of his solvency, andif he is found un- 
der this lawto be solvent and is discharged, his usefulness and 
success as a merchant is at an end, and he has noremedy against 
his creditor who has wrought his ruin. There is no escape 
from these features of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to talk a little about the details 
of this bill. There are some rather funny thingsinit. Ithasin 
it a dictionary full of definitions no man ever heard of before, 
and Congress is, mind you, called on to enact this dictionary and 
make it a part of the law of the land. 

Among other things it says: 

Words importing the masculine gender may be applied to and include cor- 
porations, partnerships, and women. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as little as you may think of it, by this leg- 
islation our women may be converted into corporations. The bill 
absolutely abolishes all distinctions between men and women, 
and all distinctions between women and corporations; and when 
a man has gone out and courted some good-looking girl, spent 
days, and weeks, and months, and all his spare shekels wheed- 
ling her into matrimony, and after he has at last succeeded, it 
turns out he has married a blasted and soulless corporation. 
What are we coming to? paggetes-| 

That is not all. Nothalf. The bill goes on to say that— 

(28). Wordsimporting the plural number may be applied to and mean only 


a single person or thing; (29) words importing the singular number may be 
applied to and mean several persons or things. 


Now, after a man has succeeded in fooling some good woman 
into matrimony, and then finds he has made no blunder, he 
would be liable to a prosecution for having a plurality of wives 
if this bill goes on the statute books in its present shape, for it 
says ‘‘ words importing the singular number may be applied to 
and mean several persons.” . 

This bill, in providing a dictionary, proposes other innova- 
tions at the same time. Here is what it says: 

Words which are given a meaning or nade to include other words herein, 


when used in one tense, shall have a corresponding meaning when used in 
any other tense. 


The pending measure not only enacts a dictionary, but it ac- 
tually repeals the grammar. [am rather glad that such is the 
case, for I have ever cherished a malicious repugnance to all 
grammars. [Laughter.] They have been a stumbling-block in 
my way all my life. Let them be abolished. [Laughter.] 

how, when, as Mr. Dickens says, ‘‘a man hasconjugated him- 


self into the imperative mood,” he will at the same time find’ 


that he is also in the indicative mood. Moods and tenses and 
c’ses no longer preserve their distinguishing characteristics. 
They are homologued, so to speak—made one and the same by 
this bill. It isan offense punishable by imprisonment two years 
for a bankrupt to conceal any property belonging to his estate — 
so the declaration that he would conceal some of his property 
would, sccording to the grammar of this bill, be an admission 
that he had done so, and he would stand a fair chance to go to 
the penitentiary on his admissions, whether hé was guilty or 
not. And when a candidate for some office has been iin sh- 
ing for months and finally achieves the nominative case, he is 
dumfounded when he learns that by an act of Congress he is 
placed in the vocative. 

While the authors of this bill were at work on the scheme to 
abolish the grammar, they might at the same time have done 
something for a weary world by repealing the spelling book. 
cents In doing so they would in some degree have atoned 

or the mischief they do in other respects, and earned the grat'- 
tude of the bulk of mankind. 

Now, Mr. Chairman,if this measure should become the law it 
will open wid» the door to all sorts of opportunities for the per- 

tration of fr ud by adventurers in the mercantile profession. 

any such con command the money to begin business with fair 
stocks of gods purchased largely on credit, and with a fair 
standing th y can enlarge their business till suddenly it col- 
lapses, and an investigation discloses a wide disparity between 
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the liabilities and the assets,and thefurther fact that tho, 
has in the meantime acquired and paid for a valuable },.. 

stead and other exempt property protected by State law. ." 
the measure under consideration. The debtor may acquire and 
empt property to any amount and up to the very day befor. 

filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and he can defy his eregis, 
and hold the property to the extent of the exemptions, __ 

This would be deliberately fraudulent, yet the law agp.) 
ample protection to transactions such as I have deserihe; 
have known just such cases in my own experience. Tho stm... 
est influence which now operates to deter men from eneacin, 
such fraudulent transactions is found in the fact that his q° - 
remain against him, and his creditors harass almost the | 
of him for years to come. Pass this bill and you contripyy 
greatly to the promotion of allsuch schemes and devices fo» jp 
frauding creditors. : 

The homestead, which the laws of Texas exempt to every | 
of a family, may be worth $50,000 or more. “hoa 

Mr. CULBERSON. Without limit, practically. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes,as my colleague suggests, without 
The law provides that a man is entitled to a lot or lots i 
or town which shall not be worth at the time they are s 
for a homestead more than $5,000; but he can put a dwe! 

a business house on them worth $100,000 or worth any a 

A homestead in the country consists of 200 acres of land \ 

the mills, gins, factories, and everything pertaining to such, 
property. All that is exempt from forced sale in Texas, ang 
when people deal with our people they deal with them with 
full knowledge of these large exemptions, which are perh 
largest that are made by any State inthe Union. ‘he | 

of this bill, instead of imposing restraint on fraudulent t 
tions, will tend to encourage all sortsof profligacy and fraud ang 
peculation. 

The bill provides that ‘if a person within six months 
the filing of a petition against him concealed himself w 
intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 
itors” he is guilty of an act of bankruptcy. It then deti 
word ‘‘conceal” and says that it shall include ‘secrete. 
sify,” ‘* mutilate,” ‘‘ remove,” ‘‘ suppress.” Let us see hi 
reads when analyzed. If any person shall secrete him; 
sify himself, mutilate himself, remove himself, or suppres 
self, he shall be deemed guilty of an act of bankruptcy! 
be assumed that the intention of the act is to make an ict 
bankruptcy for a debtor to conceal himself during the en‘ 
months prior to filing a petitionagainsthim. But the langiag 
of the bill would indicate that he would be guilty of an act of 
bankruptcy if he concealed himself at any time within six 1 
prior to the filing of a petition against him. Noman cy 
what this most remarkable measure does mean. 

Another act of bankruptcy is where a person ‘‘ makes a trans. 
fer of bis property with intent to defeat hiscreditors.” Now, 
would like to ask how it is possible to establish the intent. 
cept by the proof of the transfer, and if the intent is proven by 
the transfer you tie the hands of business men elfectially. 
‘* Transfer ” is defined to mean ‘‘ sale” and every other method 
of parting with property or its possession. How isa mun to 
know when to sell of buy under this law, if it should pass 

Mr. BOATNER. Let me ask the gentleman is not fraudulent 
transfer a ground for an attachment in his State’ 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. In sustaining an attachment is it sufficient 
to prove that the property has been transferred without proving 
the intent? 

Mr. KILGORE. You can not traverse the affidavit for an at- 
tachment in Texas. 

Mr. BOATNER. You can not? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I understand the gentleman to say 
that if a creditor takes out an attachment upon the gro.nd of 
fraudulent transfer of property and swears to the fraudulent in- 
tent, that is conclusive 

Mr. KILGORE. You can not traverse the affidavit but ina 
trial on a plea in reconvention for damages for the wrongful or 
malicious suing out of an attachment you can controvert the 
— in the affidavit. This can be done in the original 
suit. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then I understand very well why the gen 
tleman is not in favor of this bill, because if it be true that 1D 
Texas an affidavit for an attachment can not be controvertes, 
the creditor certainly does not need any additional legal [acti 


ties. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not say the affidavit can not be contro 
verted. The allegations in the affidavitcan be put in issue ina 
plea in reconvention for damages, and the defendant can, in that 
case, controvert the affidavit and show that the ground for at 
tachment did not exist. 
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Mr. BOATNER. I understand now then, that the affidavit 
can be controverted? 

Mr. KILGORE. ’ 
attachment. It can be done only in a trial on a plea in recon- 
vention. 

Mr. BOATNER. But I understand that the debtor may deny 
the allegations and may pray for damages in reconvention’ 

Mr. KILGORE. He may set up that plea, but he must plead 
his case with the same certainty that is required of a plaintiff. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
the affidavit in support of the attachment is at issue? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, sir; if the pleadings of the defendant 
are so framed as to put them in issue. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, in that issue, where the defendant 
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Not as an original proceeding to dissolve the | 


Then in that suit for damages the verity of | 
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to be handled by the State courts under the State law which pro- 
vides for assignments and for the distribution of property under 
such assignments? 

When a man has made an honest assignment for the benefit of 
his creditors, all living, we assume.in his neighborhood, none 
living outside his State, none of them affected by any interst ite 
question of commerce or trade —why not leave the matter to the 





State courts where the assignment can be assiiled if fraudulent? 
Why should Federal authority undertake to assume control of a 
matter of that kind? By an express provision of the Constitu- 
| tion the judicial power of the Federal Government extends to 


controversies between citizens of different States; and while Con- 


| gress has authority under the Constitution to enact a uniform 


swears that he did not do what the affidavit charges him with | 


doing, that is, that he did not make the transfer with fraudulent 
intent, is not the onus of proof upon the plaintiff to show the in- 
tent with which the act was done, and must not the intent be 
ascertained by all the surrounding facts, and the evidence in the 
case? 

Mr. KILGORE. I think that is about the practice in Texas, 
except the burden is on the defendant to make out by competent 
evidence the case he has alleged. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. With the permission of the gen- 
tleman from Texas, I will ask the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. 
BOATNER] a question. Do not you consider that there is a very 
great difference between an attachment proceeding where the 
plaintiff has to give a bond for damages and this method of 
‘‘vanking” the debtor up in this bankruptcy proceeding, and 
making the very same allegations against him without giving 
any bond? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
{Laughter. | 

Mr. BOATNER. There is a difference between the two pro- 
ceedings, the difference being in favor of the bankruptcy pro- 
ceeding. Inthe attachment case the creditor may obtain his 
writ at any time by making affidavit and giving bond; and that 
a. is ex parte. The sheriff immediately executes the 
writ by taking possession of the property. On the other hand, 
in the proceeding proposed by this bill the creditor can only file 
an ordinary suit in conjunction with certain other creditors; 
pending the proceeding the defendant is not deprived of the use 
or possession of his property; he is not interfered with in its use 
or occupancy; and the issue as to whether he has done the acts 
charged against him is one which must be tried by a jury. No 
hurt can come tothe party. If proceedings are instituted malic- 
iously, without proper cause, the person instituting such pro- 
ceedings is liable under the elementary rules of law to damages 
for having done so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do younotthink that this proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy which allows a man to come into court and 
make affidavit, without any bond back of him, that a debtor has 
conveyed away his property fraudulently or is going to do so, is 
liable ultimately to do him just as much damage in a commer- 
cial sense, and so far as his financial standing is concerned, as 
an attachment proceeding against him? 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not—not by any means. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am very glad that this interruption has 
taken place, especially as it does notcome out of my time. Now, 
as I have said heretofore, the bill declaresitanact of bankruptcy 
if the debtor ‘‘ made a transfer of any of his property with intent 
to defeat his creditors.” I say the intention must be proven by 
the act. 

[ suppose the man would have the right to controvert the 
charge upon the trial; yet a man in perfect innocence and ina 
perfectly proper and legitimate transaction may have sold prop- 
erty in the ordinary course of business, may have conveyed 
property to some creditor in perfect good faith, yet this trans- 
action furnishes the foundation for some oversuspicious creditor 
to assail his standing and character as a business man in the 
United States court, which may be held 100 miles from hisdom- 
icile; and then, after a trial by the court or jury, at a heavy ex- 
pense, ee ares: and witness’ fees and traveling ex- 
—— he may be acquitted; but who can repair the damage he 

as suffered? 

Mr. RAY. And there is no provision by which he can have 
the costs awarded him st parties making such a charge. 

Mr. KILGORE. So I understand. There is nothing in this 
bill gry ke persons who institute such a proceeding with the 
costs if the proceeding fails. 

Another act of bankruptcy is when the debtor has ‘‘ made an 
assignment fox the benefit of his creditors.” I suppose it means 
an assignment under the State law. When aman makes an as- 
signmentfor the benefit of all his creditors, why should that be 
regarded as an act of bankruptcy if all the creditors live in the 
State in which he himself resides? Why not leave this matter 
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bankrupt law for the entire Republic, still it seems to me it 
would be bad policy in the exercise of this authority to pass a 
law which would annul the assignment laws of all the States 
which affect parties, debtor and creditors, residing in the same 
State. Another ground of bankruptcy is where a creditor has 

Made, while insolvent, a contract personally or by agents for the purchase 
or sale of a commodity with intent not to receive or deliver the same, but 
merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract and the market 
price thereof at a time subsequent to the making of such contract. 

Now, the Supreme Court of the United States, in a very re- 
cent opinion, have declared that just such contracts are valid 
and binding on the parties, I do not care whut the intention of 
the contracting parties may have been when they entered into 
the contract. If one contracted to buy and the other to sell, and 
the contract is in terms, that can be enforced, though it may 
have been their intention that no property should pass between 
them, and they may publish their purpose on the house tops, 
the contract is valid and can be enforced; and yet this bill says 
if a country merchant or small dealer enters into a valid con- 
tract and buys property with the intention of not deliveriag 
the property, or with the purpose of paying or receiving the 
difference between the price when the contract was made and 
at the date fixed for the delivery of the property, he shall be 
subject to be put in bankruptcy. 

This is one of the many unique features of this bill. Itis a 
partof the same general scheme that runs all through it to build 
up through the United States courts a broad system of paternal- 
ism which is avowedly hostile to that freedom and independence 
which should belong to every self-respecting citizen in the man- 
agement of his own affairs. It provides for a guardianship over 
the retail dealers and other people who buy and sell produce. 
Why, the merchants in my part of the country buy cotton from 
their customers. They contract with the spinner and buyer to 
deliver to him 1,000 bales of cotton, for instance, at some 
date in the future. He may not own a single bale of cotton at 
the time he makes the contract. He may not have intended 
from the first to make the delivery, or if he intended to do so he 
may have changed his mind and determined not to deliver the 
property, or he may not have been able to control the property 
to enable him to comply with his contract. But on his failure to 
perform he is liable te the other party for such damages as he 
may have sustained by the default. They say this is gambling 
and that it ought to be abolished. But nearly all speculative 
trading, all speculation, is more or less gambling in that sense 
of the word. Lf it is gambling Congress can not deal with it. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. At all events it ought not to be abolished 


| in a bankrupt law. 


Mr. KILGORE. No; as the gentleman from Mississippi says, 
it ought not to be abolished in a bankrupt law. 

If they had gone on and provided that a man should be ad- 
judged a bankrupt, if he being insolvent owned horses and car- 
riages, there would have been just as much reason in it; or if 
they had made it an act of bankruptcy for an insolvent to buy more 
than one silk dress for his wife in a year, or madeit an act of 
bankruptcy for a man who is insolvent to kiss his wife more than 
once or twice a month [laughter], or get drunk, or bet on a horse 
race, then there would have been a beautiful harmony in the 
measure. But here is a bill properly named a bankrupt bill, for 
it will bankrupt the eavtetivecel masses if it is ever passed, 
framed by the great wholesale dealers of this country, with their 
lawyers shrewd and adroitand able at their elbows; and yet they 
put that sort of foolishness in a measure and ask Congress to 
ass it. 

; Again, Mr. Chairman, when we pass a measure of this kind 
we bring dire confusion on the business and business relations 
of every person whoengagesintrafficofany kind. It will unsettle 
al! internal business and trade and fill the land with wrong and 
fraud. It will come to pass that no man will trust his neighbor. 
If he buys property and invests in it all the savings of years of 
toil, there is no certainty that he can hold it. His vender may 
bankrupt within the next six months and his property must go 
into the hands of a truste rto be litigated in the United States 
court. The purchaser may have bought in perfect good faith 
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while his vender may have sold with the intent to defeat his 
creditors. The vender may be insolvent in fact, but the world 
can not know it in many cases until the question has been adjudi- 
eated in a bankruptcy proceeding; still, if he is guilty of any act 
of bankruptcy named in the pending billall his trades and trans- 
actions with his neighbors and the country at large which have 
taken place within six months next preceding the filing of a pe- 
tition in bankruptcy are out of joint and liable to be annulled. 

Your dishonest neighbor, if you happen to have one, may in- 
volve you in a trade, a horse trade or a cotton trade; you may 
buy 500 head of cattle or 500 acres of land from him, and within 
six months he voluntarily seeks the protection of the bankrupt 
court. Then your property is in litigation, with a clouded title. 
Or your vender may be perlectly honestand upright, witha well- 
established character for fair dealing, yet any one of his credit- 
ors, a8 we have seen, may force him into bankruptcy within six 
months of your transactions with him, and you must go into an 
expensive and inconvenient court to defend the title to your 
property, honestly acquired, but now clouded and endangered 
by the acts of strangers. 

When you consider that nearly every man in every community 
mingles more or less in the innumerable transactions which at- 
tend the trade and traffic of the people you may have someslight 
eonception of the confusion, confounded a thousand times over, 
which would exist under the proposed bankrupt act. The Re- 
publican measure which passed the Fifty-first Congress contained 
a provision authorizing the litigating of the title to property in 
the State courts in a contest between the vendee of the bankrupt 
and the trustee in bankruptcy. In that regard it was prefera- 
ble to the bill under consideration. If this bill ever becomes 
the law of the iand it will destroy confidence between man and 
man, it will unsettle traffic and paralyze business in all interior 
communities and fill the courts with endless and unseemly liti- 
gation. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. If it will not interrupt the gentle- 
man I would like to ask him one question just there. 

Mr. KILGORE. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What proportion of the business 
men of all the southwest country in your judgment could be 
mp into involuntary bankruptcy under this 3500 credit pro- 
vision? 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, sir, I suppose all of them—— 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Certainly, nine-tenths of them. 

Mr. KILGORE. Fully nine-tenths of them. There is nota 
day in the experience of most of the small dealers in this coun- 
try when they can not be forced into bankruptcy under this bill, 
and all their transactions with their neighbors vacated which 
may have taken place within the preceding six months. Can 
you afford to enact such legislation? And it may apply to other 
men besides merchants. It reaches all who traffic. 

Mr. RAY, I want to call the attention of the gentlemanfrom 
Texas and thecommittee to the fact that the bill as itnow stands 
says that it shall be an act of bankruptcy for a debtor to trans- 
fer any of his property for the purpose of giving a preference. 
And the bill further gives such exemption, so that under the bill 
as it now stands, if a debtor should transfer any of his yroperty. for 
the purpose of satisfying a debt which is preferred under the 
law of the State where he resides, he would be guilty of an act 
of bankruptcy, for which he would be thrown into bankruptcy 
at any time six months thereafter. : 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that to be the rule, and that, I 
say, is the theory upon which the business of the country would 
be unsettled. oO man would be willing to trust his neighbor. 
No man would be willing to sell goods and take notes, for he 
would not know when he would be forced into the Federal court 
to litigate the question of his title, or the question of the col- 
lection of his debts. 

Mr. RAY. At least the point I wish to make is this, that 
under this bill, if enacted, a man should be permitted at any 
time to pay the debts that are preferred by the laws of the State 
in which he lives. 

Mr. KILGORE, Now they undertake to catch votes by saying 
that all persons who owe debts, except corporations, may volun- 
tarily take the benefit of this act, and everybody else except 
national banks and epprenrnate See would include lawyers— 
and people whose chief business is that of farming can be forced 
into bnniceunher. This bill does not provide for a uniform sys- 
tem of bankruptey. Why not apply it to all alike? They could 
not afford to do it. 

They in the majority report, made by the gentleman from 
Alabama |Mr.Oarss], that the farmers do not for a coercive 

vision in this bill for themselves. Well, who has ever heard 
hat the merchant in the towns and villages, retail dealer, wanted 
it? Who has ever heard that anybody else wanted it except the 
gu wholesale dealers, the merchant princes of the big cities? 
we are proceeding on that theory, (han, sie, we must strike 
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out all of it that relates to any one exeept the wholesale 4. 
They alone have asked for this measure. 

The purpose of this law is to blackmail, to break do 
ruin the debtor who does not do exactly as the creditor y, 
him to do, and all its harsh provisions will be interpreted 
strongly against him by his big creditors; and after th 
stripped him of all his property and wasted it in expensiy. 
gation in the United States court, then they will begin 
sider the propriety of putting him in the penitentiary a 
of years for santhing he has done or omitted in the « 
the proceedings. 

he pending bill makes radical changes in the rules 
criminal law as they have been understood and enforced in 
mon-law countries. In our country an evil or criminal in} 
an essential element in all felonious crimes. This inte: 
not only exist, but it must be alleged and proven like any 
material fact. The bankrupt can be punished by two year: 
prisonment in the penitentiary if he does or omits to do any 
the half dozen things mentioned in the following extract { 
the pending bill: 
(6) made a substantially false valuation, as a bankrupt, of any of t 
erty of his estate in his schedule of property, or omitted therefrom « 
the property of his estate, or from the list of his creditors any per: 
whom he is indebted in a substantial amount, or included therein any 
son to whom he isnot indebted, or included thereina creditor for an 
substantially more than the true indebtedness; (7) obtained on credit 
property with intent to use the same to prefer a creditor or increase his | 
erty in contemplation of bankruptcy. 

Now, if this measure should go on the statute books a deb! 
who has been unfortunate enough to have to make a pilgrimag 
through the rough and devious ways of a bankrupt court can | 
prosecuted and convicted and sent to prison for a term of ty 
years, and yet the indictment need not charge him with + 
commission of any crime or the intention to commit a crime 
he should make a mistake in the valuation of his property, o 
by mistake he should omit any of his property from his sched 
or the name of any creditor to whom he may be indebted in : 
substantial amount, or include therein a creditor for an amo 
substantially more than the true indebtedness he can be con- 
victed of a felony. This, Mr. Chairman, is the complete and 
perfect measure which is so zealously commended to the Hou: 
and the country by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES 
who argues that it ought to pass without any material change in 
its provisions. 

Now, there is one other proposition in this bill which I desir. 
to call to the attention of this House. Iam not going to consume 
much more time. Itisupon the subject of liens. They say here 

A lien created by or obtained in or pursuance to any suit or proceeding 
law or in equity including an attachment upon mases peoetne ora judgmen 
by confession, which was begun against the person within four months ) 


fore the ane of the petition in bankruptcy by or against such person sla 
be dissolved by the udication of such person to be a bankrupt. 


a * * * * * ye 
lf any such lien shall have been realized upon, the amount shall be paid 


the trustee by the officer or beneficiary, less the amount of the taxable « 
which may have been incurred in good faith. 


Now, sir, if a man has a transaction with a.debtor who withi 
four months goes into bankruptcy and buys apiece of property 
from him, and pays for it or advances money and takes a licn 
upon it, and the debtis paid by the transfer of the property, 

e entire ——e could be oO void and the party would 
lose his property or have to pay for it again. 

Now, aiiet all this trouble is over; after the debtor has gott: 
through a court in bankruptcy; after he is broken up and his 
property wasted and all his transactions had within the si» 
months next preceding the filing of the petition have been 
avoided, and after he has missed the penitentiary by the skino 
his teeth and has commenced business again, this bill provides 
that at any time within two years after he has been discharge: 
and started in business again, he can be put back into bankrup'c) 
on the application of a single individual, a stranger to the pro- 
ceedings and without any interest in the estate of the debtor. 

Mr. ATNER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr, KILGORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOATNER. You stated just now that there was a pro 
vision in this bill that repealed the criminal laws of the coun'r) 
and authorized the conviction andsentenceof a man to the pen 
tentiary for having made a mistake—— 

Mr. KILGORE. If I have made "7 erroneous statemen' | 
would be very glad to be corrected. i stated just now that 1 
prosecutions provided for by this bill the rule of the crimin«: 
law had been changed as to the essential elements of crime. _ 

Mr. BOATNER. As to his assets, his estate, or the price o! 


the . Will the gentleman be kind enough to point ou! 
the tents which he refers? 


Mr. KILGORE. It is that portion of the bill which I read 
and commented. on just a while ago. 
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Mr. BOATNER. I do not find anything of that kind in the 


by ® OATES. The gentleman has said that some creditor may 

ake an affidavit that the discharge was fraudulently obtained. 
fi the allegation of that affidavit should not be proved the dis- 
charge would not be set aside; and if the discharge were fraudu- 
lently obtained, ought it not to be set aside? 

Mr. KILGORE. If I do not misunderstand the remark of the 
gentleman from Alabama, I certainly agree with him. As I was 
ga;ing, this bill provides that any time within two years after a 
bankrupt has been discharged he may be thrown in the bank- 
rupt courts again on the application of a stranger to the original | 
proceedings charging that the discharge was obtained by fraud 
yr perjury. 
he. BOATNER. What will the gentleman do with the rule 
of law that requires that any suitor in a given case must allege 
an interest in order to have a standing in court? 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the general rule, but the framers of 
this measure do not seem to have had much regard for general 
rules and general principles. ; 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman understand that this | 
bill proposes to repeal all laws and all rules except those incor- 
porated in it? 

Mr. KILGORE. 
pose to do. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. It is a new code. 

Mr. KILGORE. It does prescribe a new code. 
read what it says on the subject: 

Sno. 14. Discharges, when revoked.—The court may, upon the application 
of parties in interest who have not been guilty of undue laches, filed at any 
time within two years after a discharge shall have been granted, revoke it 
upon a trial if it shall be made to appear that fraud was practiced or that 
perjury was committed by the bankrupt or any person in his behalf in its 
precurement, and that the knowledge thereof has come to the petitioners 
since the granting of the discharge. 

Mr. BOATNER. It must be a party in interest. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is true; {canes the correction. 

Now, sir, a man can make the application if he was a party to 
the original proceedings—a party in interest—any time within 
two years after the debtor’s discharge, send him back into court 
on an application alleging that he obtained his discharge by his 
own fraud or perjury or he pennery of some one in his behalf. 
Thus, after a debtor has been discharged and commenced business 
again,incurred debts, entered intoeontracts, boughtandsold prop- 
erty, and prospered, perhaps, for twenty-three monthsand twenty- 
nine days, he can, on the application of a creditor, becarried into 
the United States court to try the question of fraud or perjury. 
His property acquired in the mean time may, by order of the 
court, be put in the hands of a trustee pending the trial. If it 
should happen that the charges were not proven and he were 
again set free, in nine cases out of ten his business would be 
ruined and his credit gone. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will ask the gentleman whether, under 
the laws of Texas, any judgment of any court may not be annulled 
within the period fixed by the State law upon similar grounds, 
upon allegations that it was obtained by fraud and perjury? 

Mr. KILGORE. I suppose a bill of review would lie in a trial 
court, or a writ of error to an appellate court, any time within 
two years. That, I believe, is the rule in Texas. 

Mr. BOATNER. If a discharge in bankruptey has been ob- 
tained by fraud or perjury and the facts can be established, can 
en conceive of any reason why it should not be set 
aside? 

Mr. KILGORE. No, sir; [agree with you that adischarge ob- 
tained by the fraud of the bankrupt ought to be revoked. 

Mr. BOATNER. Then why does the gentleman attack that 
provision of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. Laitack it on this ground, that under this 
bill a discharged bankrupt can be ruined by this proceeding 
whether he be geilty of the charge or not. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman consider that a mere 
suit making these allegations would break a man up unless the 
allegations were substantially true? Does he find any provision 
in this bill which authorizes the court to take away the man’s 
proverty or to interfere with it in any way pending that suit? 

ow can the pendency of a suit of that kind injure the man? 

Mr. KILGORE. ell, sir, you charge a man with fraud and 
he lives 200 miles away from the Federal court, and if any of the 
witnesses who have testified in his behalf in the bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings which took place nearly two years before are found to 
have sworn falsely, then his whole estate goes back into bank- 
ruptcy. You charge him with the wrongful acts of his witnesses 
over whom he may have had no control. 

Mr. BOATNER. Is not every suitor responsible for the testi- 
mony of the witnesses that he puts upon the stand and upon 
whose er he relies for a judgment? 

Mr. KILGORE, I do not fully assent to that proposition. 


‘ ; . | 
No, sir; Iam just stating what it does pro- 


[ will just 





The debtor might go to the penitentiary because somebody in 
his behalf swore falsely. 
Mr. BOATNER. Can the bankrupt be put into the penitent 


ary under that provision of this bill” 

Mr. KILGORE. He certainly can, as we have seen, without 
being guilty of any crime,and can be dragged into the 
United States court, and his property can be turned over to an 
assignee in bankruptcy, on the application of some partyin in 


back 


| terest stating that some witness swore faisely in his 


‘ ith ++ 


Mr. BOATNER. But you do not confound that wi 
him into the penitentiary, do you? 

Mr. KILGORE. It puts him on trial for fraud: e1 I 
if found guilty in that proceeding, in which the rules of ev 
dence are liberally construed against him, he would certainly 
liable to a criminal prosecution under the provisions of this bi 
Itcan impound his property pending the proceedings if the court 
thinks it necessary for its protection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Idefy the gentleman to show a section of 
this bill that will interfere either with the bankrupt or with his 
goods until after the court has decreed that the discharge was 
obtained by fraud or perjury. 

Mr. BAILEY. You can allege that he is about to dispose of 
the goods, and pending the disposition of that question— 

Mr. BOATNER. That is not whatwe are talking about now. 
We are talking about the discharge, and I challenge either one 
of the gentlemen from Texas, or all of the gentlemen from Texas, 
to show a section of this bill which authorizes the discharged 
bankrupt to be interfered with either in his person or his prop- 
erty pending a suit to set aside his discharge. 

Mr. RAY. I wish to ask the gentieman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER] a question at this point because he has made a state- 
ment Ido not agree with. is there any State in the Union 
where a judgment of a competent court may be opened or set 
aside because some witness upon the trial has committed per- 

jury? 

Mr. BOATNER. I think that certainly it can be in every 
State in the Union, if the testimony of the perjured witness was 
pertinent and material to the issue before the court. Lf it was 
the testimony upon which the judgment was rendered I[ appre- 
hend that, under the general rule of law in all the States the 
judgment would be set aside. 

Mr. RAY. Oh,ao. Itisexpressly decided differently in New 
York and in very many of the Statesin this Union. I bad occa- 
sion once to brief that question thoroughly, and I know that in 


a majority of the States of the Unionit has been expressly held 
the other way. 

Mr. BOATNER. I think the gentleman is mistaken about 
that. The statement which I make, and whichI believe will be 


supported by the authorities, is that wherever a judgment is ob- 
tained by fraud or perjury, that judgment will be set aside. Of 
course if the testimony was immaterial to the issues in the case, 
then the judgment will not be disturbed; that is, if there is other 
testimony to sustain it. But if the perjured testimony was so 
material that the judgment would have been otherwise but for 
its. introduction, I think the gentleman will admit that the judg 
ment will be set aside. 

Mr. RAY. I never heard of such a thing. The gentleman 
will see that it would be always possible upon that theory to open 
and retry any cause on the alleaenion that some witness on son 
previous trial hadcommitted perjury, so that nolitigation would 
ever be settled. I donot think the gentleman can sustain hi 
position by the law of any State in the Union. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not remember, Mr. Chairman, what th 
rule is in Texas on the particular question raised by the gentle 
man from New York; but the reason of the rule as he gives it 
would, it seems to me, settle the question in the manner he has 
suggested. Itis the purpose of the law and the purpose of the 
courts that litigation should conclude, and speedily, too 

Mr. BLAIR. Upon that point the gentleman from Texas will 
allow me to say I remember a case some years ago in my St 
a divorce case, in which I was attorney. [ endeavored to hav: 
the decree of divorce set aside upon the ground that 
had evidently obtained his decree by perjury—by his own per 
jury—not the mere perjury of a witness; but I lost the case 

Mr. KILGORE. Did that case go to the supreme court? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes. It was decided in the s preme court of 
| my own State. 

A MEMBER. 
perjury. 

Mr. KILGORE. I am very much obliged to the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Barr] for this illustration. 

Mr. BLAIR. The general understand to 


the part. 
the parvy 


Perhaps the trouble was you did not prove the 


rule, | be, is as 
claimed by the gentieman from New York: but in that case 
where | undertook to have the decree set aside on the ground of 
the faise swearing of the party himself in whose favor the de- 
cree had been made, the proceeding failed. 
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Mr. STOCKDALE,. With the permission of the genttenan | 


from Texas I would like to have another point cleared up. 


Mr. KILGORE. Very well; Iam in the business of clearing | 


up points just now. [Laughter.] 


Mr. STOCKDALE. Suppose a case such as that suggested by | 


the gentleman from Louisiana, where a judgment is set aside 


because of the false swearing of a witness. Did you ever know | 
any case of that sort in which the judgment creditor was put in | 


the penitentiary because the witness swore falsely? 

Mr. KILGORE. It would not be much more unreasonable to 
retry a man for a crime because he had been acquitted by the 
perjury of some of his witnesses. 

Mr. OATES. That does not answer the question propounded 
by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. STOCKDALE], which was 
whether the gentleman from Texas had ever known of « man be- 
ing put in the penitentiary for the act of another man, with 
which he was not connected? 

Mr. KILGORE. I never have. 

Mr. OATES. And I donot think anybody else has ever known 
such @ case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. That was not exactly the question I put. 

Mr. OATES. And I do not think anybody else ever heard of 
such a case. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. But that is substantially what this bill 
prego in reference to a bankrupt. 

Mr. KILGORE. This bill proposes to convict a man of bank- 
ruptey because some witness perjured himself in his behalf in 
the original proceeding. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. ‘That is exactly what the bill provides. 

Mr. OATES. Oh, no. 

Mr. KILGORE. If the gentleman from Alabama had paid at- 
tention to the reading of the fourteenth section of the bill in 
— of my remarks he would not make such a positive de- 
nial. 

Mr. BAILEY. Willit disturb my colleague [Mr. KILGORE] 
if I make asingle remark? 

Mr. KILGORE. It will not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want to say, in reply to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] and his suggestion, that under this 
proceeding to review and revoke a discharge in bankruptcy, the 
property of the bankrupt, pending the revocation of the dis- 
charge, could be as much taken possession of as it could under 
the original proceeding. AndIventure to say that if this bill 
should ome a law, and if after the discharge of a bankrupt an 
effort should be made to revoke his discharge, the court would 
hold that under this provision, on a motion to revoke the dis- 
charge and set aside the judgment, the property of the defend- 
ant can be subjected to precisely the same process as in the 
original P ing. 

Mr. OATES. If the discharge had been obtained on the testi- 
mony of a witness who committed perjury in giving that testi- 
mony. 

My. BAILEY. You concede that? 

Mr. OATES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Louisiana denied that. 

Mr. OATES. But do you say that any man ought to have a 
discharge by reason of perjury committed by another? 

Mr. BOATNER. It seems tome gentlemen do not understand 
the position of this question. 

Mr. BAILEY. I-thank the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OaTEs] for agreeing with me, use whether he is right or 
wrong the only question between the gentleman from Louisiana 
and myself was whether my correction or interpolation in the 
remarks of the gentleman from Texas was right. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman from Texas is talking against 
time, and I will ask him to yield to me a moment. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, I do not want to weary the House, 
but I will yield. 

Mr. BOATNER. Section 14 of this act provides how dis- 
charges may be revoked at any time within two years, when— 

It shall be made to appear that fraud was practiced or that perjury was 
committed by the bankrupt or any person in his behalf in its procurement, 
and that the knowledge thereof has come to the petitioners since the grant- 
ing of the discharge. 

Now, I challenge the production of any provision of this law 
which either expressly or inferentially autborizes the issuance 
of any process pending the motion to revoke the discharge, 
which would interfere with, or deprive the discharged bank- 
rupt of the ssion and use of his property. If there is sach 
a provision [ should be very much obliged to the gentleman to 
point it out. 

: Mr. BAILEY. But the author of the bill concedes that there 


8. 
Mr. OATES. Oh, no; that was not the proposition I as- 
sented to, 
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Mr. KILGORE. I will just furnish the information. Noy 
| section 17 provides that the court may appoint receivers or m4. 
shals upon applications of parties in interest, to take charge of 
the eee of bankrupts after the filing of the petition ang 
until it is dismissed or the trustee is qualified. Besides. \. 
| Chairman, if there were no such provision in the bill the equ; 
in the plenitude of its equity powers would have general autho 

to impound the property of a bankrupt pending the proceeding 
on the motion to revoke its discharge, if its safety demand 
| Mr. BOATNER. But this is not the beginning of the | 
| ruptey. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, yes; it is the beginning of another eh». 
ter in the same proceeding. It is a proceeding to put him ay 
his estate right back into court. 

Mr. OATES. This is after the discharge has been granted 
and on the ground that the property had not been surrende), 
or that there had been fraud or perjury committed in connectio 
with it. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, here is another clause to which | wis} 
to call your attention, on page 60: 

Whenever a composition shall be set aside or a discharge revoked, the 
trustee shall, yy his appointment and qualification, be vested as herej 
provided with the title to all of the property of the bankrupt, as of the dat 


of the filing of the application for the setting aside of the composition o1 
revoking of the discharge. 


Mr. BOATNER. What section are you reading? 

Mr. KILGORE. Clause c on page 60. Now here is a propo- 
sition to put the man back into bankruptcy, and put all the prop- 
erty into the hands of the assignee, and the moment it is filed 
in the court, the court has authority under its general equity 

wers, without reference to this act, although it provides that 
it shall be done, to appoint a receiver and place him in posses- 
sion of the property. 

Mr. OATES. That refers to the property remaining after the 
administration of the assets. 

Mr. KILGORE. It refers to the property acquired after his 
discharge as well. It says so. 

Mr. BAILEY. His subsequent earnings. 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes, his property acquired inside of the 
twenty-four months. He is supposed to have no property but 
the earnings from his business after his first discharge. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have consumed more than my share of 
the time of this House in a desultory discussion of the provi 
sions of the pending bill, and, having been treated with great 
kindness and much ‘indulgence to-day, I will no longer make an 
assault on the patience of the members present. I have felt i! 
to be my duty to the class of people I represent to condenin this 
bill in strong and explicit terms. The class I represent consii- 
tute more than three-fourths of the population of this Republic. 
Their interests are identical, their wants and necessities are the 
same; they are the strength and support of this Government in 
war and in peace. If the pending measure should mature into 
a statute it would be immeasurably hurtful to them, and in their 
name I enter my earnest protest against the passage of this most 
pernicious, harmful, and outrageous measure. [Applause.| 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. ft. 139) 
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fo! lows: 

To Mr. BARNES, for two weeks, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Hicks, for ten days, on account of important business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. OaTES (at4o0’clock and 55 minutes 

. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, October 
BS, 1893, at 12 o’clock noon. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. SOMERS, from the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, reported the bill (H. R. 683) for the ve- 
lief of the heirs of Martha A. Dealy, deceased (Report No. |13): 
which was ordered to be printed and referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the, Committee on the Public 

Lands was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. RK. 

4195) for the relief of C. J. Baronett, of Gardiner, Mont., and 
the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | 


lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: A bill (H. R. 4245) to amend an act per- 
taining to the United States courts in the State of Mississippi— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 4246) toenable each State 
and Territory, according to population, to select its quota of the 
employés required in the deparmental classified service of the 
United States at the seat of government—to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BLAIR: A bill (H. R. 4247) to amend an act entitled 
‘¢ An act to incorporate the Washington and Arlington Railway 
Company of the District of Columbia”—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4248) toamend section 3709 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to contracts for supplies in the 
Departmentsat Washington—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 4249) for the relief of super- 
visors of the Tenth Census—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4250) to be entitled an act 


to provide for the retirement of national-bank bills and the sub- | 
stitution of United States notes in lieu thereof—to the Commit- | 


tee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4251) to prevent annulling or 
suspension of pensions except for fraud or perjury—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4261) to amend an 
act to punish false swearing before trial boards of the Metro- 


politan police force and fire department of the District of Co- | 


‘ 


lumbia, and for other purposes—to the C 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 4262) relative to recognizances, 
stipulations, bonds, and undertakings, and to allow certain cor- 
porations to be accepted as surety thereon —to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4263) to authorize the Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court to appoint a librarian for the law library, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4264) to provide for the free de- 
livery and collection of mails in rural or farming communities— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. COOMBS: A resolution requesting the Committee 
on Ways and Me ins to report « tariff bill upon a basis therein 
named—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

VBy Mr. McRAE: A resolution asking for the naming of a day 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 119) to protect public 
forest reservations—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A resolution to authorize the Committee 
ov Banking and Currency to sit during vacation—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 


ommittee on the Dis- 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELTZHOOVER (by request): A bill (H. R. 4252) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of Henry W. Archer, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 4253) to pension Edwin 
Morgan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 4254) for the relief of John W. 
Gummo—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H.R. 4255) to amend the military 
eee of John H. Lamson—to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, ad- 
ministrator—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 4257) for the relief of Sarah 
J. Ireland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4258) to restore Lieut. 
Samuel Howard to his proper rank—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary affairs. 

y Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 4259) for the re- 
lief of Samuel Swope—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4260) for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Henry W. Archer, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BOATNER: A bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of Mrs. 
Eliza E. Hebert—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 4266) for the relief of 
Cassius G, Foster—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FUNSYON: A bill (H. R. 4267) for the relief of David 
C. Allen—to the Committee on War Claims, 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause | of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows 

By Mr. CANNON of California: 

Angeles, Cal., protesting against the extension of time for the 


pare 


> } ‘ . 
Petition of the people oO Los 


registration of Chinese under the Geary law—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Resolution of the Legislature of Massa- 
chusetts concerning the extermination of the Gypsy moth —to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 69 citizens of! sco 
County, Oregon, asking for the passage of an act to forfeit cer 
tain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the 


construction of railroads, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAINES: Petition of the workmen of the Harde 
Knitting Company of the city of Hudson, N. Y., prot 
against any changesin the present tariff law—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of citizens of Roaring o 
Blair County, Pa., praying for the appointment of a commis 


Sting 
Ling 


Springs, 


sion to investigate the evils of immigration—to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the Fruitvale Sanitary 
| Districts, Nos. 1 and 2, favoring immediate completion of Tidal 
Canal in Oakland Harbor, Cal.—to the Committse on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
By Mr. REYBURN: Petition of workingmen and mechanies, 
residents of Philadelphia, asking Congress to refrain fr mod- 


} 
i 


| [Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 


| 





ification of the tariff laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, October 26, 1893. 
17, 1893.? 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the re- 
cess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate res 
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, being 
House bill No. 1, which will be read by title. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repexl a part of an act 
approved July 14, 1890, entitled: ‘‘Anactdirecting ithe purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask unanimous consent, out of order, to 
present several petitions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
there be no objection. 


imes its session. 


r 


The 


petitions will be received, if 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented a petition of Mount Olive Alli- 
ance, No. 546, of Jackson County, W. Va., praying for the free 
coinage of silver and the increase of the circulating medium to 
$50 per capita, by increasing the issue of United States notes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Common Council of Charles- 
ton, W. Va., praying for the repeal of the so-called Sherman 
silver law, the repeal tocarry with it a provision for the free coin- 
age of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Farmers’ Alliance and Indus- 
trial Union, No. 125, of Summers County, W. Va., praying for 
the repeal of the so-called Sherman silver law, conditional upon 
the free coinage of silver: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I present « memorial of the real-estate 
board of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of De 
troit, Mich., representing all branches of trade aud manufacture 
without regard to party affiliations, remonstrating against the 
policy of obstruction recently resorted to in the Senate 
triotic and ruinous to the business of the country, and praying 
that the matter be brought to « vote without further delay. I 
move that the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT pres nted a petition of the Deer 
Creek Farmers’ Club, of Harford County. Md., praying for the 
unconditional repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so- 
called Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presentea a petition of sundry business men and mem- 
bers of the Board of Trade, of Detroit, Mich., praying for the 
immediate repeal of the silver-purchasing cliuse of the so-called 
Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Mankato, 
Minn., praying for the immediate pissage of the pending repeal 
bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


as unpa- 
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Mr. SMITH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Newark, N.J., praying for the prompt repeal of the silver-pur- 
chasing clause of the so-called Sherman law; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sharp’s 
Cross Roads, Ark., and of the Independence County Farmers’ 
Alliance Encampment of Arkansas, praying for the free coinage 
of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that there isno quorum of the Sen- 
ate present. Let the roll be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Faulkner, McPherson, Shoup, 
Bate, Gallinger, Manderson, Smith, 
Berry, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Butler, Hale, Pasco, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Harris, Peffer, Teller, 
Daniel, Higgins, Perkins, Turpie, 
Davis, Hoar, Platt, Vilas, 
Dixon, aa Roach, Voorhees, 
Dolph, McMillan, Sherman, Walthall. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thirty-six Senators haveanswered 
to their names. There is no quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

After a little delay, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. BLACKBURN, Mr. CUL- 
LOM, Mr. HinL, Mr. RYE, Mr. RANSOM, Mr. COKE, Mr. MURPHY, 
Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, and Mr. WOLCOTT entered the Cham- 
ber and answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-six Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present, 

Mr. RANSOM. I ask that the Senators composing the Com- 
mittee on Commerce be excused from attendance, as they are 
engaged upon important business before the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the request of 
the Senator from North Carolina? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to transact 
some morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Northwest Ne- 
braska Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
of Alliance, Nebr., composed of 20 ministers, and representing 
1,830 church members, praying for the repeal of the so-called 
Geary Chinese law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Synod of Baltimore, 
Md., including 140 Presbyterian churches, praying for the ap- 
pointment of a commission to inquire into the alcoholic liquor 
traffic; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, 

Mr. HARRIS. I present what purports to bea copy of reso- 
lutions passed by the Memphis Cotton Exchange in August last, 
which only reached me in the last three or four days. It is a 
petition praying for the immediate and unconditional repeal of 
the Sherman act. I move that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Knoxville, Tenn., praying for the passage without 
further delay, of the bill now pending in the Senate for the un- 
conditional repeal of the silver-purchasing clause of the so-called 
Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry business nen and whole- 
sale houses of Nashville, Tenn., praying for the repeal of the sil- 
ver-purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GORMAN, I present a petition of the ministers and eld, 
ers of the Synod of Baltimore of the Presbyterian Church, for- 
warded to me by Rev. Edward H. Robbins, the stated clerk- 
praying for a modification of the Chinese exclusion law, com- 
monly known as the Geary act. This great religious body sug- 

ests to Congress that the law ought to be modified in every 
nterest of the country, and particularly in that of the advance- 
ment of religious teaching, which they have so much at heart. 

I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTON presented the petition of Susan A. Shelby, of 
Washington, D. C., praying that com tion be granted her 
for cotton taken from her homes at Port Gibson, Miss., 
during the late war; which was referred to the Committee on 

ms. 


The Chair will receive it if there 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 475) for the relief of John Little 
and Hobart Williams, of Omaha, Nebr., reported it without 


amendment and submitted a report thereon. 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre 
bill (S. 476) for the relief of John Palmier, Pine Ridge, Sha: 
County, S. Dak., reported it without amendment and submi 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred 
bill (S. 477) extending relief to Indian citizens, and for 
purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
referred the bill (H.R. 9) to transfer the Morris Island |; 
saving station, near Charleston, S.C., to Sullivan Island, 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, from the Committee on Commer 
to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3289) to authorize the N 
York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and 
tain a bridge across the Hudson River, between New Yor) 
and the State of New Jersey, réported it with amendments 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Appropriations 
whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4177) to provide for furth 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of t! 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and 
other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 1129) to amend an act to 
punish false swearing before trial boards of the Metropolitan | 
lice force and fire department of the District of Columbia, an 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, wit 
the accompanying letters of the Commissioners of the Distri: 
of Columbia, referred to the Committee on the District of C 
lumbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1130) for the relief of Mrs. Juli 
Elliott, administratrix; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE (by request) introduced a bill (S.1131) to increas: 
the pension of Mrs. Emma Thurston; which was read twice b 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

INDIAN RIVER CHANNEL IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. QUAY submitted the following resolution; which w: 

considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to communicate tot 
Senate from information in his possession or which he may acquire, the co 
of dredging a channel from the channel of the Indian River of Florida 
eter the Negro Cut to the bar at the Indian River inlet, of the depth of 
eet. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 4242) directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
make certain investigations concerning consolidations of lan 
districts in California, and for other purposes, was read twi 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill (H.R. 2650) providing for the publie printing and 
binding and the distribution of public documents was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Printing, and that it be printed in form so that 
the bill will show in the usual type in which bills are printed 
the bill as it was reported to the House of Representatives and 
in italics the amendments that were placed on the bill by th 
House. It will very greatly help the consideration of the bill 
by the committee of the Senate if it shall be printed in that 
form. I ask unanimous consent that it be so printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to th 
Committee on Printing. Is there objection to printing it in th 
form indicated? -The Chair hears none, and it will be soo 
dered. 

PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consid: 
ation of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approv: 
July 14, 1890, entitled ‘An act directing the purchase of silv: 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for oth 
purposes,” the pending question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Perrer to the substitute reported by the Com 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when I addressed the Senat 
last I stated that I desired to submit some remarks upon the ap 
preciation of gold or the fall in prices of commodities. [ had laid 
down some general propositions of monetary law that I desire to 
repeat in substance. 

irst, that the supply and demand of money determine it 

value, and that the amount of money in circulation determines 
the price of commodities. If a country has more money than 
the normal demand for it, prices rise, or, in other words, the 
money depreciates, and if a country has not enough money to 
meet the demand, prices fall or money appreciates. Thus we 
have the means of determining whether a country has money 
enough or not. 


1893. 


_— 


[ think it must be admitted that the entire world is suffering 
from the financial depression that be yan in 1873 and which, with 
slight variations, has continued ever since. It seems to me it is 
very pertinent to the matter under consideration to determine 
what is the cause of the general financial depression throughout 
the world, extending through a period unknown in the history 
of any other financial disturbance. 

Villiam Jacobs declared in 1830 that a general financial con- 
dition of the world must be produced by a general cause. It 
seems to me that is a proposition so plain that it is not worth 
while to spend much time in discussing it. I think it may be 


assumed that if all the world is practically in the same condition | 


there is some general cause operating upon the finances of the 
world to bring about that condition. 

[desire to call the attention of the Senate to some of the state- 
ments made before the Brussels conference as to the general 
financial condition of the world and the cause which has led to 
that condition. I find on page 127 of that report, in the speech 
of Sir William Houldsworth, a delegate of Great Britain, the 
following: 

1. That the depression dated from the year 1873 or thereabouts 

2 That it extended to nearly every branch of industry, including agri- 
culture, manufuactures, and mining, and that it was not confined to Eng- 
land, but had been experienced to a greater or less degree in all the indus 
trial countries of the world. 

8. That it appeared to be closely connected with the ‘serious fall in gen 
eral prices, Which even then was most observable, though it has since been 
more strongly marked, resulting in the diminution—in some cases even the 
total loss—-of profit, and consequent irregularity of employment to the wage- 
earners. 

4. That the duration of the Gepression has been most unusual and ab- 
normal, 

5. That no adequate cause for this state of things was discoverable, unless 
it could be found in some general dislocation of values caused by currency 
changes, and which would be capable of affectingan area equal to that which 
the depression of trade covered. 


[ find on page 139 of the proceedings of the Internatioaal Mon- 
etary Conference the speech and statement by Sir Guilford L. 
Molesworth, also a delegate of British India, with reference to 
the depression. He states: 


1. That the depression which has occurred as a necessary consequence of 

© suspension of free coinage of silver in France was predicted, and the pre- 

iction has been fulfilled to the letter. 

2. That since 1871 the population demanding gold has quadrupled, and the 
foreign trade demanding gold has trebled. 

8. That the demonetization of silver for international monetary purposes 
in Europe has caused gold to perform, single-handed, the work previously 
done by gold and silver combined. 

4. That the annual supply of gold scarcely exceeds the amount required for 
imdustrial purposes. 

It follows, as art 
creased demand for gold it 
must fall. 

The judicial blindness must be great which, ignoring this strong evidence 
of facts, seeks an explanation in irreconcilable theories. 


consequences of these facts, that with the in- 
S value must rise, or, in other words, gold prices 


The same speaker, on page 143 of the report, in speaking of | 


the depression, and the use of gold, and the newdemand for gold, 
etc., says: 


In 1883 Mr. Williamson, M. P., called attention to the alarming manner in | 


which the reservesof the Bank of England had diminished from our inability 
to maintain them, caused by the competition of foreign nations for gold 

During the ten years ending 1889, the proportion of cash to liabilities had 
fallen about 20 per cent. In the year 1881 the bank reserves were £41,000,000; 
in 1801 they had fallen to £24,000,000. 

During the seven years, 1883-1890, the Bank of France only changed its rate 
of discount seven times, whilst the Bank of England changed its sixty-two 
times, the variations in 'rance only amounting to2 per cent, whilst those 
in England amounted to 4per cent. Mr. Goschen, in the House of Commons, 
said: 

“T feel a kind of shame on the occasion of two or three millions of gold be- 


ing taken from this country to Brazil or any other country, it should im- | 
mediately have the effect of causing a monetary alarm throughout the coun- | 


= 
Then the same speaker continues: 


Then came the Baring failure, and our weakness was shown by having to 
call France to our aid. The currency of France has weathered without dif- 
ficulty storms to which the Baring failure was mere child's play; for exam- 
ple, the Franco-Prussian war, the communisticstruggle, the war indemnity, 
the failures of the Panama Canal, of the metal ring, and of the comptoir d’es- 
compte. 

In contrast to this, I may quote from the speech of Mr. Goschen at Leeds 
his opinion on the gravity of the situation at the time of the Baring failure. 
On that occasion he said: 

‘You risked the supremacy of English credit—the transfer of the business 
of this country to other European countries. I can not exaggerate the im- 
mediate danger to which the country was exposed. You escaped from a 
catastrophe which would have affected every town, every industry; to use a 
common phrase, you have escaped by the skin of your teeth.”’ 

Mr. Giffen has stated that in almost every year since 1873 there has been 
& stringency of greater or less severity, directly traceable to or aggravated 
7 extraordinary demands for gold, and the difficulties of supplying 

m. 


And, finally, we have the declaration of Mr. de Rothschild, which threat- 
ens us With a monetary panic: “The far-spreading effects of which it would 
be impossible to feretell.”’ 

Fortunately England, although her eceney was nominally monometal- 
lic, cally oyed the benefits of bimetallism until 1873, except when 
She had to aly eal on gold for replenishing her bank reserves, or when she 
had to make large remittances of silver to India; and then she had to pay 
for her folly in the shape of an agio for the privilege of choice of the par- 
feular metal she might happen to require urgently. If she could have 
= fied her requirements by either metal, she would not have been 


expense. But so long as Europe, as a whole, remained pract 


ut to 
ly bi- 
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was kept tolerably straight the 


metallic. England, in all her vagar 


ies 


























double standard of Prance, which preserved the ratio of go in 
throughout the world, until the link was broken in 1873 

[ repeat, “it is gold that is si not silver und wniless this fact be 
nized by the members of this conference it will be impossible to apply the 
proper remedy to the crisis which menaces us 

The same speaker, Sir Guilford L. Molesworth, says in the 
beginning of his speech: 

GENTLEMEN: Our predecessors in the Paris monetary confer f 1878 
and 1881 were almost unanimous in the opini t t 
itated. They only disagreed on the method of reha “ 
of « 1ion that matters would rig! ! h 
that the remedy could only come by reéstabli g th ct ! 
between gold and silver prior to 1873. 

The opinion of the latter was undoubtedly correct M 
from bad to worse, and now we are confronted by the fact tl Mr 
child, the most renowned financier of the world, tells us that thi 
ence were to break up without arriving at any definite result the 
be a depreciation in the value of silver out of which a monetary pa 

| ensue, the far-spreading effects of which it would be frightful t 
plate : . . 

Now, this state of things was clearly predicted by E\‘nest Seyd 
when the severance of the link between gold and silver was fir 
plated. His prediction has been so remarkably fulfilled that I must 
his words 

Mr. HOAR. From what does the Senator quote? 

Mr. TELLER. I quote from Mr. Molesworth’s speec nd 
he quotes from Mr. Seyd. 1 do not believe I have on my table 
the article from Mr. Seyd. Mr. Molesworth quotes him as fi 

| lows: 

It is a great mistake to suppose that the adoption of the go 
other states besides England will be beneficial. It will only 
struction of the monetary equilibrium hitherto existing, and 
the value of silver, from which England's trade and the Indian r valu 
ation will suffer more than all other interests, grievous as the ge ld 
cline of prosperity all over the world will be. The strong d aria n 
existing in England as regards the gold valuation is so blin hat en tl 
time of depression sets in there will be this special feature ,e@ i 

| authorities of the country will refuse to listen to the cause he f 

| owed, every possible attempt will be made to prove that the decline 
merce is due to all sorts of causes and irreconcilable matters; thev 
ind his strikes will be the first convenient target, then speculation an 
trading will have theirturn * * * Many other allegations wil 
totally irrelevant to the real issue, but satisfactory to the 
dency of financial writers. The great danger of the time will that 
all this confusion and strife, Enciand’s supremacy in comm , ! 
factures may go backwards to an extent which can not be redres 
the real cause becomes recognized and the natural remedy is 

[ think that everybody will recognize that the condi vhicl 
was predicted by Mr. Ernest Seyd in 1871 has been reach 
Every excuse is given, every cause is put forth as to 1 , 
financial condition, except the right one; overproducti 
trading, and a variety of excuses are made, when the r 
is plainly in sight. if financiers and statesmen would not shu 
their eyes to it. The same speaker, Mr. Molesworth, proceed 

In fulfillment of this prediction, we find that the difficulties under w! 
we labor have been attributed to all sorts of irreconcilable cause It 
been necessary to invent a theory that progress in manufactures, it 
proved transport, inventions, and banking have caused a species of 
nomic revolution, which has created a new state in the conditions of trade 
and commerce differing from that which previously existed But they 
overlook the fact that the alleged causes have been in active operation dur 








ipared with the pre 






ing the greater portion of the century (and when co 
vious progress, they were far more pronounced during the middle of th 
century than at present). it is obvious, therefore, that such a rey 
it existed, should have arisen atan earlier period, and that it 
developed gradually, instead of setting in suddenly at the exact mer 
when the link was broken between gold and silver. Moreover, this theory 
involves another irreconcilable position. It is absurd to suppose that a re 
olution of this character could have affected gold prices so seriously an 
yetshould have left silver prices unaffected. Silver is the standard of va 
of more than half the world, yet silver prices have remained stab! A 
gold prices have falien from 40 to 50 per cent. 


I have read so much to show the general condition of the world 
[ want to read one other extract from the proceedings of this cor 
ference. I read from page 327, from the speech of Mr. Allard, a 
delegate from Belgium, a political economist known to the whole 
world. I am under the impression that he is a Frenchman, 
though he was a representative from Belgium at the conference. 
I shall have occasion, before I get through, torefer to him on 
several points. He was speaking of the excuses which are made 
for the present financial distress throughout the world, and th 
general paralysis of business which existed, and from which we 
have suffered for eighteen or twenty years. He says: 

But we are told that if prices have fallen it ts Que to overproduction i 
Cramer-Frey has told us prices fall; that is very simple; it is because we 
produce too much, The honorable delegate from Switzerland is astonished 
that with their ‘‘juvenile ardor’’ I rise up against that claim 

If [should join him in telling you gravely that for twenty years all man 
kind had been so obstinate as to produce more than it could consume; that 
for twenty years, like the danaides, the universe has produced things for 
which it had no need, that it would not seem serious to you; and you would 
be right. That is, however, the paradoxical character of thesingular theory 
of overproduction by which our opponents would prove that our privations 
result from an excess of production, and that labor engenders poverty. 

I think it would be better to say no more of it, since facts within our 
knowledge make a formal denial of that claim. The stores are everywhere 
empty, bustnesssuffers on all sides, and the commercial world is invaded, as 
all admit, by an anmmic influence which threatens death 

The statistics of Mr. Sauerbeck have clearly proved that the allegation of 
overproduction as a cause of falling prices is absolutely false 


Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
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Mr. HIGGINS. Iask the Senator if he considers that the 
price of corn during the last eighteen months or two years was 
affected by the condition to which he refers? 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator refer to the Indian corn, or 
corn in the generic form? 

Mr. HIGGINS. I mean, of course, the American corn, maize; 


and also pork products, which, of course, are the product of the 
feeding of corn. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will repeat that question to me 
five minutes later, I should prefer to answer it then than now; 
and if I forget it, | hope the Senator will call my attention to it. 
I should rather proceed for awhile with what | was proposing 
to say, and I shall reach that later. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Very well. 

Mr. TELLER. The same gentleman from whose speech I was 
reading said: 

From 1860 to 1873 the total production of the world increased each year 2.8 
percent. That was the age of California and bimetallism. Prices increased 
40 per cent. 

trom 1873 to 1885 the production of the world increased yearly only 1.6 per 
cent; a decrease of nearly one-half. Prices should have increased, but on 
the contrary they fell 32 per cent. 

This is the demonstration of Mr. Cramer-Frey’s mistake in continuing to 
believe in overproduction, which was disproved long ago. 

The truth, gentlemen, was told by Mr. Goschen, in England, in 1883: ‘‘ The 
fali of prices comes from the rise of gold.’ He expressed his thought in 
these typical phrases: ‘*‘ Fortunate are they who own sovereigns, and unfor- 
tunate they Who own commodities, products, and other goods.”’ 

Who are the fortunate ones of whom Mr. Goschen speaks? 

The classes who receive fixed incomes in gold—owners of bonds of states, 
of provinces, and of cities, and of long-term leases. 

And who are the unfortunates? The producers, the workers, and, in the 
first rank, the farmers. 

Fixed incomes increase in value, products fall, and annuitants are en- 
riched at the expense of labor. This is the truth, and thence arise, gentle- 
men, these conflicts of labor and capitalin England and elsewhere, struggles 
against a flagrant injustice which has been broughtabout between so many 
re and this is a serious, profound, lamentable, but, above all, a forml- 
dable revolution, of which we feel every day the disastrous consequences. 

You have heard Mr. de Rothschild, in the introduction to his proposal, 
praise the fall of prices, in which he perceived the happiness of the laboring 
classes. 

History, as well as what takes place in our day, protest, it seems to me, 
against this judgment. 


I lay down this proposition as one of the axioms of monetary 
law which will not be disputed, that prices are determined by 
the amount of money in circulation in a country. j 

I desire to read from the distinguished economist, Prof. Emile 
de Laveleye: 

All economists agree that price depends on the relations existing between 
the mass of articles to be exchanged and the amount of credit or metallic 
means of exchange, due allowance being made for the rapidity of circulation 
of these means. 

T do not know that anybody disputes that proposition. Who- 
ever does so, must do so in the face of the very best authorities 
of the world. ; 

I find in the Fortnightly Review of September, 1893, an article 
by W.H.Grenfell, of England, entitled **‘ Mr. Gladstone and the 
Currency;” and Mr. Grenfell states this to be the proper theory: 

The quantitative theory of money is agreed to by all economic writers. If 
you increase the amount of money in a yg coma other things remaining 
the same, prices rise; if you decrease it, prices fall. The evils attendant 
upon a decreasing money volume have been so fully treated of by the old 
economists that it is unnecessary to enlarge upon them here. The nations 
of the world are decreasing the metallic money volume of the world by de- 
monetizing silver. The effects of this can not but be most baneful, and it is 
England which, owing to her large trade with silver-using countries, and the 
large debts owed to her by silver-using countries, will be the greatest sufferer. 

T read again from the speech of Mr. Allard, a delegate from 
Belgium: 

To render money more scarce or more abundant is to make ali prices rise 
or fall. An increase of money, as in 1850, corresponds to the growth, the 
progress, the life of society; monetary contraction will always lead to an 
anwmia, sickness, and crisis. 

if you diminish the quantity of blood in the human body will it not bring 
about anemia? Diminish the amount of money in the social body and that 
diminution will bring about a crisis. 

What we demand is that the blood taken from us — years ago be 
given back. History proves that we are right. When America was discov- 
ered, towards 1500, a rices rose in Europe in the exact measure of the 
quantity of money which arrived from the New World. 

Now I will answer the question of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. HIGGINS. My question was whether or no the Senator 
did not recognize that, while wheat had been low during the 
past few years, the price of-Indian corn had remained high, and 
that of all pork eS ucts, which are the result of the feeding of 
corn, was also high, and that cotton during a portion of the past 
twelve months was very high? I ask whether or no those facts 
are not contradictory of his theory that it is the demonetization 
of silver which has reduced the price, but that,on the contrary, 
it was controlled by the application of the law of supply and de- 
mand? 

Mr. TELLER. I recognize the fact that the lawof er and 
demand as to commodities is always in force, and while there is 
a general law operating upon all commodities with a downward 
trend, there may be special conditions and special circumstances 
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law, in economics, or in morals. There are always modify ing 
influences. If the tendency is downwards through along course 
of years, if it exists when the supply is great and if it exists 
when the supply is small, then it is safe to say that the ordinary 
law of supply and demand on that particular commodity did not 
affect the price, but that it was affected by some general law 
greater than that. 

Now, I come to corn in this country. For a number of ye 


the price of corn was low. We raised from 2,100,000,(i\ to 
2,200,000,000 bushels of corn, and we consumed almost the en- 
tire crop at home. Suddenly the corn crop fell off nearly 500, 
000,000 bushels, or about one-fourth, while the population had 
steadily increased, and while our export of corn has never been 
large, yet it was then larger than it had ever been before. So here 
was a short crop of corn and a large demand, a demand that 
could not well be changed, because the American peop!e ure a 


corn-consuming people. We produce the great bulk of maize 
that is produced in the world, and we consume all of it, except 
from 3 to 5 per cent of the product. I doubt whether the ex- 
port has ever reached 5 percent. It has been usually from about 
3 to 34 per cent. 

The American sr area meat-eating people. We eat large 
quantities of pork; and we are also a pork-exporting people. 
We export large quantities of pork. The country was full o! 
hogs. In some sections of the country, with which perhaps I am 
more familiar than the Senator from Delaware, it is the princi- 
pal business of the farmer to raise hogs to sell to the Chicago, 
Cincinnati, and St. Louis markets, where they are killed, packed 
and exported, or prepared for domestic use. 

Mr. STEWART. And then, if the Senator will allow me, 
there was an embargo by several countries of Europe on our pork, 
ee has been removed; and that gives us an additional mar- 

et. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatistrue. About twoand one-half or three 
years ago, under the preceding Administration, the restrictions 
which had been put upon American pork in Germany and France 
werereleased, aad ourexport inconsequence, of course, increased. 

As I was saying, however, we have agreat stock of hogs in the 
country. Take the State of Illinois, with which I am somewhat 
familiar. I think that in a great portion of that State the farm- 
ers derive most of their revenue from the raising of hogs: and 
it has been so, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] tells 
me, for the last year, because prices had been extraordinarily 
high. Occasionally the prices of hog products have been high. 
I believe fifteen years ago we had just another such period of 
high prices of hog products. After that time the hog product 
ran down, and there seems to have been a supply greater than 
the demand. Our demand abroad was cut off by therestrictions 
imposed upon pork by Germany and by France. The last rise in 
the price of hogs was not entirely due to the supply being short 
or the demand great. 

Many years ago, when I first began to observe this business 
and became somewhat familiar with it, there were a great many 
places where hog products were prepared for the market. It is 
not a great while since Cincinnati had the great packing estab- 
lishment of this country and of the world; St. Louis was also a 
great place for that business, as well as many smaller towns, 
Kansas City, St. Joseph, and others; but lately Chicago has be- 
come the great market for hogs, and by a combination of capi- 
talists and the manufacturers of hog products in Chicago they 
put the price of pork away up. 

Ido not know whether the Senator from Delaware has ever 
given much attention to this question, but it is a very common 
thing for a man to go into the retail stores Of Chicago and buy 
a barrel of pork for about half of what the board of trade price is. 
I suppose the Senator would think that that was a remarkable 
state of things and could hardly account forit, and nobody could 
who had not given some attention to it. By the rules of the 
board of trade of the city of Chicago and other cities, I think, 
a barrel of pork must be packed in a certain manner in order to 
be good on the exchange; that is, if a man goes upon the ex- 
change and buys a certain amount of pee. he is entitled to have 
a barrel of pork that weighs so much and shall have so many 
pieces in it. If there is a piece less or a piece more than is re- 
quired by the rule of the board of trade he is not obliged to 
take it. 

So these speculators go to work and put up the price of the hog 

roduct to an enormous price and sell it on the exchange, as the 
Sanster from Minnesota | Mr. WASHBURN] knows very well, and 
force it up; and if a purchsser goes to a dealer in pork and the 
man wants to sell the pork, he unheads a barrel and cuts three 
or four pieces in two and puts them back; and then he says ‘‘ that 
is all right, you can take that.” So there are two prices most 
of the time in the city of Chicago for hog products. They put 
up the price of pork to an enormous extent; and I believe in a 


such as for a time suspend the operations of that law. You can | single day—if I am incorrect some Senator who is familiar with 
not lay down a general proposition which will hit every case in 








the subject may correct me—the price of pork fell $9 a barrel, 
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or some 
proke down; 


showing that the price had been kept up, not by the demand, 


put by the combination in the interest of the speculators on the | 
| its friends thatthere were short periods wh: 


poard of trade. , 
These two things have keptcorn and pork above normal prices; 


first,a short crop; secondly, the stimulated and artificial prices | 
of the hog products, which, of course, made the farmer anxious | 


to sell his pork at a high price; but with pork and with corn the 
veneral trend for a number of years has been downward and not 
g 


upward. 


where in that neighborhood, just when the combination | 
perhaps it was more than that; it was enormous; | 
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‘In 1880, I think, or about that time, owing to the great de- | 
mand, wheat-was very much higher than it had been for a year | 


or two previous, ora year or two later. In 1890 wheat went up 
very sharply because of the short cropin Europe; because of the 
failure of the rye crop in certain portions of the world. 

\ll these things have to be considered in considering this 
question; but they do not at all interfere with the general prop- 
osition | have made, that for twenty years there has been a 
downward trend in everything that has been produced on the 
farm, in the mill, and everywhere else. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. President, the Senator from Colorado 
has discussed this question with great candor. He did me the 
honor the day before yesterday in his speech to refer to a 
colloquy which took place between himself and me during the 
preternatural speech of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
when we were undergoing the test of physical endurance, in 


which, in answer to the Senator from Nebraska, I called atten- | 


tion to the fact that the low price of wheat was due to the over- 
production of wheat in America, which was then met by the 
Senator from Colorado with the prompt statement which he re- 
peated the day before yesterday, that for the last twenty years 
the supply of wheat had remained practically the same, while 
the price had tended steadily downward. 

Now, what I wish to call to the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado and to hear his answer in relation to, is the statement 
of this case, statistically and otherwise, made by Mr. C. Wood 
Davis, of Kansas, in which he called the attention of the country 


| and demand really cut but very little figure i 


| 
| 


to the fact that, beginning after the lands in Kansas, Nebraska, | 


and the Dakotas were thrown open to settlement, the Indians re- 
movedand Indian difficulties and depredations and wars stopped— 


from that on until 1886 there was an addition tothe acreage of | 
this country devoted to the cereais of almost 50 per cent, while | 


the population was growing only at an annual rate of 10 to 15 
per cent per decade, and therefore there was an enormous ex- 
cess of production over consumption in the United States, amount- 
ing to a great deal when our wheat product reached 400,000,000 
bushels, but which in 1891 staggered the markets of this country 
and of the world, even when there was famine in Russia, by a 
product of 610,000,000 of bushels. So that during the whole of 
this period the low price of wheat arose out of the unexampled 
increase of the acreage of wheat by the devotion to its culture 
of the treeless plains of the West, and,as I said during the dis- 
cussion with the Senator from Nebraska, that, good Republican 
as I was, 1 was met the other day, as I am now, with the start- 
ling prediction of Mr. Davis that now, when the opening of the 
Cherokee Strip marks the ending of the last land for homestead- 
ing in America, it will be followed by a condition where consump- 
tion has caught up with production, so that in 1896 we shall 
practically have ceased to be able to export, but will eat up our 
own product, and the price of grain will be put upto such a figure 
before the election of that year that the Democrats will go into 
power for sixteen years. 

Mr. TELLER. I hope not. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I hope not, too; but I mean to say, if the Sen- 
ator starts this theory about silver and its condition putting down 
other prices, that he is met by other theories which seem to stand 
on stronger foundation. 
ticipated further questioning from me by admitting the influence 
upon the market of the price of silver. He has argued to show 
that it put up the price of corn. 
the Senator from Minnesota and myself that it put down the price 
of wheat, and that to the pernicious influence of the market 
wrecker is due the low price of wheat here and abroad? 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer the Senator-—— 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. In regard tothe question of acreage, if 
Iam not very much mistaken in my recollection, in 1890 the 
acreage of wheat was no larger than it was in 1880. 

Mr. HIGGINS. It was absolutely larger, but it was relatively 
smaller compared to population. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If anything, it was only a trifle larger: 
itremained substantially the same, and the population of this 
country had increased to a very large extent. 
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[ agree entirely with the suggestion made by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in regard to the price of corn and pork, 
that it was simply artificial. 

In all the discussions on the antioption bi 


lit was admitted by 
n the prices of prod 
ucts were increased to an abnormal €xtent, but that it was only 


temporary; that the ultimate resuit was that when the cor- 
ner or deal was broken the prices went lower than they were 
before. That has been the rule in every bull movement or in 
every corner that has been attempted in this country 

Again, in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from Dela- 


ware [Mr. H1G@rns] as to the overproduction in 1891, the wheat 
and rye crop throughout the world in that year was between 


three and four hundred million bushels shortof an average crop, 
and yet under the manipulations of the produce exchanges of 
this country, more notably the Chicago Board of Trade, the price 


of wheat was broken down from $1.12 to less than 75centsa hel. 
This I claim and believe. 

Mr. HOAR. Do these manipulations enable the manipulators 
to make a great speculation by selling wheat to the consumer 
for what would be a high price, or are they manipulations by 


which the manipulators get no substantial advantage by selling 
it again? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Of course, on account of the demand for 
consumption; that goes without saying. The price depreciated 
from $1.12 to less than 75 cents a bushel. Iclaim it was ely 
due to the operations and machinations of the gamblers in the 


in products of this country, and that the question of supply 
n it, because, as | 
said before, the average of the crop of the world was from three 
to four hundred million bushels less than the average crop. Of 
course under these manipulations the question of supply and 
demand cuts some figure; but in the main the plain on which 
grain is sold is made by the manipulations of the produce ex- 
changes of this country. So I think the Senxtor from Colorado 
is sound on this question, and if he were equally sound on the 


oO 
gI 


money question, and had asclear.an appreciation of that as he 
has of this question, I should be with him. 
Mr. HIGGINS. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from 


and I wish to call 
to the 


Colorado, but I have the figures before me, 
his attention, and that of the Senator from Minnesota 


fact that it was in the period from 1870 to 1885 which marked 
the stoppage of the rapid increase in the production of grain, 
compared to the increase of population. The rate per cent of 


increase of cultivated area from 1871 to 1875 was 32.2; from 1875 
to 1880 it was 34.1; from 1880 to 1885, 19.4, and from 1885 to 1890 
it fell to 7.1, and has been much less since then. 

Mr. TELLER. I will now come back to the proposition that 
the hog product, the corn, and the wheat crop have been manip- 
ulated by boards of trade. The price of wheat in the United 
States is fixed absolutely by the price of the surplus we send 
abroad. There is no question about that. When wheat ishigh 
in Europe itis high here. Corn is not affected by that cause at 
all on account of the small percentage of corn we send out of the 
United States. It does not in anywise affect the price in the 
United States. So what could happen as to corn could not hap- 
yen as to wheat, unless there is a system on the boards of trade 
in Chicago and all over the world, which nobody claims exists. 
The wheat price in Europe is fixed by the demand for it and fer 
bread products. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let me suggest to the Senator that cer- 
tainly the price of corn is affected by the shipment abroad of 
cattle and hogs, or rather the products of cattle and hogs? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The Senator is, of course, aware that in 
the corn-growing States of the West the use to which a vast 


| amount of corn is put is the putting it into animal form, and 


I shall only add, that the Senator an- | 


What answer has he to make | 


that is shipped abroad. So the foreign demand for the animal 
product would advance the price of corn. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly; what the Senator states is true of 
cattle as well as hogs. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Colorado that a great deal of the difficulty has arisen from the 
inability of many of the people in the United States on account 
of lack of employment, and scarcity of money to purchase the 
products of this country. That, as I understand, has had a very 
important effect upon prices. 

Mr. TELLER. I was coming to that; and that is a statement 
which can not be questioned. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Dol understand the Senator from Nebraska 
tosay, and the Senator from Colorado to corroborate the state- 
ment, that there had been up to the time of the recent depres- 
sion any serious or long continued lack of employment in this 
country? Certainly the tramp disorder did not exist largely in 
this part of the country until the tramp resumed his occupation 
in this Democratic Administration. 
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Mr. TELLER. We have nad times in the history of this 
ceuntry since 1873 in which there have been a great many more 
tramps abroad than anybody wanted to see; and that does affect 
the consumption of wheat. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, up until be- 
tween 1873 and 1879 was the time of the greatest depression, but 
after 1879 began the good condition, which has prevailed more 
or less up to this time. 

Mr. TELLER. ‘‘ More or less,” and yet in 1884 we had a good 
deal of depression in financial circles, a good deal of want, anda 
great lack of employment and general complaint; and there has 
been a steady complaint in this country jor twenty years of a 
lack of profitable employment. The conditions were better in 
1891 and in 1892 than for a long time before, I think. 

Mr. ALLEN. I desire to suggest this idea, that, taking the 
rations allowed to the soldier of the regular Army as a fair test 
of the percentage of the food product that is consumed daily in 
this country, we do not raise in this countrya bushel of wheat 
subject to. export, and have not for a great many years. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware to the statistics in regard to the areaof wheat 
from 1880 to 1890 to show that the.decline in wheat has not arisen 
from. that cause. In 1880-—— 

Mr. HIGGINS. Does the Senator mean the decline in prices? 

Mr. WASHBURN. The area does not accountfor the decline 
in prices, because in 1880 the number of acres was 37,987,000; in 
1890, 36,087,000, something like a million acres less. 

Now, I desire to say, in eee to the statement made by the 
Senator from Gelorado [Mr. TELLER] that the price of wheat in 
this country is made by the export demand. Such has always 
been the theory in this country, up to. recent period, that when- 
ever there was any export demand the price of wheat was made 
in Mark Lane, and the prices here adapted themselves to the 
prices there; but in late years this has been largely, and in some 
years absolutely, changed—notably in 1591, the vear we exported 
more wheat than any year since we commenced raising it, the 
price was not made in Mark Lane, Marseilles, Genoa, at Ant- 
werp, or at any foreign point; but it was made artificially and 
arbitrarily on the Chicago Board of Trade. 

When it became known all through Europe that the crop of 
the world was short, as I said before, from three to four hundred 
million bushels, including wheatand rye, the belief became gen- 
eval that the price of wheat must advance and heavy buying 
commenced, and the exports for a while were very large; but 
just then the bears, the gamblers, and the market wreckers on 
the Chicago Board of Trade began to sell short and to get in 
their deadly work—offering to sell in Chicago enormous Ped 
tities of wheat that had no existence.at prices for future deliv- 
ery much less than the cash price, and continued this process 
through the entire cropyear. That; of course, carried the price 
down in all the markets of this country, Europe, and the entire 
world; and for six months, as the Senator will find by reading 
the market reports of the world during that period. the price 
was carried steadily downward by operations of this character. 
The dealers in Europe undertook to hold up the price, but it 
was continually knocked out from under them by the quotations 
arbitrarily made by the Chicago Board of Trade 
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Mr. TELLER. I do notdeny that the Chicago Board of Trade | 
hasexercised a pernicious infiuenceon the price of wheatandother | have seen that State grow to be the greatest farming Stato oi 
the Union, producing from 74,000,000 to 75,000,000 bushels of 


farm products. 

Mr. STEWART. Andon silver. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TELLER. Yes;I might include that. Wehavehad sev- 
eral petitions from that board of trade recently with reference 
to pending legislation. They take the same view of it that the 
Senator from Minnesota does, that it is very important for the 
general speculative interests of the country that the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman act should be repealed. That is the only 
interest that they have, and the only interest that the Senater 
from Minnesota has, if he will permit me to say so. 

But, Mr. President, let us get back tothe wheatcrop. While 
undoubtedly in this country the Chicago Board of Trade con- 
trols to a greater or less exter temporarily the price of wheat 
when it is lluctuating, yet it does not control the export price. 
Half the time the price on the Board of Trade of Chicago is 
not the real price of wheat; it is but the speculative price. The 
price of wheat to-day will be 5 cents more than it was yesterday, 
and to-morrow it may be 10 cents lower than itis to-day,and go- 
ing down. Then those qomnetens fail,and go into bankruptcy, 
and start in anew; but that is not legitimate business. It dis- 
turbs the legitimate business of the country. The question is, 
for what does wheat sell when itis taken to New York City, 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, and other citiesof export to beshipped 


to Europe? 
Mr. HIGGINS. I would ask the Senator from Colorado if the 
Baltimore is not daily 


price in New York, Philadelphia, and 


controiled by the — in Chicago? 
Mr.TELLER. Not always. 


| 


| 
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Mr. HIGGINS. It is the same, allowing for the diff. 
freight charges. 

Mr. TELLER. They are compelled in the long run 
the export price. When Chicago puts up the price o 
cents a bushel in one day, nobody exports wheat, and | 
gets any money for the wheat there. The farmers do : 
the advantage of that. It isa speculative operation 

Mr. WASHBURN. In 1891 there was no putting 
gamblers were selling short; and that continued a long ti 
the Senator will take the pains and time to examine t 
tions that were made from time to time during that yea 
foreign port to which we export wheat, he will find ey 
I have said on that point absolutely corroborated, and that 
_— was not made abroad, was not made by the export 

utwas made by the Chicago Board of Trade by offeri: 
which did not exist, but which at the same time made th 
for all wheat in this country. The miller who bought \ 
or any one who bought wheat, had to buy it on the basis 
prices made by the Chicago Board of Trade. So it wasat. 
foreign port. And it even went.so far that, the foreign m 
and the same is the case to-day, in order to protect himself, 
wheat short on the Chicago Board of Trade, and helped to 
down the market still further. 

Mr, TELLER. Undoubtedly there was anextraordinary « 
dition in 1891. In the first place, there was no wheat in Euro 
compared with what there ought to have been. Therefore, \ 
having a great crop in that year, all we wanted that year, \ 
able in some respects to dictate, and did dictute the prices; but 
it was the only timethat we ever did dictate the prices, and v 
only did it then in a sporadic way and for a short time. 

Where you send your surplus products is where the price 
everything is fixed. That is an economic law that may be di 
turbed for a time, but, as.a general thing, it is a universal la\ 
It can not be disturbed except for a temporary period, I do no 
care what the product may be. Who fixes the price of cott 
in thiscountry? The people whoconsume it in Europe, beciu: 
we can not consume the product of this country. If we cou 
we should fix the prices; but we are at the mercy of those peo- 

le, and we receive from them what they are willing to pay us 

e.come in competition with Russia, with India, with Bohe: 

with Turkey,and with other sections.of the world that have 
very much cheaper labor than ours. So they practically fix the 
_— I think that can not be gainsaid. Although there may 
© some éxceptions with reference to the fixing of the prices of 

roducts in this country for the time being, yet that univer 
aw when that exception arises is disturbed. 

Now, I want to get back to the proposition of the Senator fro: 
Delaware. I do not happen to have seen Mr. C. Wood Dav 
calculations on this subject, and if I had I do not know whet! 

I should attribute as much importance to them as the Senato 
from Delaware does, because I am pretty familiar with this s1 
ject myself. I know that there was a great.growth of farias a1 
a great increase of farm products after the war, because I w 
in the habit, at least’ twice a year, of passing back and forth 
across that great. country which sprang into civilization as i 
magic. 

J have gone across the State of Kansas when there were : 
settlements except along the frontier on the Missouri River. 


wheat in a single year. I have seen those farms grow | 
wild prairies to a cultivated condition. I know those facts \ 
out any statistics from Mr. Davis or anybody else. But th 
condition had practically ceased toexist before the period that! 
referred to in my remarks the other night when the Sen 
was insisting that we had overslaughed the markets with . 
Western products, because that.commenced in 1882, and Ku: 
had been practically settled before that. 

I have before me a statement of the world’s crop of w! 
and the amount of our crop and the acreage. I want to call th 
attention of the Senatorfrom Delaware tothe fact that the acre- 
age in the United States in 1893 is considerably less than |} 
was in 1882; that is, there were not.as many acres of wheat rais: 
in 1893 as there were in 1882, and but little more than in |$3:, 
when the acreage had increased somewhat. If the price of 
wheat is high one year, _ will find a larger acreage the nex! 
year; if it is low, you will find a smaller acreage. he farm 
who gets a small price for his crop one year is very apt to sa 
to himself, ‘‘ I will not put in so much wheat next year,” and so 
the acreage goes down, On the contrary, if he getsa good price 
for his wheat, he puts in more the next year. In this way the 

e goes up and down. In the section of country whe 


acreag’ 
wheat is perhaps almost the sole crop, there the acreage is mol 
uniform. 


Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will permit me, I have not be- 


fore me the figures.asto the acreage of land in wheat during 
late years, but, as I understand the figures, the large increase 
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of acreage devoted to all the cereals and to farming purposes 
topped relatively with 1885, and since that time the country has 
= ‘1 vainly endeavoring to catch up with the unprecedented 
on enormous increase that occurred between 1867 and 1886. 
That increase was simply unexampled in the experience of the 
world; the great, peaceful march of the nations had known noth- 
ing like it before in the history of the world since the Hunsand 
the Goths and Vandals swept with sword over western Europe. 

Mr. TELLER. Let me call theattention of the Senator to the 
tact that is given here, and which [ believe is correct, inasmuch 
as it corresponds with the figures given by the Agricultural De- 

rtment, that in 1882 (which is the first year given in this state- 
ment) the acreage of wheat in the United States was in round 
numbers, 37,000,000; that in 1885, which he says was the culmi- 
nating year, it was only 31,000,000; in 1882 the acreage was 37,- 
000,000, in round numbers—I will not give the exact figures—in 
1885 it was 34,000,000; in 1886 it was 36,000,000; in 1887 it was 

7,000,000, and in 1893 it was 34,500,000. 

Now, let me give the Senator the crop for 1882. The Senator 
speaks of the great crop of 1891 being 611,000,000 bushels of 
wheat. The crop of wheat for 1882 was 504,000,000 bushels. 
The Senator must recollect that during those ten years we had 
an increase of population to consume that wheat crop. In 1882 
the price of wheat is given in the Statistical Abstract at 31.19. 

Mr. HIGGINS. That was one of the years when there was a 
great crop in the country. 

Mr. TELLER. Still it broughta large price. Thatis whatI 
wanted to call to the attention of the Senator, that it brought 
$1.19. The next year the crop was very nearly, but not quite 
100,000,000 bushels short, being 421,000,000 bushels, and the price 
was $1.13. It certainly ought to have brought as much. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I can refute those figures, if the Senator will 
allow me. from Mr. Davis’s tables. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam not taking Mr. Davis's tables. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Allow me to take them, and to commend them 
to the Senator's careful inspection. [am now giving him for the 
years 1882 and 1883 the world’s production, and on the world’s 

roduction in 1882 and 1883 there was a surplus of 216,000,000 

ushels. 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill give the Senator the world’s production. 
I have the whole thing here in a form which the Senator can 
verify by reference to the figures of the Agricultural Department. 
{ know nothing about Mr. Davis's tables, except I know that he 
has been connected with the talk about the boards of trade a good 
deal, and has had considerable to say about them. The Senator 
may take the world’s product in 1882 at 2,270,000,000, in round 
numbers; take the next year, 1883, and it was 200,000,000 bushels 
short; itwas short nearly a hundred millionin thiscountry. Yet 
instead of the price being $1.19 it was $1.13. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Was not the surplus brought over from 1891? 

Mr. TELLER. There was not surplus enough brought over 
to make that difference. 

Mr. HIGGINS. The world to-day is staggering under the sur- 
plus brought over from 1891. 

Mr. TELLER. I have here a statement made by, I think, as 
good authority as exists. If the Senator would look at the facts 
he would not jump at conclusions as he does. Our surplus that 
year, 1882, was 98,000,000 bushels. Still the world’s supply in 
1883 was nearly 100,000,000 bushels short, including the surplus. 
The next year the surplus was still greater and the crop was 
greater, and the price was again less. So the Senator may run 
down the tables until he comes to the crop of 1891 or 1892. That 
is the year when there were great crops in Europe, and we also 
had a great crop. ; 

This year we have 400,000,000 bushels of wheat and there are 
in the world 2,229,000,000 bushels; and yet wheat is cheaper to- 
day in London, Liverpool, and New York than it ever was before 
in the historyof wheat. The surplus of last year was 135,000,000 
bushels, while the surplus of 1892 was 171,000,000 bushels. The 
surplus is the amount estimated to be in the farmers’ bands on 
the Ist of March, and added to the crop gives the amount avail- 
able for domestic use andexport. There has been no wheat solid 
in a hundred years in Great Britain for the price at which it is 
being sold to-day. 

In New York City, during the greatest panic which ever 
took place, the price was higher than now; within ten days it 
has been 66 cents per bushel; it haseven been put aboard vessels 
within the last thirty days for 70 cents, and that was the best 
wheat from Minnesota and the Dakotas. It is not that the coun- 
try has a sarplus product; it is that there is a paucity of con- 
sumption; it is that the whole trend of prices of all products has 
been downward; and you can not keep up the price of one prod- 
uct when the price of everything else is falling. It is caused by 
the contraction of money. That is what I desire to speak of. 
The only point to which i im=\end to address myself to-day is the 

uestion of the appreciation Of money, which bears a close rela- 
tion, of eourse, to the falling of prices. 
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been 


Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me, he has ‘ 
fair enough to say that this effect of the appreciation of money 
has not been the only one that inl that the lawof 


lences prices: 


supply and demand, the influencesof market gambling, and other 
elements come in to affect it. But I will ask him if he does not 


consider that the price marked by grain in the United States, 
and, because of its selling price here, throughout the world, 
during the present depression and panic, has shared it de- 
pression with all other products? As the Senator from Minne- 
sota |Mr. WASHBURN] has so clearly shown here, and as we all 
know, it has been the subject of the market gambler in all the 


boards of trade, not merely at Chicago, but at New York id 
elsewhere, and along during June, July, and August of this year, 
and to the present time, there has been no supporting p 
the banks have been unable to furnish money, and consequent 
farmers have been compelled to sell their grain for almost 
whatever it would bring. I am very much in hopes, I wi 
to the Senator, that with better conditions that may come, the 
price of grain will go up; but he can not attribute its present 
peculiarly low price to the general law which he is arguing for 
Mr. TELLER. Thatis the very gist of the whole controversy. 
The Senator assumes that I can not. I have been trying to 
prove that I could. [have beenasserting that. Ihave not denied 
that the present local depression has not had some effect upon 
wheat; that the shortage of money in the country may have ren 


Lor 


so 


dered it difficult for a man to move his wheat from Minnesota to 
New York. I have not denied the influence of the present finan 
cial depression in the United States upon the markets of Europe. 
Why should wheat rule in Europe lower than it ever ruled be- 
fore in the history of the world? 

Mr. HIGGINS. Because they can buy it cheap here, and they 


have been doing it. 

Mr. TELLER. If there was a demand for wheat and wheat 
was high in Europe they would send the money here to get it. 
It has been lowin Europe. It has been going down there. It 
has gone from 45s. to 26. Mr. Rothschild said that was a bless- 
ing, and I judge that the Senator from Massachusetts was in 
clined to that opinion by the question he asked the Senator from 
Minnesota when he inquired who paid the cheap price. Tha 
was the effect of his question. I do not deny but that when 
wheat goes to 50 cents a bushel the man who consumes it an 
does not raise it gets some advantage from it. The low pric 
has some redeeming quality of course. It enables the manu 
facturers of New England to perhaps manufacture cheaper than 
they could with high-priced wheat. But I deny that it is 
blessing to the country to have cheap wheat or that in the ene 
it is a blessing to the man who buys it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iagree with the Senator thoroughly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator has been very hasty in his dedu 
tion of my opinion from my question to the Senator from Minne 
sota. 

Mr. TELLER. I will allow the Senator ts give his own in- 
terpretation of it. I supposed that was what the Senater meant. 
Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator from Minnesota sotto voce, 
when he stated that certain manipulations of tiie wheat market 
in Chicago brought down wheat to the low price per bushel of 
which he was speaking, whether the manipulations enabled the 
manipulators in the view of the Senator from Minnesota to make 
a great speculation by selling it for what would be a high price 
to the consumer, when getting from the producer cheap, o 
whether they were manipulations by which the manipulators go 
no substantial advantage by selling it again. That is the ques 
tion which I asked. 

[ will state, however, very frankly—and I do not want to pro- 
long this discussion—that [ quite agree with those who believe 
that high prices, as a rule, are an indication of national pros- 
»erity, and that low prices, and especially falling prices, are an 
indication of great national distress and decay. | do not believe, 
if I may add one sentence, that the manufacturers of New Eng 
land, to whom the Senator from Colorado adverted, enteriain 
any other opinion. They do not desire times of cheap wages as 
arule. Of course there are contests which come about. and 
there are manufacturers who are free traders, and have all man 
ner of absurd notions as well as other classes of men; but the 
great bulk of the New England manufacturers never responded 
more heartily to any sentiment uttered in this country than they 
did to the sentiment so eloquently and graphically put by the 
Senator from Connecticut |Mr. HAWLEY] sometime ago, in 
which he denounced cheapness, and President Harrison ex- 
pressed the same view. 

Mr. TELLER. I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts 
that falling prices are disastrous to business and not a 
national prosperity. 

Mr. HOAR. And falling wages. 

Mr. TELLER. And falling wages are the same. Of course 
the cheapness which comes from ability to produce with little 
labor and witht little sacrifice is a cheapness that nobody objects 
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to, because that puts within the reach of everybody the prod- 
uct. 


Mr. HOAR. In other words, you would rather have a State | 


of rich and fertile land than cheap and rockyland. Thatis the 
whole of it. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; if land will produce, as land will in some 
portions of the country, 40 bushels of wheat per acre, it enables 
the producer to sell the wheat for less than if it produced 20 
bushels, and it is a blessing to him and a blessing to the coun- 
try. What we complain of is a monetary condition that pro- 
duces the low prices, not that nature has supplied an abundance 
of the things and enabled us to produce cheaply, but that we 
produce it on the same soil with the same sacrifice that we ever 
made and get less for it. 

The Senator from Deiaware says that I am fair enough to admit 


certain propositions. Upon these questions I never shrink from | 


the logical sequence of my proposition. I never would assert 
that the monetary condition absolutely controls, and that noth- 
ing elsecontrols the price of commodities. Ihave seen one com- 
modity going up when hundreds of others were falling. It was 
apparent that there was some general law operating upon those 
falling, and that there was some special influence or law acting 
upon that which was rising. That might be because of an in- 
creased demand; it might be because of adecrease ofsupply. But 
whatlIam dealing withisthegeneralrule. Iam dealing with the 
general proposition that the amount of money in circulation in 
a country controls its prices; that the amount of money in circu- 
lation in the world controls the world’s prices; and I have yet to 
hear anybody dispute that proposition. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I simply want to understand the Senator’s 
position. Does he claim that one country, with what he would 
consider an abundant or a superabundant amount of circulation, 
could establish and maintain one price for wheat, and another 
country, with an inadequate circulation orasmall one relatively, 
could have a lower price for wheat, and so on through the whole 
range of prices of commercial articles; or that there is a single 
price the world over, barring the cost of transportation? 

Mr. TELLER. On Monday last, when I was on the floor, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] put that question to 
me and I answered itin the negative. I do not claim that. It 
seems to me that it does not need any argument to explain my 
position on that point. Take the United States. If we have so 
much money that wheat goes to $1.10 a bushel and in England 
they have so little that it remains at $1 there will be a redistri- 
bution of the money in these days, when all the world is one 
commercial body. When all have the same kind of money and 
have a universal commerce you can notdo that. The time was 
when a country would maintain its prices independently of every 
other, because it had no association with other countries. That 
cap not now be done. 

I stated the proposition some days ago, and the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. JONES] in his recent speech reiterated the same 
suggestion. It is not new to either of us. It has been repeat- 
edly declared here that no country can keep more than its dis- 
tributive share of money; that whenever a country gets too 
much money for its business, so that prices rise abnormally, the 
money will get out of the country, if it is money that can go, be- 
cause it will perform more money duty, it has a greater com- 
mand over commodities somewhere else, and it goes where it bus 
the greatest command over commodities. If an ounce of gold 
will buy twice as much goods in Europe as it buys here it will go 
to Europe. There is no law that can prevent it from going to 
Europe. ‘he man who holds it here will see that it goes to Eu- 
—_ because he holds the gold to command commodities. : 

t is only the miser who holds it when he gets it and prizes it 
for its beauty. The holder of money prizes it for what it will 
control, what it will buy, and so in the case I put, it goes to 
Europe. I do not pretend to say that we can keep the prices in 
this country at a height beyond those in Europe; and what I am 
complaining of is that we have done nothing to bring about a 
monetary condition all over the world thatshall bring up prices; 
but, on the other hand, we readily receive from Great Britain a 
demand that we shall follow that country in our monetary sys- 
tem and follow in falling prices. 

We have nothing to gain by cheap goods, we have nothing to 
gain by cheap labor, we have nothing to gain by getting a vast 
amount of products from abroad, because we do not get any in- 
terest from foreign countries. Weare paying interest on our in- 
debtedness and Great Britain is receiving it. France and Ger- 





many and Great Britain are all interested in getting as much for | 


their money as they can, and the cheaper things are the more 
they get. We have products to sell. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I suppose the Senator does not undertake to 
speak of the Democratic majority in this Chamber, for I have 
understood that they want everything cheap. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know anything about what the Demo- 
cratic majority want. 


| where the difference begins or where it ceases, and | 
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Mr. HOAR. They do not seem to be getting it just now 
Mr. TELLER. Iam sure I do not know what the Demo. 
majority want, nor what they propose to do. I know abo: 
much about it, however, as | know about what the majorit 
this side of the Chamber want. The distinction between 
majority on this side and the minority on the other is so trifij 
so far as this session has been concerned, that I do not 


know of anybody who does. They all seem to be in accord jp 
producing cheapness. Every effort that they have made on 
both sides so far has been in favor of the reduction of the monay 
of the country and entering upon a period of contraction, y 

all know just as well as [ know means low prices. If that 
Democratic doctrine, and cheapness is what they want, it seem 
to have pervaded this side of the Chamber quite as effectually 
and [ think a little more vigorously even than the other 

Mr. President, I was diverted from what I was saying 
question of the Senator from Delaware, with which I fin 
fault, because, as [ said before, the question which I propos 
discuss is the depreciation of gold, or it can be stated cony 
by saying the fall in prices. I attributed the low prices to the 
— of gold. I read to the Senate statements made in ¢ 
Brussels conference to show the condition of the world. | did 
not think there could be any doubt what it was, but I wanted to 
putit so that everybody would admit that the conditiuns are as 
Iclaim. Therefore I presented those extracts. 

Now, I assert that there is not gold enough in the world to 
maintain stability in prices as the basis of the money systems of 
the world. That has been practically admitted in the Senate 
for at least the last three years. In thedebate in 1890, I believe 
no man challenged that proposition at all. It wassaid by every 
one, you have got to utilize silver, the gold is not enough to 
furnish the metallic money required as the basis of paper money 
that is to be used; because it is conceded by everybody (it used 
to be at least) thatall paper money should be based upon metal, 
either gold or silver. While that is not absolutely true under 
certain circumstances and limitations, it is so nearly true that 
it is not inappropriate to state as a general financial proposition 
that the paper money of the world must be based upon either 
gold or silver. I do not want anybody to come to me hereafter 
and say that I insist you can not maintain paper money with full 
money functions without either gold or silver, because that has 
been done and that can be done under the limitations I men- 
tioned in my remarks last Monday, and that pointI will notgo 
over. 

There is produced in the world, I suppose, from $115,000,000 
to $125,000,000 worth of gold every year. {f do not myself be- 
lieve the statistics on this subject are very trusty, and [ think 
it is exceedingly doubtful whether the amount has not been 
greatly exaggerated within the lastfew years. The declaration 
that there is an increase of gold within the last few years I do 
not believe can be sustained. Ishould say myself that $115,000,- 
000 a year is very much nearer the amount than a higher sum, 
and I believe that is too much of itself. 

But suppose $120,000,000 or $125,000,000 are produced, what 
amount of that is to be used in the arts, and what amount is to 
be left toenter the monetary system of the world? If Mr. Sauer- 
beck, a German writer of reputed authority, is to be trusted, 
very nearly if not all of that is absorbed either in the arts or in 
making up the loss from the present stock. So, although you 
may produce $120,000,000 of gold each year for a series of years, 
at the end of that time you will not have added to the world’s 
stock of money. Of course you have the gold in watches, in jew- 
elry, in dentistry, in various gildings and all that, but you have 
not added to the world’s stock of gold money. 

But, on the other hand, it is claimed that that is too much. 
We produce in this country about $33,000,000 a year of gold—a 
little more some years or a little less. If the Director of the 
Mint is correct, we use up of that amount nearly $20,000,000 in 
the arts in this country—considerably more than half: nearly 
two-thirds. How much it is somewhat difficult to determine; 
yet you can see readily that in making these calculations there 
is more probability that you get under the amount used in the 
arts than over it. 

It is safe to say, then, that $20,000,000 of it does not go into 
money, and that the balance, $12,000,000 or $13,000,000, goes into 
money. If that proportion holds good in this country, it must 
oertelilly hold good in other portions of the world; and the 
chances are that there is very much more of it used in the arts 
in proportion to the total product in countries like England, 
France, and Germany. In those rich countries where capital 
has accumulated and where there is great wealth they use more 
of it in the arts. SoI do not think that Mr. Sauerbeck’s state 
ment is at all out of the way, that substantially the world’s prod- 
uct is used up before it gets to the mint. 

This matter was touched on in the Brussels conference. | 
have a memorandum somewhere, but I can not put my hand on 
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Senators who have read that report will remember the stat - 
ment made. My recollection is that the Senator from Nevada 
\fr, JONES] made the same statement in the speech that he de- 
ivered here in 1890. 

Nobody in Europe has ever claimed that more than 40 per cent 
of the world’s product went into money. Suppose we say that 
out of the $120,000,000, 40 percent of it, orl do not care if yousay 
half of it goes into money, what would 860,000,000 of gold be for 
the increased commerce, the increased trade, and the incressed 
population of the world? Absolutely nothing whatever. I fig- 
ured it up once on that basis and found that when we had about 
sixty million people we would be entitled to an addition of about 
cents per capita per year to our stock of money. — 

There is not any surplus of gold in any country in the world. 
There is not enough gold in any country of the world. I spoke 
the other day of the scramble that is going on for gold. LIread 
in my opening from the Brussels conference report the state- 
ment by Mr. Goschen. He felt a degree of humiliation that 
when the Bank of Engiand lost a million pounds there should be 
4 financial disturbance in Great Britain. Everybody knows that 
has been the case for several years. Everybody knows that 


it. 


when exports of gold go from the United States to Europe there | 


is terror in all financial circles of this country, and, on the other 
hand, when gold comes from Europe to us there is financial ter- 
ror in every portion of Europe. 

The contest is going on now as to who can keep the greatest 
amount of gold. If there was a sufficiency of gold nobody would 
be disturbed when a small amount of five or ten million dollars 
went from one part of the world to another. It goes from Eng- 
land to France, from France to Germany, and is always doing 
money duty, always performing the duty for which it is kept 
and used. If we send $40,000,000 or $50,000,000 of gold to Europe 
in a few months, as we have done, or if it is returned in less time, 
as has been done, it is still doing money duty: 
the prices of the world. But there is not enough. I say there 
is a scarcity of gold. I will read on the scarcity of gold an ex- 
tract from this report by Mr. Rothschild: 


What took place when the late war broke out between France and Ger 
many’? The Bank of France not only did not pay its notes in gold, but a 
quantity of 5-franc notes were immediately printed, in addition to which 
the bank was authorized to issue more notes than it was legally entitled 
to do according to its charter. This did not prevent, nor would it prevent 
the French banker, from drawing bullion away from this market, either by 
sales of bonds on the stock exchange or by getting their bills discounted in 
the open market here. 

As regards Germany, that country has also certainly a gold standard, but 
it would be difficult, if not impossible, to obtain any large amount of gold 
from Berlin or from any of the branches of the Imperial State Bank. 

Then, again, as to Italy, thereis a large amountof gold stored away there 
but, as in reality it does not see daylight, that country might as well not 
have departed from its paper currency. 


This he was citing to show that England could not keep the 
gold; that if they should attempt to use gold and silver they 
would lose their gold. I havea little work here entitled ‘‘ The 
gold and silver money, a vital British home question for rich 


and poor, learned and unlearned,” by John Monteath Douglas, of | 


London. It is a very well written work, and I desire to read two 
or three extracts extracts from it on this very question of the 
scarcity of gold. Speaking of the danger to Great Britain in 
losing its gold he says: 


Every year the number and power of great financiers increases, and the 
risk to the English money market from their overgrown operations, for 
which our system was nevermeant. Such movements had not been dreamed 
of forty-eight years ago, in 1844. 

Long may it be before any such attempt here is made by ao specu 
lators. It might easily bedone so rapidly thatthe effect would be disastrous 
inthe extreme. There would be no objects to serve at a time like the pres- 
ent, when transactions in all sorts of produce, as well as in stocks and 
metals, are at a minimum, speculation dormant, prices generally very low, 
banks full of deposits for which the owners see no present good employ 
ment, and the reserve still above fifteen millions. But there are plenty of 
opportunities when these conditions are reversed. 

ake a very different case. Some years ago the Russian Government had 
large deposits of money in London—some millions sterling—and was said to 
have asked for about three millions to be sent in gold. This at the time 
would have caused a sharp advance of interest, which was explained to the 
Russians, who accepted a moderate portion, letting the rest follow leisurely 
But suppose the time had been one of those whenit would have particularly 
suited the Russians to put our affairs into confusion by merely drawing 
their money out of bank in gold, as any one can do 

The Russian Government (according to the St. Petersburg Bourse Gazette 
quoted in Statist of 22d October, 1892, and other papers here) has now on de 
posit in London about ten millions sterling, five in Paris. and four in Ber 
lin, and has been drawing away some gold. Suppose, by and by, when 
business revives and the reserve falls, it suited the Russians, who are so 
roughly spoken and written about here in their financial and other affair 
to take their money roughly—say in one week, or in two days—how would 
business and credit in London and all over England stand next day? 


That is, if they should call for $50,000,000. 


The same difficulty could not occur in Germany, because the silver thalers 
are still full legal tender, and the banks have plenty. 


This is about Germany [ read: 
Just so during the poring troubles the Bank of England had to ask for 
permission to buy three millions sterling of gold from the large stock of the 


sank of France, which was said to dislike this, but to agree at request of 
persons influential in both countries. The sum was small to that other 


it is still affecting | 
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| bank but great to ours. The Continentals greatly enjoy the story i fre 
; qt ently refer to this help in speech and in print, when anything brings up 
} questions as to England's assumption of monetary superiority 


I will add to what Mr. Douglas says here, that they borrowed a 
nillion and a half pounds also at that time from the Bank of 





Russia as well as from France. 
they don’t mean to forget it Happily the Americans had by th time 
|} got a considerable amount of silver « ied, and ‘silver certificates we 
|} should call them silver notes—issued against silver, a egal tender, and 
these notes particularly popular as most convenient currency, equal to d 
Thus they had no dear money market, and did not need to draw on | ope 
for gold and so make things much worse, as otherwise they would have had 


to do. The Bank of England had once before to get assistance from tl 
Bank of France some years before the act of 1844. We before allud 
these cases of foreign help, but they deserve this fuller notice 

[ think it is pretty well established (and I do not know thati 
needs any further authority on the subject) that there is a 
scarcity of gold in Europe, but I will read one other extract from 
the address made by Hon. J. A. Balfour, member of Parliament, 


in the Egyptian Hall, Mansion House, London, August 3, 1893. 
It is a recent statement. 
Evils of a scramble for gold. 
| Itisa portion only of the address that I read: 
We have boasted that we lead the van of commerce, because We are the 
great upholcers of the single gold standard; and yet there is not a man, I 


venture to say, in the city of London at this moment, not a single man, who 
would not look with horror and with apprehension at every other nation fol 
lowing so good an example. Was inconsistency ever shown in more ludl 
crous colors? 

It is right, apparently it is orthodox, to have a single gold standard, but 
let Austria have a gold standard,let India try and get a gold standard, let 
the other countries go in for a gold standard, and a tremor seizes every one 


of our commercial magnates; they look forward to the possibility of an im 
mediate catastrophe, while they dread in the future thatslow appreciation of 
| the standard of value which is probably the most deadening and benumbing 





ifluence that can touch the springs of enterprise iu a nation. Such con 
ions, if they be well founded, and Lat allevents have most honestly at 
| tempted to arrive at the truth, may well ‘‘give us pause;"’ and I venture, if 
[ may, earnestly to appeal to that portion of my audience whose minds are 
not yet made up upon this question to reflect whether, of all subjects which 
deserve international treatment, that of the currency does not stand in the 
very first rank? 

That is a speech which I commend to the attention of some of 
the Senators here who seem to doubt the appreciation of gold 

As to the appreciation of gold directly, I wish to read from a 
little pamphlet published by Prof. Laveleye in 1890, who had 
written recently, just before his death, one of the most complete 
small works that has ever been written, I think, on monetary sci 





ence. Unfortunately it has not yet been translated into English, 
and therefore it is not accessible to the average American. He 
was a professor in the University of Liege, in Belgium, and | 


believe had a reputation at the time of his death for exactness 


| and correctness equal to thatof any other European writer. He 
|} Says: 
| The production of gold is insufficient for monetary wants beca the 
mints are almost compelled to close up. The instruments of exchanges not 
| being fed by an annual coinage of about one milliard of francs a year, as 
} they were formerly, are contracting; whence the fall of prices, the essential 
| character and cause of the present crisis 
This cause of the crisis, it seems tome,is undeniable: First, because it had 
been brought out into bold relief, with all its consequences, before events 
| came to confirm this forecast. Second, because a crisis exactly similar to 
the one we are now undergoing was produced after 1819 by a similar cause 


Third, because the eet on to which I have referred is in harmony with 
those principles of political economy which are least contested 


The appreciation of gold was predicted by a large number of 
ecientists in Europe before there was any appearance of the ap- 
preciation in fact. It was stated by those who had studied the 
question that if an attempt was made to put the burden of inter 
national money er.tirely upon gold alone gold would be appre- 


ciated or prices wouid fall. Dr. Laveleye here cites some of 
these views. He says 
1. The present crisis was foretold, in the most precise manner, by the 


most competent and the most various authorities. Let us first hear the bi 
metallists. Fourteen years ago Wolowski and Ernest Seyd foretold, in the 
following terms, the inevitable consequences of the demonetization of silver 
by a great state, although they did not then foresee a general proscription 
of the white metal, such as has taken place since: First. Trade will decline 
especially in the countries which have the largest commerce with foreiun 
countries; second, the fall of prices will cause great injury to manufactur 
ers, merchants, and farmers, and hence to their workmen; it will be of ad 
vantage only to fund-holders and to holders of coin; third, industry 


F 
| 


| 
| 
being 
sted disadvantageously in its profits, fewer new ventures will be made: 
urth, in this period of depression, the cause of which will not be under 
stood, recourse will be had to expedients which will aggravate the evil, and 
g@ these expedients will be protective tariffs 






| 


amor! 


If you suppress silver as a motor of circulation,’ said Mr. Wolowski to 
the monetary commission, on the 7th of April, 1870, “you will dimimish the 
ietallic mass intended to serve as an instrument of exchange the world 


\ large fall of prices will be the necessary consequence of the scarcity 
e white metal. Lands, for instance, will be sold for a less quantity of 
the land-owner will find himself between two fires and will be in 
ired in both directions. Land will decline in price and the mortgage it has 
wear become heavier.’ 
Léon Faucher, as far back as 1843, predicted the actual crisis in still stronger 
The Government, he said, can not prescribe that the type of value shall 
henceforth be gold instead of silver, for to prescribe that it should would be 
to decree a revolution, and the most dangerous of all revolutions, o1 
course would be towards the unknown.” 


! y 
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The Economist also foresaw the danger from afar. In 1869, in its review 
of the year, it wrote Se as follows: 

‘“ We may affirm that the actual production of gold of £30,000,000 (now re- 
duced to twenty millions) is scarcely sufficient to meet the increasing 
transactions of the commerce of the world and to prevent a sudden reduc- 
tion of prices and wages.”’ 

In its review of March, 1873, it peesictad the disastrous consequences of 
the adoption of gold monometallism by Germany, and it added; ‘* Uniess 
the annual production of gold suddenly increases the monetary markets 
of the world will probably be subjected to a great perturbation by this 
scarcity of specie.’’ 

Lord Beaconsfield expressed himself in the same way. He said: 

“T attribute the monetary disturbances which affect business transactions 
so disastrously to the changes which the governments of the continent have 
introduced into their standard of values. Our gold standard is not the cause 
but the consequence of our commercial ee It is evident that we 
should prepare ourselves for great disturbances in the business market, oc- 
casioned not by speculation or by some cause long known, but by a new 
cause, the consequence of which is very disastrous.” (D'Israeli, at Glasgow, 
November, 1873.) 

On March 20, 1879, speaking of the depreciation of silver, Lord Beacons- 
field said: 

‘(he product of the gold mines of California and Australia has constantly 
diminished, and, at the same time, several governments have modified their 
monetary system in favor of gold, and this notwithstanding the continued 
increase of population, which always requires a great increase of gold coin 
to effect exchanges. The latter has diminished from year to year, and the 
result of it is a situation the reverse of that which the discovery of the 
placer mines had brought about. Goldis acquiring greater value every day, 
and, consequently. prices are diminishing in proportion."’ 

Mr. Robert Giffen, chief of the English bureau of statistics, whose compe- 
tency in the question of prices is fully equal to that of Tooke, of Newmarch, 
and of Jevons, said, on the 2ist of January, 1879, to the society of statistics, 
after he had demonstrated the reality of the fall of prices due to monetary 
contraction: — 


It must be borne in mind that Mr. Giffen is one of the most 
distinguished monometallists of Great Britain, holding high 
public position. Mr. Giffen said: 


We must express the wish that the countries in which silver circulates 
shall not replace any partof that metal by gold. That would benothing less 
than acalamity to business, if ademand for gold simila: to that of the United 
States andGermany were produced. Even a much smaller demand for gold 
would soon be attended by very serious consequences. 


I might read, as I will read later, some further extracts with 
reference to this very question. 

At the monetary conference of 1878, Mr. Goschen said, on the 19th of Au- 
gust, that to wish to introduce the gold standard coer mnere was apiece of 
ntopianism, not only erroneous but dangerous. He adds: ‘In that case, the 
general effort which would be made on every hand to get rid of the white 
metal might occasion the greatest disorders in the economic world, and _ 
duce a crisis more disastrous than any within the memory of man." as 
Mr. Goschen not been a good prophet? Al) the states of Europe have pro- 
seribed silver and adopted the gold standard practically if not legally, and 
the crisis foretold by the eminent English statesman is unfolding under our 
eyes. 

“Mr. Soetbeer, the learned advocate of German monometallism, writes in 
the Jahrbiicher fiir National-Economie, July 15, 1880, page 129, speaking of the 
general adoption of the gold standard: 

“This solution of the monetary question would doubtless be theoretically 
the best, but the im sibility of realizing it in practice is so plain, that itis 
useless to stop to discuss a measure, the consequence of which would be the 
depreciation of silver and an absolute, incalculable decline of all prices.”’ 


I might read a great number of prophecies of this character. 
T pass on: 

Between 1870 and 1885 economic progress was also considerable, but less 
than during the previous period, and nevertheless prices fell to a lower level 
than in 1850, How, then, can it be denied that monetary contraction was the 
cause of this? Aceording to Mr. Sauerbeck, productionin England between 
1850 and 1870 increased 2} per annum, and between 1870 and 188514 only; while 
prices rose during the first mentioned period from 18 to 20 per cent, and fell 
during the second 80 per cent. 


He refers again to the work of Mr. Douglas from which I have 
read, speaking of the appreciation of gold. He quotes Mr. Rob- 
ert Giffen, and I desire to read thatas the statement of the most 
distinguished monometallists of Great Britain as to the apprecia- 


tion of gold: 

The appreciation of gold is most 7 and admirably proved and illustrated 
by Mr. R Giffen, of the board of trade, in his 1 and elaborate essay on 
‘Recent oh in prices,'’ etc., dated December, 1888, and published in the 
Journal of the Royal Statistical Society for that month, pages 713-815. Un- 
fortunately, that precious essay is not included by him in his recent volume, 
“The case against bimetallism,’’ a reprint of his other and much less valua- 
ble papers bear on this subject. That omitted essay affords one of the 
best answers to all the others on one of the great leading points of the cur- 
rency question—the supposed steadiness of gold as a standard of value. I 
therefore must offer some extracts from this part of its contents, because 
comparatively few have access to the journals of the learned societies, and 
ordinary people are repelled by these being too often dry as well as learned. 

After mentioning his paper in same Society's Jou in March, 1879, on 
“The Fall of Prices since 1873,"" in which he s ested that appreciation of 

id had un, or soon would doe so, and his reiteration of 8 tion 
= an essay inl he notices the fulfillment of his forecast by the admitted 

neral fall of prices, amounting to an appreciation or rise in the purchas- 
— power of gold. This conclusion he establishes ( 720-722) by de- 
tailed references \« the tables and index numbers.or averages of the Econo- 
mist. Mr. Sauerbeck, Mr. Soetbeer, the board of trade, and the American 
averages. His conclusions from these as to appreciation of gold are doubt- 
less incontrovertible. 

As to silver, he says (page740): “If we avoid extreme years the avesnae 
fall in commodities measured by gold rather exceeds the average fall in sil- 
ver measured by gold. In other words, instead of speaking of the de i- 
ation of silver,”’ as compared with gold, “we should be quite justified in 
spe of the a tion of silver when we measure it by the average of 
commodities,” which is the way in which he and all com: noes peneeee now 
and in former have measured the values of botl gold and silver. 
After stating many interesting facts and arguments, he remarks (page 750) : 

“We can say positively that the recent change from a high to a low level 
of prices is due to a change in money. of the nature, or in the direction of 
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absolute contraction.’’ And then heshows how the excessof import 
into England over exports of it in the fourteen years, 1858-(x7! 
sixty-seven and three-quarter millions sterling of net import, or a 
of about five millions annually, while in the following sixteen yea 
the netimport was under three-quarters of a million year ly. o 
one-half millions in all; whereas, if it had continued on the sar 
before, it should have approached eighty millions. 

‘Lhereupon he proceeds (page 753): * It is clearly impossible 
there has been no change fo the movement of gol, comparin 
riod with the other. If we look at coinage or other details, the rx 
be thesame. The stock of gold in England availahic for money h 
added to of late years as it Was in the period just before. The st 
the additions has had todo more work, and it has only been 
because prices have fallen, and incomes have not risen, whereas fro: 
1878, when gold was going so largely into England, not only did pri 
a little but incomes a great deal.'’ He adds that he believes the c: 
would be still more striking “if we could compare the excess of go 
from 1850 downward. But there are no official gold statistics be 
And further: 

“The common opinion then’’ (in 1872 as to goldappreciation) ‘' 
ent. It wasfreely said thatas there was so much gold about, there v 
for every purpose, and prices (of commodities) would rise furth: 
the method of measuring and comparing the supplies of gold 
“made a true forecast possible.’’ And therefore he said in 188 
Bankers’ Institute, when Mr. Goschen gave his invaluable addres 
the rise of gold and its vast upsetting effects, thatif the supply of new 
money were not sufficient to keep up the equilibrium looking to | 
crease of the population and wealth, etc., of the gold-using countries 
759), “‘ then we may have a long-continued fall of prices from generat 
generation, and this will probably have very great effects as time goe 

He then deals with the effects of this appreciation of gold on the disir 
tion of wealth, and says (page 759): ‘‘It is obvious beyond all questio: 
these effects may be important.’ ‘‘The debtors pay more than they \ 
otherwise pay, and the creditors receive more. The matter is thus 1 
important to the two large classes of people who make up the commu 
Appreciation is a most serious matter to those who have debts to pay 
prevents them gaining by the development of industry asthey would o' 
wise gain.” 

As to landowners he shows (page 760) how appreciation of gold and con: 
quent fall of prices has swept away the surplus value of many estates, e: 
pecially of land, and also estates of other sorts, and made them insufficie 
even to pay the mortgages onthem. Also, he illustrates the same kind 
effect on stocks of various sorts. 

He*pointed out then, in 1888 (page 762), the prospect of  troublous tims 
for instance, both for some of our Australian colonies and for a country |! 
the Argentine Republic, even if the appreciation does not grow more ser 
ous than it has been. That the pile of debts has to be paid, principa! an 
interest, in ecpromeians money, is a most serious consideration." We hay 
already seen his forecast on these points sadly verified. Ofcourse, the: 
Was overborrowing besides. Rising gold with falling wool, grain, and oth 

roduce contributed obviously and seriously totheresults. Wool and gra 

ike silver, are (according to his opinion) said to “fall” because gold 

dearer, and you can buy more wool and grain with the same amount of ¢ 
Butthedebtors have to send somuch more wooland grain annually to hu 

in payment of the same interest. This must be irritating to the borrowers 
who are called to bear much heavier burdens than they undertook. The; 
will prove unable to pay. And nothing could more reasonably, or at leas: 
aap be made an excuse for repudiation or for cutting down the | 
cipal or interest to be paid. 

Then he turns (page 768) to look at the probable course of pricesin the futur 
as affected by the probable “ continued pressure on gold, against which th 
only compensation would be a more extended use of economizing exped 
ents.”” “Such economizing expedients will in fact, as I believe, mitigate 
and modify the demand for gold. but the question is to what extent 
ey as I believed in 1872 that they would not do so to the extent of | 

ng a fall of prices, should the supply of gold not increase, so Ido no 
now that they will have a mitigating effect to any serious exien 
question then becomes, What is tobe the supply of gold ?” 

He then discusses (pages 763-765) the prospects of increased sup; 
both gold and silver from all sources—Transvaal included—alreacy f 
realized, and likely to be more so for both metals. But he indicates (pas 
765-766) the stron robability of a further heavy divergence between the 
values of gold and silver, which also has thus far cometrue. Mr. Gos 
statements were to the same effect. 

The sore and difficult ending follows (page 766): ‘‘Is there anything to be 
done by governments to mitigatethe appreciationof goldor provide again 
its effects is a question that will necessarily arise;" but on this par 
subject he has said very little, and apparently he does not see lis way 
important suggestions. Still the essay is of singular value 
should remain buried in the Statistical Journal is asad pity, es) 
far as it refers to prices of gold, silver, and other commodities. 

Much of the essay is given, very fruitlessly, to tables of wages at ditt 
dates and places, and discussions of them, which leads him (page 7 
speak of ‘‘that most curious puzzle of all, which seems so insoluble 
the slowness with which wages adjust themselves in England and in | 
to the changed relations between gold and silver.’ This, he thinks 
counted for by there ‘‘ being no depreciation of silver in India answering: 
ae J to its appreciation measured by gold in Europe.”’ There is no 
ciation of silver in India, and there is not goingtobeany. All Asiai 
ocean of silver throughout which trade is carried on by payment in 
ee as in the days of Abraham, er coined in the modern fashion. 
gold and silver movements can at most only make a ripple on the « 
that silver ocean. The extra stir and business demand for labor crea 
shipping, and railways, large new factories, etc., must locally raise : 
wages more or less where these causes Opera uite independently 
fluctuation in silver. Wages alwaysdiffer much locally, even in the va 
parts of England. 

The evidence before the em and silver commission was very large!) 
wages and retail prices. Thesemovevery slowly. Many ‘‘economists | 
they should rapidly show results, in various places, by rise or fall, a 1 
to the rise or fall of silver and gold,” but got no results worth mention. Le! 
any one compare the steady price of bread in London for many years | 
with the fluctuations and cheapening of wheat. 

Mr. Giffen’s ow, which I haveso largely quoted, was written by him with 
the reports and evidence published by the gold and silver commission be! 
him. e had himself a very prominent place among their witnesses. lie 's 
a strong goid monometallist. Yet with all thatinformation fully known and 
understood by him, he concluded as stated, that in relation to commodities 
gold had risen greatly, and silver had not fallen; and that the divergence 
seemed likely to continue and increase indefinitely, gold getting scarcer 10 
proportion to the demand. (Seealso pages 24, 25.) 

Other interes.ing writi by advocates of the English gold currency ac 
cept its ion and uss the effects of that. I see no one seriously 
attempt to prove the reverse now. The question seems to be avoided. The 
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yonents of bimetallism fight their battle, as Mr. Giffen continues to do, | wrong,’ they say, “there is no appr stion of gold; there is only overpro 
= 1er grounds. duc a n a 
On this subject I desire to read from Mr, Goschen, member of I have already read from the remarks by Sir William Houlds 


Par lial : é av 
n England, April 18, 1883: 





a us now assume what I think is probable enough, that there will be a 
ntinuance of low prices—that is to say, a continuance of the increased 
ae thesovereign. Two classes would be permanently affected: oneis the 
pis which is entitled permanently to receive a given amount of sovereigns 
The will be much better off. The class of debtors, on the other hand, wao 
are ound to pay a given amount of sovereigns for a long period to come 
will be much worse off. In the same way as the rise in prices generally is to 
the advantage of the debtor, so a fall in prices will be to his disadvantage. 





t leads me to another consideration. In examining the fall in 
. of various commodities, I did not allude to the value of consols and of 
~nrities. Have they fallen? No, they havenotfallen. Oughtthey to have 
tal en? No, they ought not to have fallen. According to the theory they 








An 


oui tohaverisen. Why? Because consols mean the right of the holder 
+o a given number of sovereigns; and consols, and railway debentures and 
oth rsuch instruments which give the holder a right to a certain number of | 
sovereigns, ought to have arisen, and they haverisen. Thissquares entirely 
with the theory of the increased value of the purchasing power of gold. In 
the same way as commodities, measured by gold, have fallen, these which 


entitled the holder to a certam number given amount of gold ought to rise 
and they have risen. : : ; , 

Let us proceed in inquiring what will be the effect upon various classes of 
the country on the assumption of the increased purchasing power of gold? 
As to the fundholder, I need not say any more. Hewill gain. He will re- 
ceive his £3 per £100, and those £3 willbe worth more thanthey ‘were before 
But perhaps they might be worth so much more that consols may rise beyond 
£100, and tt may very likely occur to a chancellor of the exchequer that the 
fundholder, if the position admits of it, should have his interest reduced 
from £3 to £2 15e., or possibly £2 10s. 

Now let me pass to another class. The holders of mortgages would be in 
a distinctly faverable position. While the mortgagesrun they will continue 
to recelve a sum which will represent a larger purchasing power than it did 
before. Those on the other hand who have borrowed on mortgage will be 
in a worse position. They will be under contract to pay a given sum, which. 
measured by the value of all other commodities, will represent a greater 
value than before. Toobtain that sum which they have to pay they would 
have to part with a greater quantity of commodities. ‘The infinence of this 
circumstance on landowners will not be overlooked. Landowners who have 
borrowed largely on their estates will be under contract to pay away a sum 
which represents more value than before, while the produce of the land, if 
caimnately that produce should generally fall in price like other commodi 
ties, would not secure the same amount of sovereigns. 

It is impossible to see how farmers should be able to continue to pay the 
same amount of sovereigns for rent, if the prices of what they raise from the 
soi! should permanently fall. 


I have read some extracts from Mr. Allard’s speech made in the 
Brussels conference, and I wish to read an extract from another 
speech made at the conference. Speaking of his former speech, 
he said: 

I showed you--Mr. Jones has recalled it—how Mr. Goschen called atten- 
tion at London in 1883 to the fall of prices and the rise of gold which was 
already visible. 

In 188 Mr. Goschen went to Manchester to give warning of the same 
danger. 

In 1886 it was not Mr. Goschen, but the English Government which was 
concerned at the slacking of trade, and which appointed the well-known 
Commission on the Depression of Trade. 

The following year, in 1887, Mr. Goschen again went to Manchester. He 
said to the manufacturers, ‘Take care. Gold is increasing in value, prices 
are falling, and a crisis menaces us.”’ 

In 1888 the English Government, becoming more and more concerned, ap 
pointed the Gold and Silver Commission. 

In 1889 Mr. Goschen, who had become chancellor of the excheqner. ever 
more and more uneasy in regard to the appreciation of gold, proposed the 
establishment of one-pound notes. The number of poundsin circulation was 
insufficient. 

He says on the next page (page 322): 

I have shown you that the real evil followed not from the fall of silver, but 
from the appreciation of gold. Have you not heard from the delegates of 
Mexico that in theirs, a producing country, where the circulation consists 
solely of silver and where if that metal had been depreciated it would have 
been felt soonest of all, that the imaginary depreciation had never existed. 
Silver, they tell us, still buys in Mexico the same quantities as before. 


That statement I made on the floor the other day, and this is 





a verification of it, because the Mexican delegates had made | 


that statement, and were sitting in the conference when Mr. 
Allard was speaking: 


It seems to me therefore obvious that it is the operation of the apprecia- 
tion of gold which makes us believe in the depreciation of silver 

On page 324 he says: 

As to the fall of silver there is none except that which we have created for 
ourselves in Europe, where silver is valued in gold. We have seen tha 
there is no fall of silver besides that which we ourselves bring about in 
measuring it with gold, which is scarce. We are like children who make a 
shadow on the wall and are as alarmed at itas if it were a reality. I think 
that if we had been more reasonable, and if, instead of demonetizing silver 
in 1873, we had opposed that measure as we opposed the demonetization of 
gold in 1850, the shadow which we have created would never have existed, 
and we would still be in that era of prosperity which we regret to-day 

On page 326 he says: 

it was for the same reason that gold appreciated, that it bought more and 
more commodities, and prices fell in consequence. This isa great revolu- 


tion in which all take part, and which prevails in England more than any- 
where else. F 


Again, on page 329, he says: 

The fall of silver is obstinately spoken of, and the rise of gold is obstinately 
denied. Consider Mexico, where silver is produced. The metal is not de- 
Preciated there, for it buys as many commodities as before. ‘No matter,” 
Bi the monometallists. “silver is depreciated, for we see that it is.” 

ut,” you tell them, “there is a crisis everywhere.” “There is no crisis,”’ 
they reply. “But,” you say, “gold is moreand more appreciated.” “Quite 





nent, inanaddress delivered before the Institute of Bank- | 


worth, delegate of Great Britain, on one point, and now I desire 
to read from him on another: 
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| Whatis necessary for England i rll t lustria 

nations of the world Their intere at re i t Com 

| merce is the great bond which 1 int n Y 1atio 

|} family, so that what prejudicially af ‘ 1 

| elally upon others. All, therefore, a1 erested ia securing a 

|} mon and secure basis for internati is said that I pr 

| tion of gold has never been proved If there has been a general fall ine 

| prices that is the proof. The one expression is the converse of the oth 
They respectively imply one another. They are only two ways of stat 

| the same fact. Metallic money as a medium of exchange, as the tan 

| payment of debts, may have decreased (as some assert), credit instr 

| may or may not have taken their place 

i B thisisnoanswer. The broad fact still remains thata general fall 

| ac money prices bh as taken plac no one with the evidence before him can 
dispute that), therefore that of itself is all the proof required that the quan 

} tity of the commodity (gold) by which other commoditiesare measured has 

not kept pace with the quantity of ; modities which it measures. This 
can only be called an appre tion of gold 

| ‘The course of silver price rther illustrates this point There the meas 

uring commodity (silver) has kept pace with the commodities which iti 
calied upon to measure in silver-using countries. Therefore \ 

| have notfailen. There has been no appreciation of silver. I am 

that my honorable colleague, Mr. Rothschild, does recognize the 

of India 


That is as much as I care to read on that point [ read agai 
from the compromise proposed, presented by Mr. Alphonse Al- 
lard, delegate of Belgium and Turkey to the conference, on page 
191 of this report: 

This crisis, which was foretold in 1870, is now, it is said, in action. The 


| disturbances which it produces are the more unjust and the more profound 





| 





since the fall in prices is not preduced by the development of labor or by the 
abundance of wealth, but by an artificial cause, which is none other thanthe 
law proscribing silver and thereby producing appreciation of gold 

No variation in the level of prices can be observed in silver countrie i 
follows, therefore, that the depreciation of silver in Europe is only produc 
by the appreciation of gold. 

It is said that this artificial fall in prices, caused by the appreciati 
gold, has for its results terrible social inequalities, the ruin of our agricul 
ture, the slackness of our industries, the distress of our workmen, and the 
uneasiness which prevails everywhere. 

For twenty years there has been a continual endeavor on all sides to fin 
some other cause, but none has been discovered; and therefore no more et 
fectual remedy has been found than the monetary reme 

It 1 ar ome tome that the task to which this conference of 1892 is specia 
called is to counteract the evil of the fall of prices and the artificial appre 
ciation of gold, and to combat the instability of exchange between the 
countries which constitute one-third of the world, and the silver countrie 
which form the other two-thirds. 

I do not desire to tire the Senate, nor take the time of th 
Senate unnecessarily, but it seems to me that the question 
whether gold has appreciated or silver has fallen is, after all 
the vital question. As was said to me a day or two ago by th 
Senator from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE], and who called my at 
tention to it,itappears to be the very gist of the wholething. Has 
gold appreciated? If it has, and silver is still maintaining all 
over the whole its purchasing power, as lamendeavoring toshow 
then the question is, how shall we propose a remedy that shall 
not raise silver up, but bring gold down to its former position 
and keep it from continually appreciating? So I beg the indul 
gence of the Senate while I read a littie further. 

Mr. Van den Berg, a delegate of the Netherlands, made 
speech in the conference. Although it is not just what I re- 
ferred to before I had it in my mind but could not put my hand 
onit. He refers to Dr. Soetbeer’s statement as to the amount of 
gold that is absorbed in industrial uses in the arts and tradé 


; 





| and says: 


This result of the accurate investigations of Dr. Soetbeer has struck m« 
all the more, as he was formerly one of those who w in no wise alarmed 













as to the arcity of gold for monetary uses; and not to seem to exaggerate 
the iportal of this I think I should recall ery words which the 
learned Dr. Soetbeer used to express hisidea. This is what he wrote shortly 
before his death 

‘One could not demonstrate by ficures the incorrectness of the hypothesi 


that in recent years the industrial use of gold, together with the needs of 
Oriental countries and for private hoards, had materially arrested the in 


crease of the Monetary stock and had very probably absorbed the annua! 
pre ction of the metal; but proofs are equally lacking to support the cor 
trary hypothesis.” 


Mr. Van den Berg goes on to say: 


The sufficiency or the insufficiency of gold for the monetary uses of t} 





world is, gentlemen, the real knot of the question before us. It isnot unf 
miliar that up till now the defenders of monometalliism have always su 
1 l idea that there was no lack of gold and that a more or less con 





e appreciation of the yellow metal was entirely out of the question 

stallists alone were of the contrary opinion. but now one of the 
nt partisans of monometallism has joined their ranks and tells 
hat it is not silver which has fallen but gold which has risen. The parti 
san which I have in mind is the Statist of London, which is an authority in 
nonetary and financial matters, and rightly so, because, unless Iam mistaken 
tis written at the dictation, or at least at the inspiration, of the learned 
tatistician, Robert Giffen. In the number of November 5 we read the fol 
lowing declaration apropos of the proposals submitted to the British Gov 
ernment in regard to the possible introduction of the gold standard in Brit 
ish India 


Now I read the quotation from the Statist: 


We presume that the plan is based upon the mistaken notion that the value 
of gold is more stable than that of silver. We have seen that between 1873 
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and 1880 all gold prices fell ruinously. We have also seen that during the 
same period silver prices did not fall; in other words, while the smaller quan- 
tity of gold year after year exchanged for a larger quantity of all other com- 
modities, silver included, the same quantity of silver, or nearly the same, 
exchanged for the same quantity of all other commodities, gold excluded. 
Does it not necessarily follow that it was the condition which determined 
the value of gold, which altered, not the eondition which determined the 
value of silver; or, to put the matter into perhaps plainer language, does 
it not necessarily follow that the value of silver during the past twenty years 
has been far more stable than the value of gold? 


a that is a gold monometallic authority equal to any in the 
world. 

Mr. SQUIRE. What is the date? 

Mr. TELLER. November, 1892. This is what Mr. Van den 
Berg says: 

Gentlemen, has the weakness of gold monometallism ever been placed in 
clearer light than in the lines which I have just cited, written by one of the 
most convinced monometaliists, by a “Gold Fanatiker’’ as the Germans 
say? If it be true that the price of silver has remained stable, and that it is 
gold which has risen during the last twenty years, that is a condemnation 
pure and simple of all monetary systems based upon gold, for the relative 
stability of i's value is one of the essential conditions of a good money, and 
a gradual appreciation of the standard used to measure all values and affect 
all exchanges can not fail to be disastrous to all mankind, as it benefits only 
those who own it and aggravates the position of the others, the workers; in 
a word, the immense majority of the population. 

I have a large number of citations here from various authori- 
ties as to the appreciation of gold, and to the effect that silver 
has maintained steadily its purchasing power, except as to gold. 
When measured by commodities, silver remained in its normal 
condition, still purchasing as much in its bar form to-day as it 
would in 1873, when it was demonetized. In 1873 an ounce of 
silver would not buy in thiscountrya bushel of wheat by 3 cents— 
| am speaking now of the uncoined silver in this country. To- 
day an ounce of silver, as lowas it is, will buy more than a bushel 
of wheat in any market in the world, or at least it will in this 
country, and it will come so near to it in the markets of Europe 
that it may be said to practically do that. 

In 1873 an ounce of silver, treated simply as a commodity, 
would exchange for 64 pounds of cotton. To-day the samesilver 
can be exchanged for 10 pounds of cotton. That is true of all 
other products. Silver has not lostits purchasing power as com- 
pared with products. It has lost its purchasing power of gold; 
in other words, gold has increased in value 55 percent. In 1873 
« man who owed a thousand dollars could pay it with a little 
over 800 bushels of wheat. To-day he must take 1,500 bushels 
of wheat to pay the sameamount; and with his thousand bushels 
of wheat he could buy as much silver in 1873 as he can buy now. 

As the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] said the other day, 
when all things have changed except one the change is in the 
one and not in all: it is a change in the money that measures it, 
und nothing else. 

I have here one or two authorities that possibly I had better 
read. The fall in the price of commodities and the rise in the 
price of money is one of very serious character to the men who 
produce. It is especially serious to the men who are owing 
debts. It is especially serious to a country that owes large 
amounts of money in other countries and has to sell its products 
to pay its debts abroad. If the wheat that goesfrom this country 
to Europe could be sold at the old price of 1873 we would be 
very much nearer paying our debts than we are now. Where 
we sent one bushel of wheat then we must send nearly two to 
meet the same debt. Every year the price grows less and less. 
We must send more wheat every year than we sent the preced- 
ing. This money condition of the world has destroyed the 
doctrine of supply and demand to agreat degree. With agreat 
crop or a little crop or a great demand or a little demand the 
price is steadily downward. 

Mr. President, what does the repeal of the act of 1890 mean? 
All the authorities so far as I know that are worthy of attention 
declare that with this repeal there must come a further fall in 
silver. It was repeated by a number of gentlemen in the con- 
ference of 1892 that the repeal of this act would mean a fall in 
silver. The English papers have declared within the last ten 
days that with the repeal of the act there would be a further 
fall in silver. Nobody can ye it. All business men are an- 
ticipating it. The further fall in silver is simply an apprecia- 
tionof gold. It is simply a fall in prices, a lower price for every- 
thing that we manufacture, a lower price for everything that 
we create, a lower price for the thousand million dollars’ worth 
of products that we export. 

It will not do for the advocates of — to tell me that this 
is but a temporary thing; that when they have disposed of this 
bill, when they have the Sherman act off the statute book, they 
are prepared to give us proper legislation on this subject. If 
that was the sentiment of the people who are demanding re- 
peal, they would have consented to some adjustmentof this ques- 
tion. They would have consented that the people who fear and 
predict disaster to come to the industries of this country by con- 
traction to be brought about by repeal might have something 
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given to them that would prevent the fear that they }) 
pressed. But from the beginning it has been determine, 
it should be unconditional repeal or nothing. ie 

There has never been an hour since the Senate met to concian. 
this question that there has not bcen a majority of this bod, oh 
believed in their hearts (and they have so expressed it. if yo, 
openly on the floor ia private conversation at leist), that ; 
ought to be an adjustment of this matter; that there sho 
some provision made not simply for the purchase of sily: 
simply in the interest of the mine owners, but in the int 
preventing a contraction; that there should be some steps + en 
to secure to the people of the United States an ineresse o¢ 
money. 

There is nota man living who will dare stand before the Am, 
ican people and declare to-day that there is not a necessity thas 
every month there should be put into our currency more mone 
equal in extent at least to the growth of population, equal A 
amount to the demands that are made by new business, incre sed 
commerce and trade. No country growing as ours can afford to 
take the position of standing still on its money, and Senators 
who are favoring repeal dare not face that question. 

They tell us to wait until the repeal takes place and they wil] 
give us something that is liberal; that if they take away the sil- 
ver legislation they will add to the money of the country all that 
the business of the country demands. 

_ Mr. President, that is not to be done. There will be, in my 
judgment, no effective legislation upon this subject in the n 

four years. There will be no effective legislation untii the 
American people are heard from—not the bankers, not the Wail 
street people, not the boards of trade, but the great American 
voting population; and I believe that they will be heard from in 
a way that may be eventually effectual: that it will be found in 
time that the people will rule, and that no man or two or ti 

men can stand in the way of a proper adjustment of this question, 

Wewere told the other day that there was to be acompromis 
We were told that the extremes were to meet, and those who 
demand a great deal on one side and on the other would yield 
something. If rumor is true a very large and respectable por- 
tion of the Senate had agreed to some adjustment of this « 
culty. It is said in a way that justifies me in speaking of it that 
he who has no right to speak to us upon this subject declared 
that no compromise should take place; thatit would be uncondi- 
tional repeal or nothing. 

Mr. President, the Senate has been in session for eleven weeks, 
The eyes of the whole Americ2n people have been upon the Sen- 
ate. The demand has been made upon us from certain quarters 
for speedy action. We have deliberated and considered and dis 
cussed. We on this side of the Chamber, I mean those who ha 
favored the largest use of silver as money, have been read 
all times to test this question, not in the forum of physi 
durance, but in that which is becoming and befitting An 
Senators, in the forum of debate. We have challenged our « 
ponents to meet us on every question and they have met us . 
cipally with taunts and revilings. They have met us by the old 
stale and worn-out and broken-down arguments of monoimetil- 
lism. They have denied the existence of facts as patent anda 
apparent as that the sun shines in the heavens. Thentheyturn 
around and tell us to get rid of this bill and at some time in the 
future they will consider this financial question. 

This question, touching every mun’s interest everywhere in 
this country, is to be postponed to a more convenient season. 
What time can be more appropriate than the present, when the 
country is suffering, when the people are in distress, when the 
mills are shut up, and the country is full of unemployed and 
idle 'men? We have an abundance of time: why should there 
be haste? Why should we be asked to proceed to-day any more 
than next week or the week after? 

A great party has come into power in all the departments of 
the vernment, and here we are, after ninety days, with no 
financial system offered, no financial system provided. !t was 
said here by myself more than six weeks ago that | assumed 
that this party would have a financial policy and would enun 
ciate it. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLAT? ] indicatec 
that he thought I was rather too sanguine. I think, possib'y, 
was; at least we have seen no indication of a financial policy, but 
we are told it is to come later. When? 

We are told also that if the Sherman law is repealed there wi! 
come prosperity: that the mills which are closed will be openee 
that the unemployed will have employment: where there !s 0 
want there will be plenty: and where there is now idleness ' 
will belabor. Iamneithera prophetnor thesonofa propic', | 
I say here that the signs of the times do not indicate such » re 
sult,and the greatmetropolitan press, which have been p:eac:1ng 
to us day by day that all that was needed to make good times was 
to repeal the Sherman act, vesterday in their columns, when 
they declared that the end of this controversy had come, that ub 
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s»onditional repeal was assured, took the precaution to inform 
their readers that they must not expect too much from repe ul, 


that it was not assured that prosperity would come with repeal. | 


Mr. President, this country is not to see prosperity imme- 
diately. The world is disjointed and out of shape on account of 
the monetary condition; and we shall have in this country dis- 
tress, stagnation, and paralysis of business, and the same will be 
the case throughout the world; it will prevail abroad as well us 
here. They will have it in Europe; and they will have it in 
every country where the gold standard prevails; an 1 they wil 
have it nowhere else. They have not had it in India; they hy 
not had it in China; they have not had it in Mexico; they hay 
not had it in Japan; they have not had it in any country that 
has been using silver as the standard, be ‘aUse the discarded sil- 
ver of the world has gone to those countries, and they have had 
an abundance of metallic money, while other people have been 
suffering on account of the scarcity of money. So there has been 
prosperity, [I repeat, and greater stability of prices in every 
portion of the world where silver is used as the standard, than 
in countries where gold is used. 

Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
his statement is very interesting; but it reminds me that only 
this morning the newspapers published a telegram from Me 
indicating that times were as badly out of joint thereasanywh :re 
else. It is to be remarked that Mexicoisa country having large 
gold obligations to Europe. On the other hand, we have informu- 
tion that the prosperity in China and Japan was never greater; 
that it has not been seriously affected by the stoppage of the 
coinage of silver in India, which has made a difference of ex- 
change between India and other parts of the Orient. The pur- 
pose of my interruption was to ask the Senator if he understood 
there were good times now in Mexico? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand there are good timesin Mexico. 
I understand that Mexico in the last five years has made more 
progress than during any twenty-five years of its history. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Iam speaking about this time. 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. The number of factories which have 
been started in Mexico in the last few years is remarkable. 
There is prosperity in Mexico, except so far as the public debt 
is concerned, which is payable in gold; and the Government of 


1co 


Mexico, like the Government of India, is in distress on that ac- | 
The taxes are collected in silver in Mexico, and their | 


count. 
debts are payable in gold. The great railroad of Mexico, whose 
bonds are owned principally in Europe, has been paying 50 per 
cent of its income to turn its silver into gold; and in that re 
spect that great railroad has been embarrassed. The Govern- 
ment, owing ten to twelve millions of interest every year, has 
been compelled to add the difference between the silver col- 
lected and gold, that is, what silver will buy in gold, making 
their interest debt in Europe instead of $12,000,000 somewhere 
in the neighborhood of $18,000,000. Thatis the trouble which 
exists in Mexico. 

A distinguished Mexican said to me within the last four weeks 
that Mexico was prosperous. He is a man who ought to know 
the condition of Mexico if any man does. When I asked him, 
‘Will you close your mints if silver goes lower?” he replied, 
“We shall not close our mints if silver goes to 50 cents an ounce.” 
He said, ‘‘ Mexico was never prospering as now; but what we 
sell we sell for silver, and what we buy we buy for gold; and the 
prices are so high that our people are ceasing to buy foreign 
goods and are themselves manufacturing. 

Now, let us go to Japan and China. China has been substan 
tially stable inallher pricesfor twenty years. I know that when 
the disturbance came in the fall of silver, and when it was re- 
ported that the Mexican nation would cease to coin silver dollars 
and close its mints, the merchants of Hongkong, became fright- 
ened, held a meeting to determine how they could manage to do 
business there, because they had been in the habit of using Mexi- 
can silver dollars as their currency. That is the only disturb- 
ancel can learn of in China. When they found thatthe Mexican 
Government did not intend to close its mints, but would continue 
to coin silver, they were content, This is the latest advice I have 
from China and it is quite recent. 

There is no question of the appreciation of gold; there is no 
question that that appreciation of gold is bearing heavily upon 
all the productive energies of this country and of the world. 
There is no question that the only men who are being benefited 
by it, as the Senator from Nevada {Mr. JONEs] has repeatedly 
said, and as Mr. Allard has said, are the annuitants, those who 
have fixed incomes, and the people who hold the credits of the 
world, who hold consols and bonds which are payable in gold. 
They are benefited because the amount to be paid remains the 
same, while the purchasing power of every dollar is doubled, 
and the ability of every man to pay is decreased by the appre- 
ciation of gold just in proportion as it appreciates. If the ap- 
preciution is 45 per cent, then he is 45 per cent worse off than he 
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calculated when he made his contract; if it is 55 per cent he is 
>) per cent worse off than when he made his contract. 

Mr. President, no year of jubilee comes to the debtor class and 
no year of jubilee will come to them, until we rehabilitate silver 
and bring gold down to where it oughs to be. 


History shows that the greatest benefit the world has received 
was when the burden of debt was removed from the people, and 
that the greatest calamity which can befall any people the 
world is to have the burden of debt increased. 

I presented here recently statistical information to show that 
the debts of this country had been incre to such an extent 

t it seems to me it will be impossible for the makers of 
debts ever to pay. The only government in the world w W 
of which released all debtors was that which came direct ym 
the Divine command, and which provided tht every fift 
the debtorshould go free. It was a wise pr nof law As 
an economic principle, that it would be w should be | 

| nations, but no year of jubilee is proposed here; pay or 
get out is the rule now. 

[ stated on aformer occasion that the English system of finance 
adopted in 1816 and completed in 1819 by the so-called P ct, 
changed the condition of the ndowners of Great Brit re- 
ducing their numbers to one-fourth, changing enti the 
landed system of the country, under which the great pro tive 
farming power of the country, the independent farm-owner dis 
appeared. That will be the e ndition in count e 
present policy is continued. The American farm whi ns 
his farm will in a generation be a thing of the past. 

Mr. President, it is important for us to consider whe we 


shall destroy the best element of American manhood by our sys- 
tem of finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator if he ins 
to be understood as saying that the number ol 
landholders in Great Britain has been decreased to abou ne- 
fourth of the original number? 

Mr. TELLER. It is even worse than that. 


Mr. HIGGINS. To one-fourth or by one-fourth? 
Mr. TELLER. To one-fourth. [n a few years,in a ria- 
tion, of the men who owned their farms and tilled them under 


that system three-fourths of them disappeared; and that i at 
is laid out for us. 

It will not do for anybody to te!l me thxt this proposed 
lation is in the interest of an honest dolls [It has to be done 
in the interest of a dishonest dollar, or robbery and thievery 


and fraud upon the productive energies of the American people. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to ask the 
is his serious contention that the reduction and 
tion of the number of freehold farmers who till their own lind 
in Great Britain was occasioned bysuch a cise as he has stated? 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell me what was the 

Mr. HIGGINS. I believe that Alison, the historian, 
uted it to free trade, but certainly the culmin ition occurred sev- 
eral decades ago. 


or wh - it 


sen 


almost extirp 


Mr. TELLER. Alison did not attribute it tofree trade. That 
class of farmers disappeared practically before free trade was 
adopted. Free trade was not adopted in Engiand until after the 


great depression which came by the Peel act, described so griph- 
ically by the Senator from Nevada[Mr. JONES] the other day, 
and described hundreds of times by publicists and writers upon 


this question, which could hardly have escuped the attention of 


the Senator. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Certainly the reduction of the number of 
freeholders in Great Britain who till their own farms could not 
have been caused by the failure of the world to use silver. 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, it is not that. The world 


used silver, but England went to the gold standard, and at- 
tempted to do her business upon a limited amount of money. 
That is what she did, and that is what brought disast« But 


does the Senator deny that there was for twenty years the great- 
est distress in Great Britain which ever existed in any country? 
If he will Doubleday’s history of the transactions of that 
period, he will find that men went to Parliament with petitions 
declaring that they had paid out large sums, amounting in some 


a Ee 
take 


instances to almost two or three hundred thousand dollars for 
estates, and then had to mortgage them for half the money, 
which they could not pay. and so had lost their estates, and 
asked Parliament to grant them relief. I think the Senator 
from Nevada recently in his first speech alluded to that. The 


whole matter can be found in Doubleday’s Financial History of 
England, published in 1847. 


Mr. HIGGINS. If the Senator will permit me, it is a subject 


upon which I have not read recently, but I well remember read- 
ing one of the last speeches of Mr. John Bright, in which he at- 
tributed that distress to the duty upon co nd that it placed 


the price of grain at a very unreasonable height in Great Brit- 
ain, which made great profits to the landowner, so that he was 


2850 


able, and it was to his advantage, to buy out tenant farmers, and 
that he did so. 

Mr. TELLER, It was not the landowner who bought out the 
tenant farmer. John Bright could never have made that state- 
ment. It was the banker, and the merchant, and the broker who 
bought the land; it was not the men who tilled the land who 
bought, but it was the men who had capital and lived in cities 
and accumulated great amounts of land, which they leased out. 
Before that time the rule all over Great Britain was that the 
men who owned 200, 400, or 500 acres of land belonged to what 
they called in that country the yeomanry. They were the bone 
and the sinew of the land, and it was from that class that there 
came the soldiers, and the sailors, and the defenders of the Eng- 
lish flag and the illustrators of the glory of the English race. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Itis my recollection that previous to the adop- 
tion of the law repealing the corn laws the change of property 
in Great Britain was the aggrandizement of the estates of its 
nobles and its gentry, and it was owing to the great: prosperity 
to trade which sprang up in England subsequent to the repeal 
of the corn laws, andyconsequently the advantage of England in 
the markets of the world which enabled the trades people to be- 
come the purchasers of estates. Certainly that has been the 
case in Ireland in later days. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Delaware will have ample 
time to explain his position. I say that he is incorrect. The 
Peel act was passed in 1819. That was the culmination of the 
act of 1816. In 1822, so bad had the condition of Great Britain 
become under the Sir Robert Peel act that they were compelled 
to suspend the operation of the act for some years, and a portion 
of the distress came during the following ten years, and after- 
wards, but it had culminated before the repeal of the corn laws 
in 1842. The Senator first said it was free trade, and now he 
says it was the corn laws. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I stated that Alison, the historian, said it 
was free trade. Linformed the Senator, and he will so find in 
an essay published in Blackwood’s Magazine in 1849. I did not 
give it as my view, but I simply referred to that authority. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not remember what Alison said, but the 
history of the world, an examination of its position, and the pe- 
titions which went up to Parliament, explain the condition of 
the country at the time when it was declared that the landown- 
ers had been robbed and destroyed by the capitalists of the 
country. That ought to convince the Senator, and I think it 
will. [ am not asserting it on my own statement alone, but it 
has been asserted again and again that England’s going toa 
gold standard brought about a condition which nobody can deny 
existed. 

It hasbeen depicted anddescribed by historian after historian. 
Someof them have said that it did not result, perhaps, altogether 
from the change in her financial system, but, it my judgment, it 
did result from that cause, and it brought about the condition [ 
have mentioned; so that the man who owned from 200 to 400 
acres of land and tilled it with his boys, and worked it with 
his own hands, and whose wife and daughters worked in the same 
way—that class has disappeared rapidly from Great Britain, and 
they are now the exception, while they were the rule before. 
Nobody can deny that. 

That is, I repeat, what will be done in this country. You 
will place such burdens upon the American farmer that he will 
be utterly unable to remove the mortgage upon his property. 
This will be done by degrees; not in a year, not in ten years; 
but in a generation you will see American farmers as independ- 
ent landowners disappear in this country. I do not suppose 
legislation here is intended for a month, or six months, or a 
year. Iam not so much concerned as to what may happen to- 
morrow, but I am concerned as to the logical sequence of the 
principles which are here to be adopted, or to flow from them in 
one year or ten years or twenty years or thirty years; and he is 
a@ very careless and a very ignorant legislator who legislates 
only for to-day and who sees no evil ahead. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator if he has 
made any investigation of this question recently, and whether 
the relative proportion of landowners to our own agricultural 
population has increased or decreased within the last few years? 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose that the farming population has 
probably increased. It ink the landowners, owing to the land 
in the new States, have been on the increase. Of course we have 
had a large amount of virgin soil to divide amongst our people; 
we had the great plains of the West to be settled, and we have 

iven a farm to every man who would go upon it. To-day that 

practically over; as the Senator from laware oy 
said, we have reached the point now where there will com- 
paratively few farms made hereafter from unimproved lands— 
more in the extreme West, where irrigation prevails, but very 
little in any other section of the country. 

But there is one thing which nobody Rita that farm mort- 
gages have increased ata rapid rate. If Senators will take up 
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the census reports and take one State after another they » 
find the heading, ‘‘Farm mortgages have progressive! 
creased.” If the mortgages amounted toso much ten y: 

you will know they amount to more this year. ; 

I have here a statement, which I presented to the S 
the 21st of August and had printed, and I then challeng 
body to deny the correctness of it, because I took som 
pains to satisfy myself that it was correct. It is the 
ment made by Mr. Frederick C. Waite relative to the « 
the financial and industrial depression, which has been 
as a Senate document. I did not intend to refer to it, 
bears upon this question I think it proper that I should 
from it. Mr. Waite says: 


The most astonishing increase of all, however, is in the real e 
gage indebtedness, as disclosed by the investigations of the Fley 
sus. Let us remember that this is largely the debt of the hardest 
and the poorest paid of all our American citizens, namely, the far 
the laborers who are trying to obtain a home of thoir own by hi 
In the twenty-one States for which the mortgage indebtedness has b 
lated the aggregate amount in force at the close of 1889 was four t! 
five hundred and forty-seven millions with the great States of Ohio, 1 
and California, and whole groups of lesser States yet to be heard fro) 
— aggregate will be no less than six thousand three hundred m 

he aggregate in 1880 was only about two thousand five hundred mii 

So the farm indebtedness, if this statement be correct 
more than doubled in ten years. 

Last year, after turning the scale at eight thousand millions, the 
gage indebtedness continued its upward flight, not being contented wi 


ncrease of 220 per cent, or nearly four times the increase in the true 
of real estate. 


In a word, the total net private indebtedness of the American | 
equaled, in 1880, but 86,750,000,000. Last September it amounted to nine! 
thousand seven hundred millions, an increase of thirteen thousand mill! 
in the short period of twelve years. 

If anybody can contemplate with eqanimity the condition « 
the American people with that amount of indebtedness to pay 
with falling prices, with languishing industries, he must be di! 
ferent from most men. 

When you realize that the holders of this $19,700,000,000, or 
least a portion of it, held in the great cities and the great mo: 
centers, are the agencies wliich have been assailing the Se 
for ninety days to hasten to give them an extra opportunit 
take an additional sum out of their debtors, you need not 
der that the abuse has been violent and vicious. They are { 
ing for a stake so large that they can afford to be aggres 
they can afford to bring upon the Senate agencies never | 
brought to bear upon it. 

I have said before, and I repeat now, their stake is too 
to hope or expect that they will relax their efforts. They n 
to put this country, if possible, upon a low plane of prices, | 
cause when they do that they increase the purchasing power o/ 
every dollar they hold, and then we shall be told that all of t 
is done that we may have an honest dollar,adollar of the ¢ 
est purchasing power. Mr. President, the dollar whic! 
appreciated 55 per cent in twenty years is not an honest d 
What we want is a dollar which maintains the stability and 
formity of prices in this country, so that a man who enters 
an engagement to-day to manufacture or to do any kind « 
ness may know something about what he will getfor his »: 
to-morrow. 

i have a large number of quotations from various writers | 
this subject, which I thought I should use in the cou as 
remarks, but I do not think I shall take the time to-day | 
have here, however, an article written by Mr. J. Barr Ko! 
which was published in the February number of the Journal 
the Society of Arts, in the city of London, entitled ‘The c 
rency problem.” I had intended to quote at considerable len 
from this article, as it contains some very excellent sugg 
is very instructive, and is written in a most candid mann 
instead of using it in my remarks, I ask permission of the 
ate to have it published asa document, because I think it 
furnish to Sepators, no matter what their views may b 
subject, information which they will be glad to get. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, and 
article referred to will be printed as a document. 

Mr. TELLER. I now yield to the Senator from Washi 
[Mr. SQUIRE}. 
SCHOOLS OF MINES. / 


Mr. DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from Washington to y! 
to me in order that I may call up Senate bill 1040, which |! 
will not lead to any debate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present « 
sideration of the bill (S. 1040) to aid the States of Ca 

| Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, C 
rado, and South Dakota to support schools of mines. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 0! 
the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I ask that the bill be read. 


lifarnin 
Llioruii 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. from Tennessee that the 1 tic ve sports 
ae Secretary re ad the bill. the committee and laid on the tal 


TELLER. Inotice that the bi crores Selle pramens | Mr. ZARRIS. Let then n the table, and I shall 











of i: por oc snt to the States named in the billof the amount paid | Senate, possibly to-morrow, to consider them 
to the United States for mineral lands within those States. <A ACTING ASSISTANT DOORKE!] 
similar bill has be en passe 1d three or four times and it h@ always Mr. WHITE of Lo ‘ a ' - ' 
been passed with a provision for 50 percent. I shall move Siemtees ae Ciaatieede : 7 coe 7 > a diets : d 
strike out ‘‘ 25” and insert ‘'50.” aiamen thé teiieaine veers ee ae : ” —s 
- DUBOIS. That will be entirely agreeable to me rts Te a” aoa Oe “fie, 4 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idahoasks unan- | © ">" vs - ~~ *? — ee ie , ; 
jmous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Is thers on . oe se *% 
objection? : | additional acting assistant | ever & 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I think the bill had better go over until | 82,592, 1 naid from the t 
to-morrow, 80 that we may have an opportunity to examine it © 
fr. DUBOIS. Iwill state to the 5 nato r that the bill h ASSISTANT ENROLLING AND ENGROSSING 
been reported from the Committee on P ubl ic Lands. Mr. WHITE of Lo ie ‘ a 
* WASHBURN. When the bill shall be under conside ra ee ae on Bates Agee a rtnge: “2 
tion, I shall move an amendm« nt to insert ‘* Minnesota” in th eit Ciek) Mees ee ieee a 
list of Sarna d. Ag ‘ ¥. ve Will t on = i y 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection has been made to the ; a » Iie on % ; R 
present co! kietin of the bill, and it will go over. ; , ‘ a 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ; ee ee ae ee ee The tog ly oo 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O ngent fund of the Senate for the remainder of t 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed THOMAS WILLIAMS 
to the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Rx THI? of Louisiane. from the ¢ od a 
66) t i a acknowledgments of the Government and the peo- |, i : ti ; at i : ae E 
ple of the Unite ad States be ten lered to various foreign gov: the § 73 ’ : s 
a nts of the world in cor umemoration of the discovery of Ai . er 12. 1893. su ‘ ' : 
ca | y C hristoph er Columbus. , i tha t be referred to t ’ a : 
The message also announced that the House had passed th ie "' 
following bills;.in which it requested the concurrence of th E pal ig tl 5 aod Sik 
Senate: { folding r om of the: n te, on the St 1ay ri 1 . 
A bill (H. R. 693) for the relief of the heirs of Martha A. Dealy, | i lin the freight elevator, having the heel igh 
deceased: and and the! hentirely ped away, rende! I i y 
A bill (HB. R. 913) for the relief of Louis C. Williams. eee Se ee 
The message further announced that the House had p issed lved, That the Secretary of the Senate b 
concurrent resolutions ré rul ating the engrossment and enr ected to pay to the said T! 3 MBS Out Of Che ing ni 
127) * of the Senate the sum of 8600 La > Ly ° é al and r ex 
ment of bills and joint resolutions. penses incurred and which may } iT! .ccount nid 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE MUTCHLER emneealee CURTOINANS AND JANTTORS 


The message also announced that the House had passed reso 
lutions commemorative of the life and services of the Hon. Wil- 
liam Mutchler, late a Representative from the State of Penns 
vania. 

Mr.QUAY. Mr. President, I request that the resolutions 
just received from the House of Representatives, relative to the 


Mr. GORMAN. Isubmit at this time a resolution as 
information of importance to the Committee on Appr« 
which I desire to have r« sud. : 

The VICE-PRESIDEN’ The resolution will b 

The Secretary read as follov : 





death of my late colleague, Mr. Mutchier, lie on the table for the | . 2e#e/ved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to repor : 
x 6 - As 7} 1 ‘ Senate as early.as practicable the number, names, tit f office 

present. At the proper time I shall ask the Senate, by appro- | nent. rate of con stion. and date of appointment of all persons! 

priat ko action, a fitting tributet o the virtues of the deceased. ployed ateach t ling under control of the Vreasury Dep 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions will lie on the table fiscal year 1804 appropriation for“ pay of assistant custodian snitors 
fiscal year 1d: 


INVESTIGATION OF FORD’S THEATER DISASTER. Mr.GORMAN. | only desire to state to the Senate that there 


ir. WHITE of Louisiana, from the Committee to Audit and | appears to be a large deficiency in the appropriation made for 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom were this purpose, and an additional appropriation is asked for. The 
referred the resolutions submitted by Mr. HARRIS, October 7, | information requested by the resolution is desired by the Com- 

















1893, reported them adversely, and submitted a report thereon. | mittee on Appropriations a e itacts on the matt [ ask for 
The resolutions were read, as follows: the present consideration of the 1 re solution 
Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by th: The VICE-PRESIDEN T. is there objection to t 
Chair to investigate the Ford Theater disaster and report to the Senate | consideration of the resolution? ‘ 
whether inequity and justice the Government should compensate the sulffez Oi iN Be nial J 4 p 
ers of that disaster for the injuries sustained by them, and if it shall b: 20 Sena, OY UBARIMOUS Consent oceeded 1 
cided that they should be cx ensated, the n the committee will invest t rm ution. 
each individual case and report the amount of compensation that shou Mr. CALI [L und od tha 
allowed in each case. Be it further Mi ‘iM 
; rr’ . ’ : . ) mn VWLiSSOUrlh |. Lo { 
Resolved, That the committee may employ a clerk who is a stenogray a i : ~ 
and who shall do the stenographic work of the committee as clerk ‘ Jepartm oO} the Gove 
the committee shall have power to send for persons and papers ed f by the res« tion ¢ t ~ te 
chairman of the committee, or of any subcommittee, may adm an ; AN NT py ‘ f ‘ : 
Be it further ae ee en : 
Resolved, That the expenses of said investigation shall be paid out of l e committ ae Lh ition is to ce ‘ 
contingent fund of the Senate. case i eference t y ¢ OO 
Resolved further, That said committee may act jointly witha similar « tf CAT] t have 1 ; tion 4 +h we a i | 
mittee of the House of Represent if tl » House sh ilappoint suc! Se ae ae ar Bre ‘ = oe — => wae 
mittee, and that the committee m y bill or otherwise l OOK i vn niorn n so ht had be I 
7 TOW mcy yATAN : . , ; furni } 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The re solu ions will lie on the table. | *“S oy MAN. WN 
Mr. GOR MAN. [ suggest, as the resolutions are repo ted ad- n oe DRT IDED we 
versely, that they be postponed ee finitely. ae FLEE eres I l ; eing to the 
Mr. WHITE of Louldens . Lhope the Senator will not sa 
esoOLUtLON Was agreed to 
that motion. rae 5 
Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw it. HOUSE BILLS 
Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I simply ask that the resoluti The hill (7 PR Rari¢ ‘ iia ‘ . : 
‘ d the Di i R. 693) fo oO I s Oo Vartha A 
lie on the table. ' doceana. wen 3 lilies: Ye | cntemmed Gm 4 
ON vr 17 : . . . : Seu, ‘ ‘ At rit ‘ LO I 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, in the ab- | , eo on Public 1 — 
sence of objection. ha h (H.R. 912) f the relief o : ca.y¥v 3. wa 
Mr. HARRIS subsequently said: I desire to ask what disposi wice by its title, and referred to Committee on th 


tion was made of the resolutions introduced by myself some days | 4 \-Centennial (Select 
Oand referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- | * ree 
ngent Expenses in regard to the Ford Theater euflerers. 1S. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair willstate to the Senator The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befor we Se te the following 
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concurrent resolutions of the House of Representatives; which 
were read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That, be- 
ginning with the first day of the regular session of the Fifty-third Congress, 
to wit, the first Monday in December, 1898, in lieu of being engrossed, every 
bill and joint resolution in each House of Congress at the stage of the con- 
sideration at which a bill or joint resolution is at present engrossed, shall 
be printed, and such _—— copy shall take the place of what is now known 
as, and shall be called, the engrossed bill, or resolution, as the case may be; 
and it shall be dealt with in the same manner as engrossed bills and joint 
resolutions are dealt with at present, and shall be sent in printed form, after 
pocning, to the other House, and in that form shall be dealt with by that 

Louse, and its officers in the same manner in which engrossed bills and joint 
resolutions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That when such bill or joint resolution shall have pases both 
Houses it shall be printed on parchment, which print shall be in lieu of what 
is now known as, and shall be called, the enrolled bill, or joint resolution, 
as the case may be, and shall be dealt with in the same manner in which en- 
rolled bills and joint resolutions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing is hereby charged with 
the duty of having the foregoing resolutions properly executed, and is em- 
powered to take such steps as may be necessary to carry them into effect, 
and provide for the speedy execution of the printing herein contemplated. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire, in connection with these resolu- 
tions, to submit a report from the Joint Commission to Inquire 
into the Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive Depart- 
ments, etc., recommending the resolutions. I ask that the re- 
port and the resolutions be printed, and for the present lie on the 
table, until I can call them up. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
OCEAN DERELICTS. 


Mr. FRYE. Iask unanimous consent to makeareport from the 
Committee on Commerce at this time. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Commerce to report, without amendment, the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, marking, and removal 
of derelicts; and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, proceeded to consider the jointresolution. It proposes to 
appropriate $5,000 to enable the President of the United States 
to make with the several governments interested in the naviga- 
tion of the North Atlantic Ocean an international agreement pro- 
viding for the reporting, marking, and removal of dangerous 
wrecks, derelicts, and other menaces to navigation in the North 
Atlantic Ocean outside the coast waters of the respective coun- 
tries bordering thereon. 

Mr. FRYE. I merely desire to state that the hydrographic 
chart for 1893, in February, showed that west of a line in the 
Atlantic Ocean drawn from the Bermudas to Cape Race and 
Newfoundland there were 983 of those wrecks. The pilot chart 
of the same month showed 45 wrecks, 25 of which were directly 
in the tracks of our transatlantic steamers. The life of these 
wrecks is on the average about thirty days. 

There have been added to the number I have given, every 
month for about five years, at least 16, and I have no doubt to- 
day that our sailors are much more terrified at the presence of 
these derelicts than they are at storms or anything of that kind. 

The Maritime Congress, which met here four years ago, rec- 
ommended very earnestly that the different countries should 
unite and have such of these derelicts marked as could be marked, 
and that as fast as possible the balance should be destroyed. 
This action has been taken now after the lapse of four years, and 
I trust that the Senate may concur with the other House and 
pass the joint resolution. * 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed.* 

NEW ENGLAND COAST STEAM REVENUE CUTTER. 


Mr. FRYE. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to report favorably, and without amendment, the bill (H. R. 
3421) providing for the construction of a steam revenue cutter 
for the New England coast. 

I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill, for the reason that the proposed revenue cutter is to take 
the place of the Gallatin, which was destroyed in a severe storm 
about a year ago. The Secretary of the Treasury says that it is 
absolutely necessary that one shall be immediately built, and it 
is important that the building should commence at as early a 
day as possible. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to have constructed a steam revenue cut- 
ter of the first class for service on the New England coast, at a 
cost not exceeding $175,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. ‘ 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R-1) to repeal a part of an act, approved Jul 
14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bul- 
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lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- 
poses.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I desire to discuss the bill which 
is under consideration by the Senate; but I wish to do so more 
particularly with reference to the amendment offered by myself 
which I ask may be read. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment intended to be ») 
posed by the Senator from Washington will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment intended to be proposed 
by Mr. SQUIRE; which was to strike out all after the enacti; 
clause of the bill, and insert: : 


That hereafter any owner of silver bullion, the product of mine 
fineries located in the United States, may deposit the same at any 1 
the United States, to be formed into standard dollars of the present w 
and fineness, for his benefit, as hereinafter stated; but it shall be lawtu! t 
refuse any deposit of less value than $100, or any bullion so base as to 
suitable for the operation of the mint: Provided, however, That there 
only be delivered or paid to the person depositing said silver bullion 
number of standard silver dollars as shall equal the commercial vi 
said silver bullion on the day of deposit. as ascertained and determin 
the Secretary of the Treasury; the difference, if any, between the mint 
coin value of said standard silver dollars and the commercial value of t 
silver bullion thus deposited shall be retained by the Government as s¢ 
iorage, and the gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be 
counted for and paid into the Treasury: Provided, That the deposits 
silver bullion for coinage into silver dollars under the provisions of t 
act shall not exceed the sum of $2,000,000 per month. The amount of such 
seigniorage or gain shall be retained in the Treasury as a reserve fund in 
silver dollars, or such other form of equivalent lawful money as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may from time to time direct, for the purpose of main- 
taining the parity of value of every silver dollar, issued under the provisions 
of this act, with the gold dollar issued by the United States; Provided further 
That when the number of standard silver dollars coined under the foregoing 
provision shall reach the sum of $100,000,000 then all further coinage of silver 
dollars shall cease. 

Sec. 2, That the said silver dollars shall be a legal tender in all payments 
at their nominal or coin value, 7 

Suc. 3. That no certificates shall be issued to represent the silver dollars 
coined under the provisions of this act. 

Src. 4. That so much of the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled *‘An act di- 
recting the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes there 
on, and for other purposes,"’ as directs tne Secretary of the Treasury to pur 
chase from time to time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 
ounces, or so much thereof as may be offered in each month at the marke 
price thereof, not exceeding 81 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in 
payment for such purchases Treasury notes of the United States, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sc. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, 
sell, and dispose of, at not less than par in coin, bonds of the United States 
bearing interest not to exceed 4 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, 
and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after five years from 
their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided for the 
bonds at present authorized, to the extent of #200,000,000, and to use the pro 
ceeds thereof for the purpose of maintaining the redemption of the United 
States notes according to the provisions of the act approved January |4 
1875, and for the further papers of maintaining all the money of the United 
States at par with the gold dollar. 

Sco, 6. That hereafter national banking associations shall be entitled to 
receive from the Comptroller of the Currency, upon compliance with a 
other terms and requirements of law therefor, circulating notes of differe: 
denominations, in blank, registered and countersigned as required by law 
to the value at par of the United States bonds on deposit with the Treasurer 
in trust for the association: Provided, That the aggregate sum of such notes 
for which any association shall be liable at any time shall not exceed the 
amount of its capital stock at the time actually paid in. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, my original intention in offer 
ing the amendment proposed by myself was to embrace in it that 
which would be a reasonable solution of the great question now 
before us, so as to secure an early and decisive vote, and thereby 
in a reasonable way quiet the agitation throughout the country 
in regard to the national finances. I have endeavored to find that 
‘*middle path,” which is the path of safety. Now, the object is 
the same, but the conditions are different. Weare assured that 
a vote will be permitted by the minority upon the main question 
and the amendments thereto. Several amendments have been 
proposed, but none of them appear to me to reach the heart of 
the difficulty, or to satisfy the just expectations of those whoare 
not extremists in either direction, unless this may be accom 
plished in the plan proposed in my amendment. 

Originally I was for repeal, and am so now, and when thie vote 
shall be taken on the main question, I shall be found sianding 
with those who are in favor of repeal. Within a week f:om the 
time that we convened here in extra session it would have bee: 

roper in my judgment to have authorized the President of the 

nited States to suspend the operation of the so-called Sherman 
act, especially with reference to the clause directing the purch:se 
of silver by the United States Government. 

Mr. President, [ would have acted in this matter as I would 
had there been a conflagration raging, taking a hand in carrying 
a bucket. I would stand by the President of the United States 
as I would have done had there been a foreign invasion or a great 
civil insurrection, authorizing him to call out men for the pur- 
pose of protecting the interests of our country. 

As to the Sherman act all sensible men had long ago arrived 
at the.conclusion that the experiment in that direction had pro- 
ceeded far enough to demonstrate its failure, in view of the dis- 
trust that was being created in reference to the ability of the 
United States Government to maintainits credit on the gold basis, 
which is now the policy of the Government. 


O- 








1893. 


Instead of proceeding promptly to repeal the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman act and then devoting ourselves tonew measures 
in aid of a sound and sufficient currency, we have gone into dis- 
cussion of the whole subject during the past three months, and 
the American people, our constituents, have also been studying 
the subject, so that I feel that we are now prepared toenact some 
positive legislation instead of contenting ourselves with simple 
repeal. It has been openly stated on the floor of the Senate by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance that as soon as the 
present question of repeal shall be settled he proposes to intro- 
duce new legislation on the silver question and other collateral 
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currency questions, which will open up other wide fields of de- | 


bate. 


8 as to still further agitate the public mind on this general! 
be such I g 


question; and therefore it seems to me proper to ask the Senate | 


at the present time to act on certain main propositions so as to 
settle this business for the present in a manner to allay all irri- 
tation and to be just to all interests. It has been said in story 


The tendency of the proposed future discussion will naturally 
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now, every holder of a silver dollar would know that he held 60 
cents’ worth of silver bullion in his own pocket, and that the 
other 40 cents would be in the possession of the Government for 
his benefit in maintaining the parity of the silver dollar with 
the gold dollar of the United States. He would have the guar- 
anty of the Government; and the Government would have pos- 


session of the money with which to fulfill its guaranty. The se- 
curity of the silver dollar issued under suca conditions would 
be such as to make it good in any part of the world. What bet- 
ter security could there be for any money issued by any govern- 
ment? 

The question may be asked are we sure that the Gov ent 
will possess the gold to fulfill this guaranty: but the answer is 
that if the Government maintains its credit and does actually 

| msintain the parity of the dollar in commerce the Treasury 
| W ill receive its fair share of gold under the natural conditions of 
| trade. 


that Nero, the Emperor of Rome, amused himself by playing the | 


violin while Rome was burning. Is there any reasonable excuse 
for us to be fiddling further over this subject? Can we not reach 
some reasonable, comprehensive, and just conclusion on the lead- 
ing questions involved without further delay, and thus give tone 
and vigor to the nation and assist to restore tue business interests 
of the country to their normal status? 

There are four phases to my amendment: One is the repeal 
of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act; but the léading 
feature of the proposed amendment is the recognition of silver 


If the seignorage ‘‘ reserve” should remain in silver dollars, 


then the number of silver dollars issued would be much less 
than $2,000,000. In fact, at the present price of bullion ere 
would be less than $1,200,000 issued per month. 

But if the Secretary should not care to exchange the surplus 


or seigniorage for gold still there would remain in the parity 


| fund a sufficient amount of money in some other form to main- 
tain this guaranty. 
The great difficulty that we haveencountered in the late crisis 


| be an indefinite and interminable expansion of the use of sil 


under conditions that [ am led to believe will be satisfactory at | 


the present time to many advocates of the free coinage of silver. 

[ may say that it has been my endeavor to consult with those 
Senators representing the great silver-producing States, and to 
ascertain, if I might, from them, that which they could afford 
to accept; and I have been informed by some of them—not by 


all—that they would be willing to accept the provision for silver | 


which is embodied in the terms of my proposed amendment. 
Not that this is all they desire, but that it comprehends such 
a continuation of the use of that metal as money as to save it 


metal as this great Government can afford to undertake at the 


present time, without impairing the credit of the Government, | 


and without shocking the sensibilities of those who are fearful 
of an early approach toa silver basis under the present existing 
conditions. Ina word,I propose that which might be termed 
the “free coinage of silver,” limited to $2,000,000 per month, the 
aggregate of the money coined not to exceed $100,000,000. 

1 propose that any holder of silver bullion, the product of 
American mines or refineries, may deposit his bullion with the 
Government to be coined into silver dollars of the present weight 
and fineness; and that he shall receive therefor in coined silver 
dollars the market value of the bullion on the day of deposit, 
such market value to be ascertained and determined by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. I propose that all the money thus 
coined above the market value of the silver bullion deposited on 
the day of deposit, shall be covered into the Treasury as a re- 
serve fund, sacred to the maintenance of a parity of value be- 


tween the silver dollars thus coined and the United States gold | 


dollar. 

I further propose that the seigniorage or surplusage thus coined 
above the value of such bullion may be transferred at the pleas- 
ure of the Secretary of the Treasury intoany other form of equiv- 
alent lawful money. 
coin or into gold coin or into any other kind of lawful money. 
For an example, if a holder of sufficient bullion to coin one hun- 
dred standard dollars shall deposit the same and receive sixty 
of these coined dollars as the equivalent in value of his bullion, 
as would approximately be the case in the present state of the 
silver market, there would remain, according to the proposed 
amendment, forty coined silver dollars in the reserve fund of the 
Treasury. This $40 may be paid out in place of gold, and then in 
such case the Government would have in its coffers $40 in gold 
to maintain the parity of one hundred silver dollars thus issued. 

It will readily be noticed that this reserve fund would rela- 
tively far exceed the reserve fund now held or proposed to be 


Thus it can be transferred into subsidiary | 


| storing of silver bullion by the Government in such ma 





held for the redemption of $346,000,000 of greenbacks, which at its | 


highest figure, $100,000,000, at no time equalled one-third of the 
nominal value of the greenbacks. Besides this, the holder of 
every silver dollar would feel assured that he held ‘‘an honest 
dollar” in every sense of the word. It is the belief of some of 
our friends in the Senate that under a measure of this kind the 
price of silver would appreciate; at any rate, that it would not 
decline. Certainly the declension of value of silver bullion un- 
der such conditions is not likely to occur, although there may 
be fluctuations in the value of silver. 

If the price of silver bullion should remain about the same as 





e would 
ver, 
the operations of 
the purchase and 
s has 
become revolting to us. Nobody doubts that this great Govern- 
ment and the business operations of its people could readily ab- 


has been the apprehension at home and abroad that the 


or of its paper representative, as money under 
the Sherman act. And the whole doctrin 


| Sorb one or even two or three hundred additional millions of sil- 


vermoney. We point to France and say that she has six hundred 
and fifty to seven hundred millions of silver and still maintains 
the gold standard; but the doubt has existed as to the Sherman 
law because of the wide. limitless sea of silver which might know 


| no shore; and it is because of this uncertainty as to the quantity 
from utter repudiation, and such further use of it as a money | 


of silver money to be issued as money of final redemption by the 
| United States that the mindsof investors have become alarmed, 
It is this and only this that caused the withholding of funds; 
and this is the evil that we mainly ought to seek to cor 7 
I find much to commend in the theory of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Nevada [Mr. JoNgs], if I understand it correctly, 
in reference to the doctrine of distinct and definite units and 
the quantity of units as a measure of values; and this thought 
of mine is not inconsistent with his; but I would feel our way 
more slowly and definitely in regard to the absorption of large 
additional amounts of silver as money of final redemption. The 
statement has been attributed to him that ‘‘ What we want is 
not confidence but more money.” 
I do not exactly agree with him. I would venture to state the 
yroposition in this way, that what we lack in confidence we need 


inmoney. Thus itis that in times of panic and distrust more 
actual money is needed than under normal conditions of trade; 
and there ought to be some way of meeting this demand, some 
greater flexibility as to the volume of money in the times of strin- 


gency. But itseems to me folly to suppose that by the addition 
of any reasonable or practicable amount of money in time of 
panic we shall be able to entirely overcome all the results of a 


loss of confidence. If we should increase the volumeof the money 
fourfold we would not be able to do this; and the reason is very 
well stated in the very excellent report of Mr. Hepburn, late 
Comptroller of the Treasury, dated February 5, 1892, as follows: 


My object in this report has been to furnish reliable data from which the 
public could see and realize how small a percentage of business transac- 
tions are represented by actual money, and how impossible it is to furnish 
a volume of currency sufficient to meet the wants of the people at all times 
that is, in times of general distrust, or quasi panic. Over 90 per cent of all 
business transactions are done by means of credit. When the public lose 
confidence and the credit is impaired and refused, over 90 per cent of all 
business transactions are directly affected. It is easy to realize how 
sible it is for the remaining 10 per cent of money to carry on the } e633 
of the country without monetary stringency and financial distress. There 
fusal to extend or continue credit, thedemand for paymentin money, leaves 
the actual money or currency of the country, be it $24 per capita or $50 per 
capita, utterly powerless t. supply business needs 


Im pos- 


This was written about a year anda half before the late panic, 
and of course without anticipation of it. But itis to the point 
now. Therefore it is plain that the main object of the present 
legislation should be the restoration of confidence. In no other 
way can we evoke the money that has been hoarded. The first 
thing to be secured is the assurance that the parities of value 
will be maintained so that every dollar will be equal in value to 
every other dollar, not only now, but for the future, so that in- 
vestors will have confidence in the business operations of our 
people. This can not be accomplished by declarations in the 
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statutes without some practical means for the support of these 
declarations. 

This brings me to another and the most important section of 
the amendment, namely, that authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue, sell, and dispose of at not less than par in 
coin bonds of the United States bearing interest not to exceed 
4 per cent per annum, payable semiannually and redeemable at 
the pleasure of the United States after five years from their 
date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided 
for the bonds at present issued and authorized, to the extent of 
$200,000,000, and to use the proceeds thereof for the purpose of 
maintaining the redemption of the United States notes accord- 
ing to the provisions of the act approved January 14, 1875, and 
for the further purpose of maintaining all the money of the 
United States at a par with the gold dollar. 

I will state here that 1 am not particular about any specific 
rate of interest. The reason I inserted 4 per cent in the amend- 
ment was that I wished to make the rate ample, so as to compete 
with the rate of the Bank of England, which, | understand, is 
sometimes as high as 4 per cent; but I should be quite willing to 
have the rate fixed at 3 per cent or less if it be preferred. 

While it is reasonably certain that the proposed coinage of 
100, 000, 000 silver dollars, running through four years, will be 
amply secured by the parity fund proposed to be provided in 
the manner stated, still I deem it necessary to strengthen the 
whole grand fabric of our cireulation, and to fortify the gold 
reserve, as was done for specie resumption in 1878, and to in- 
crease our gold reserve in order to provide for the prompt re- 
demption of ail our currency in gold, and to maintain the parity 
between all our moneys. The surest way to establish confidence 
in our intentions and ability to maintain a gold basis, and to keep 
all our money at par with gold, would be to provide the neces- 
sary means of accomplishing this, which this amendment seeks 
to do. 

Instead of being dependent on a reserve of about $81,000,000 or 
less to support six hundred or seven hundred millions of “ credit 
money” and a lot of declarations in different statutes, it is pro- 
posed to permit the Secretary of the Treasury, at his discretion, 
to buy gold with the credit of our country and use this gold for 
the purpose of maintaining and redeeming all of our money at 
par. That the legal right exists at present to sell bonds under 
the provisions of the specie resumption act of January 14, 1875, 
to secure the gold necessary to maintain specie payments, I have 
no doubt; but this provision removes the doubt, if it exists, be- 
yond all question, and provides for a bond bearing a lower rate 
of interest than at present authorized. 

That serious trouble exists, that the two metals, gold and sil- 
ver, will have unequal value in our eurrency system unless some- 
thing be done to strengthen our gold reserve, is apparent to 
everyone. The only method available to prevent such a catas- 
trophe, is to use the credit of our Government and to secure the 
gold necessary to insure the maintenance of the parity declared 
by the act of July 14, 1890, to be the established policy of our 
Government and to’keep all our money redeemable in gold on 
demand, This provision, as I understand, has already received 
a favorable report from the Committee on Finance of the Senate. 

The placing of bonds toa reasonable extent, such as the neces- 
sities of the case would warrant, in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and strengthening our gold reserves, would 
in my judgment do more to restore confidence, both at home and 
abroad, in our intention to maintain the gold standard than any 
other measure that could possibly be enacted, not excepting the 
absolutestoppage of the purchase of silverand coinage. ltwould 
restore confidence, not only by securing the means to readily 
maintain gold payments, but as a substantial declaration to the 
world that the matchless credit of this great nation would be 
used for that purpose whenever and to whatever extent neces- 
sary. 

It is justified not only by the exigencies of the situation, but 
especially by the distressed condition of public finances, and by 
the fact that the large and unprecedented redemption of the 
principal of the bonded debt of the United States during the last 
eight years has seriously crippled the Treasury, not leaving a 
sufficient balance for convenient working purposes. Sinee Au- 
gust 3, 1865, the bonded debt of the United States has been re- 
duced from $2,383,033,315 to $585,034,810, a reduction of $1,797,- 
998,505; and during the last eight years, under the Administra- 
tions of Presidents Cleveland and ision, the principal of the 
public debt was reduced by the enormous sum of $597,168,500, 
not mentioning premiums or interest paid. 

The large increased expenditures of the Government, includ- 
ing pensions, would amply justify the replacing of a portion of 
this debt at a low rate of interest and would be a practical and 
absolute security for the maintenance of the gold standard in 
this country, and such limised bimetallism as we are enabled to 
maintain in the face of the fact that silver has become so largely 


depreciated through its disuse as money of ultimate rede; 
by the leading nations of Europe. 7 

Coupled with the provision for securing the necessary 
maintain specie payments and tosecure the redemption of 
paper money on demand in gold, the parity of all our ; 
would be maintained; and the provision for the additions 
silver to the extent of $100,000,000 in a period of over four 
would not injure the maintenance of bimetallism in this c 
I believe the country would approve such action on ow: 
adding to our small money of domestic use a limited n 
silver dollarseach month, such as may be justified by the ; 
increase of population and business, and strengthening th 
reserves in the Treasury to meetany demands upon it for fo 
exchange. 

I am aware that there exists a great prejudice in the | 
some people against any renewal of the bonded indebted 
this country. I am aware that a partyin power may hesito: 
meet a charge of having fastened another bonded inde)t 
upon the “ toiling millions.” There has been, in my judgme: 
a timidity and a fear to act promptly upon thissubject, at 
when if action had been taken, I believe the present panic w 
have been averted. One Administration going out did not 
because the gold reserve was not actually invaded; another A 
ministration coming in hesitated toact; and thus between | 
‘two stools” this necessary measure “fell to the ground.’ 

I believe that any party and any Administration ought to 
brave enough to face any issue and to act energetically ; 

romptly. I have great respectfor the present Secretary of t 
Treasury, and I have i confidence in and even admiration fo 
the President, whom I have personally known to have been tri 
in the balance in a critical emergency and not to have bee 
found wanting; and I wish to say that I shall never forget th 
support I received from that source during a time of most criti- 
cal emergency, when I cccupied the position of Governor in 
Western Territory,under the former Administration of Presiden: 
Cleveland. 

But it is perfectly astounding to me that an Administratio 
sits supinely by and sees the public credit go to ruin and docs 
not do something to prevent it at an exigency like this. 
ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure,” and it has been sai 
that in financial mattersitisworthaton. If our gold leaves us i 
February and March and there is arunonthe Treasury—pr 
change—we may have the silver standard in forty-eight hi 

The serious situation now is the condition of the Treasury 
the small gold reserve, not silver purchases alone, which 
been virtually;annulled by the Treasury ruling as to the n 
price of silver. Now, it may be asked what would be the: 
of going on to a silver basis; it may be said ‘‘ What do we « 
for that?” But is it not evident that, if we should go on t 
silver basis, the present currency would be contracted b 
withdrawal of all the gold that is at present in circulation 
would no ages perform the functions of money, but would 
come hoarded and become a commodity. Think of the res 
the withdrawal of about seven hundred millions of gold 1 
circulation in this country! Is not the thought of such a 
bility, not to say such a prospect, sufficient to arouse the Adm 
istration and to cause the Congress of the United Stat 
strengthen the hand of that Administration? 

We are not here as partisans, Democrats, Republic: or Pop 
ulists; but we are here to maintain the credit and power an 
glory of this great nation, of this great country, full of reso 
full of energy, and of great productive power. Why shou 
cripple ourselves by lack of foresight and lack of nerve? Whi 
fears an electioneering cry when danger to his country cou! 
him? The credit of a great nation involves the credit of «\ 
institution and every individual under it. If investors s 
put out their money, do they resort to a country whose g 
mental finances are enfeebled and shattered? Do investv 
any great numbers seek their fields of investment in the \r 
tine yy or even in Mexico? 

No. They goto the countries that are strong and vigorous a 
prosperous, to those countries where credit is being buill 
rather than run down and destroyed. Why should we not 
nation obtain two or three hundred millions of money, in go 
part probably from abroad, at a low rate ofinterest? If apev)! 
want money why not get it on their best securities at the lowes! 
rate? It bringssomuch more money intothis country, and ever) 
man, woman, and child gets an indirect benefit therefron 
eer ae and every institution would feel the electrical thri!! 
of e, of ure, and of pr rity! 


n an individual wishes to borrow money, does he take |i 
qc securities and pay the highest rate of interest, or d' 

e take his best securities and obtain money at the lowest ra'v 
of interest? What is true of an individual is true of a natio' 
If we would bear up our heads as one of the great nations of the 
earth, we must beable to meet them on common ground. The: 
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have chosen the ground of gold, and I say let us meet them on | 


that plane. We are able to do it, and why should we play a 
second part when we are able to be a leading character asa 
nation on the great stage of the world’s drama? 


it is but a short time since we were able to place a limited 


number of bonds bearing arate of interest at 2 per cent ey an- 
num; and I trust we shall soon see the timeagain. I would give 
the Secretary of the Treasury authority to pay whatever rate of 
interest may be necessary up to 4 per cent per annum, because 
the rate of the Bank of England occasionally reaches that figure, 
and I would trust to the discretion of the Secretary to place the 
bonds at as low a rate as possible. The mere fact of giving the 
Secretary the authorization to issue these bonds may be suf- 
ficient without ever issuing a bond. What the investors of the 
world desire to know is what the intentions of the Government 
may be in relation to maintaining its credit. 
this timidity and half-heartedness. Let the Government of the 
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Away, then, with | 


United States assert itself inno uncertain tone; and then, from | 


this beggarly and pitiable condition, we shall rise to the dig- 
nity of masters of the situation. 

With plenty of gold in our lockers we can carry all the silver 
we plase in our circulation up to one thousand millions, but, 
now that the fight is on, without gold we shall be degraded to 
the condition of a second-class monetary power. The great na- 
tions of the world have decided that gold is the thing to be fought 
for. Like true Americans let us do our fair share of the fight- 
ing! Such action on our part may make the other great nations 
somewhat more reasonable on the subjectof silver; because they 
will need it, in large measure, to supplement their own depleted 
currency. 

We have a gold basis now which was won under circumstances 
of peculiar trial and adversity—under a greatwar debt. Let us 
maintain it and take no steps backward. The people of this 
country are accustomed to toil, and privation, and hardship; they 
love their country and its institutions, and will not play second to 
any power on the face of the earth. They want the best and 
what the world regards as the best; and they will have it even 
at some cost in dollars and cents. The national honor requires 
that this Congress shall stand by the people of the United Siates 
in maintaining the great and colossal credit of this Government. 
They will not excuse any party that degrades them by its cheese- 
paring policy and false economy. 

There can be no question that the distress which has been 
largely the cause of the recent panic, and which even now is 
laying businéss prostrate, arose in its incipiency from a belief, 
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issued and kept in circulation, it will not increase t ount 
of credit money, but, on the contrary, will slightly increase the 


, . 
f hene fit 


circulating medium in a small way, and should prove o 
rather than of injury. 





t can excite no alarm, because it would be foolish to suppose 
that so small an annual addition of silver to oug currency, espe- 
cially in the shape of coined dollars, could b n instru- 
ment ofevil. If it were proposed to payfor this in legal- 
tender notes, interconvertible with gold, ler the p nt law, 
it is possible that some might look upon it n addition ns 
of depleting our gold reser Thisis the greatevil o t 
law, that we are issuing annually some $50,000,000 of 1 
money redeemable in gold, in the purchase of silver bullio 
piling up the silver bars in the Treasury as a useless asset 
the notes issued in its purchase afford the exporters of go 
rare opportunity to obtain gold from the Treasury, weakening 
our gold reserves and injuring business. 

The same objection can not apply to this amendment as to the 
present law; and, if there is to be any use of silver as mon n 
the United States in addition to what we already have, it seems 
to me that there can be no safer use than that proposed in my 
amendment. While enabling the mines of the United States to 


continue to produce to a limited extent and for a definite period 
this money metal, which has been used as money from the foun 
dation of our Government, indeed as far back as we have au- 
thentic and historic record, by all governments, with due notice 
of a quitting point, it will serve as notice to the world that at 


| the expiration of four years the United States shall cease tocoin 
silver money; unless in the meantime foreign nations will unite 
with us in international bimetallism. 
The United States is committed by its Constitution, b: a 
titude before the world in three international conferences, 1878 
1881, and 1892, and by its silver legislation for the last fiftcen 


well founded or otherwise, that the United States could notcon- | 


tinue ad infinitum the absorption of a depreciated and depreciat- 
ing metal, silver, in its currency system without seriously jeop- 
ardizing the gold standard in this country. The result of the 
silver policy of this country, which was commenced on March |, 
1878 (but only in the form of gold payments for silver since the 
passage of the act of July 14,1890), has been to steadily diminish 
the gold reserve of the Treasury and to largely increase, both 
in circulation and in the receipts of the Government, the cur- 
rency based on silver. This weakening process, more silver and 
less gold, has gone on until the danger line has been reached. 
Without entering into any discussion of the circumstances 


years to the use of gold and silver as money of ultimate red: 


tion and full legal-tender power. It will be committed by the 
very repeal bill before us, as reported from the Committee on 
Finance of the Senate, if passed, to a continued use of silver in 
our currency system. All political parties in their platforms 
have declared for the continued use of silver as money. The 
people of the United States have therefore declared by their 
suffrages that silver shall be used far as practicable in out 
currency system. 

What kind of a spectacle would we presentat the emblir 
of the Brussels conference if, after having called the nat 
the world together to consider ‘‘ anenlarged use of silver in t! 


currency systems of the world,” we had in the meantime du 
the recess of the conference abandoned it altogether ourselv 
The only way that bimetallism, (which every one seems to favor 


in the Senate, from the Populist Senator, PErreERr, to the gr 
financier, SHERMAN) is possible under present conditions is bya 


| limited use of silver sustained at par by large goldreserves, This 
limited and ‘‘limpiiz” form of bimetallism we ha now; and 
my amendment proposes to continue it under additional safe 


which have led to this situation in the Senate, without dwelling | 
on the injustice of suddenly and without notice destroying the | 


silver industry in this country—which the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. DuBois] has spoken about so earnestly, which industry is 
built up largely by governmental use as money—without discuss- 
ing the wisdom of a policy of committing this country irrevo- 
cably to the use of gold as money and closing the door to any 
further use of silver as money, it seems to me that it is the part 
of intelligent and patriotic men who earnestly desire to accom- 
plish something that will relieve the present distressing situa- 
tion and at the same time prove for the best interests of all our 
people, to devise some plan by which we can continue to coin 
silver, for a limited period at least, in safe amounts, and at the 
same time provide a means for maintaining all our currency at 
par with gold and each kind equal with the other. 

{I will say parenthetically, with reference to the product of 
our refineries, that there are ores, I understand, obtainable from 
Mexico, which, when used in combination with our refractor) 
ores, are valuable, and enhance the value of our ore product by 
facilitating its reduction. Hence the language of my proposed 
amendment. | 

This is what I have sought to accomplish by the amendment 


which I have offered, limiting the deposit and coinage of silver | 


to our own product, and of that only to the extent of two mil- 
lions per month, to be received and paid for at the market price, 


the seigniorage to be held in the Treasury as a reserve, and all | 


oe and coinage of silver to cease in about four years. 
ly this will not do any serious injury to the country; and as 
my amendment proposes that the actual coined dollar shall be 


j 
i 


| 
| 


guards and ina limited manner. I have no disposition to place 
this country on a silver basis. I believe it would be the greatest 
calamity that could possibly happen; and under my amen t 
such a possibility is rendered impossible. 

it may be said that such action can be revoked by 
Congress, and silver purchases and coinage can be continu 
after the $100,000,000 limitation has expired; but the sime n 
be said about the repeal of the present law, that another 
yress could undo our action. Butwe cansafely trust the Ai 
can people through their representatives in Congress, aft 


linan 
Lilit 


anothe 


and fair discussion, to do what is right to maintain the h o 
our country under all circumstances. 

Thatis especially true at this juncture. <A great, important 
and intellectual minority have contended on this floor for many 
weeks and months for that which they believe to be right and 


trueand proper. Intimations have gone out from time to time 


that something strange, something unreasonable, something rev 
olutionary might occur. But it appears now, after all this di 

cussion and agitation, that this great minority, so powerful in 
genius, in energy, in resources, in information, in philosophy and 


wisdom, are willing to show to the American people that the 
\merican Senate isa body that is willing to bow to the will of 
the majority without force, without physical test. I say that 
this is a grand triumph, not only for the genius of the American 
people, but it is a proud moment for the illustrious Senate of 
the United States. 

“he amendment further proposes to remove the stigma upon 
our bonds by allowing national banks to issue circulating notes 
to the par value of such security. I know that a prejudice exists 
in many minds againstthe national banks ofour country. Recog- 
nizing the fact that the present issue of national bonds will ex 
pire by limitation in about fourteen years, there is a disposition 
to refrain from any legislation that can possibly extend the life 
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ot the national banking system. The national banks were born 
of genius and in the great stress of war. I have but very little 


personal interest in them, not enough worth talking about; but | 


such as | have I am notashamed of; forI have never taken stock 


regarded the establishment and maintenance of such an institu- 
tion as being for the welfare of the community where I reside. 
However, I am iff favor of justice and fair play and the recog- 
nition of every power in this country that has tended or shall 
tend to the power and prosperity of its people; and I am forced 
to the conviction that the national banks have been a great ben- 
efit to the people and the Government of this country. Erected 
as they have been by the Government, they have been its sup- 
porter in its hour of need. They are founded and built up by 
our own people, and there is no question but that they have as- 
sisted in extending aid to the people and have contributed to the 
development of our country even in its remotest bounds. I am 
satisfied they have materially contributed to the development 
of my own State, and that the people of that State have procured 
loans and received assistance at a lower rate of interest through 
the national banks than they would otherwise have enjoyed. 
True it is that out of the seventy national banks in the State 
of Washington some which have recently been established have 
gone to the wall during the late crisis; still, as a whole, they 
have been of vast benefitto the people, and with few exceptions, 
less in proportion than in some other States, they have main- 
tained their existence in this hour of trial. They have added 


over $31,000,000 to the loanable assets of the people of that | 


State. 

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] a few days ago 
had oceasion to call the attention of the Senate to the prosperity 
of the banks in his State; and I took great pleasure at the splendid 
showing he then made for his great State; but I may be pardoned 
for referring to the fact that the State of Washington can showa 
record even more remarkable than he then presented tothe Sen- 
ate; for the statistics show that we have in the national banks in 
the State of Washingtion about 60 per cent more of capital per 
capita than there is in the national banks of the State of Ne- 
braska. Of course, this incident cuts no figure in the debate. 
I merely mention it to show the benefit that national banks have 
been to the remoter States of the Union which have great re- 
sources and great prospects of development. 

I look upon the national banks as an arm of power to the Gov- 
ernment and in behalf of the people. Naturally they are gov- 
erned by their interests; but they are none the lesss a power 
which it has taken years to establish, and which can be and 
should be safely potentialized for the good of the people. 

It appears by the last report of the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency that the actual circulation outstanding on September 30, 
1892, for which the national banks were responsible was $147,- 
191,593. Thus it appears that the circulation had been largely 
diminished from what it was in 1882, 1883, 1884, when the aver- 
age national-bank circulation was in the vicinity of $350,000,000, 
the height of circulation having reached $362,889,134 in 1882. 

Now, as I stated, these banks have been governed as to their 
circulation by what apr eared to them to be profitable. The tax 
of 1 per cent on circulation, which amounted to $72,670,412.30 
up to July 1, 1892, and the permission to issue circulating notes 
only up to 90 per cent of the par value of their bonds, had caused 
them to retire their circulation. During the recent panic, when 
the demand for currency of all kinds was so great that from 3 to 
5 per cent premium was paid for currency with which to com- 
pensate the laborers of this country, the banks commenced to 
take out additional circulation, so that as I understand it, the 
circulation at present now amounts to about $210,000,000. 

Many national banks have never taken out any circulating 
notes whatever. Such banks as the great Chemical National 
Bank of New York, the National Park Bank, the Merchants’ 
National Bank, Mechanics’ National Bank of New York, and the 
National Bank of Washington, D.C., have never taken out any 
circulating notes whatever. Now, ifthe banks are allowed to take 
out circulation to the par value of their bonds, the probabilities 
are that the addition to the national-bank currency would not 
be confined to the additional 10 per cent of the national-bank 
currency now extant, but that many banks which have never 
taken out circulating notes, or that have never issued to the au- 
thorized limit, would be stimulated to issue notes; and it has 
been estimated that the national-bank currency would in the 
ug paeee be increased to the extent of sixty or seventy millions 
of dollars. 

Now, we know the benefit that was secured to the people by the 
additional circulation of forty or fifty million dollars that was ob- 
tained by the national banks during the recent crisis, and we 
can thereby reason that that benefit would be increased by the 
addition of sixty or seventy million more, making an approxi- 
mate total bank circulation of from two hundred and fifty to two 
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| am to the interests of the people; and while I am willing to , 
| to the money of final redemption by the coining of silver, | 

| also willing to add to the representative money, because ¢| 
| representative money is received in payment of debts, ; 
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hundred and seventy-five million dollars. Now, I maintain ¢} at 
the addition of this representative money to the circulatin, 
medium of the country will add to the loaning powers of the 


| banks and that the people will thereby be benefited. 
in any bink except by borrowing money to do so, and because I | 


Iam not looking so much to the interests of the banks as | 


vials 


1 
1 
} 


thereby relieves the stringency of the money market inal! theso 


| widely separated localities, where nearly four thousand 


tional banks are established, about three-fourths of which banks 
have a capital not to exceed $150,000 each. 

In other words, we can legitimately utilize the resources of th. 
banks for the relief of the people. The banks are not taking out 
this circulation for idle purposes. If they take out the cir 
tion they take it out to be loaned; and why should we not 
ourselves of every lawful means at our disposal for the good of 
the people? The Government of the United States will ; 
the bonds at their face value; nobody questions that. There is 
no chance whatever of loss in issuing currency up to their face 
value. Ata time during the war when the bondsof the Govern 
ment were sold orlikely to go below par, it was different. It was 
then wise to issue currency to only 90 per cent of their par value 
Now the conditions are changed, and these bonds bear a premium, 
excepting the extended 2 per cent bonds, which can be called inat 
the pleasure of the Government. There is ample security to the 
Government, which guarantees the circulation of the banks, and 
the people ought to have the benefit of the loanable funds to be 
derived by extending such circulation. 

Some people imagine that the national banks have had some- 
thing to do with bringing about the present stringency; but 
every man that knows about State banks is aware that they were 
in the same condition as national banks in regard to this prop- 
osition during the panic. There is no difference whatever be- 
tween State and national banks as to their willingness to put 
out money. The reluctance is not chargeable to national banks 
assuch. They simply obeyed the common instinct of self-pres- 
ervation and the doctrine of ‘‘ the devil catch the hindmost.’ 

Nor am I in favor of crippling the national banks. To use an 
old adage, ‘‘I would not cut off my nose to spite my face.” | 
would give them all safe, legitimate additional power to be of 
service to the people, even if they do incidentally make an 
earning thereby for themselves. 

Now, finally, Mr. President, my object in bringing forward 
these propositions in the form of this amendment is for the pur 
pose of securing without delay such action by the Government of 
the United States as may placate existing conditions, such as wil 
afford relief to those who are in distress, such as will m 
tain the credit of the Government, such as will preserve the po- 
sition of our Government in reference to the doctrine of bimetal- 
lism, such as will, if possible, end for the present the agitation, 
embarrassment, and trouble on this subject. The chairman of 
the Committee on Finance has announced ‘that as soon as the 
present repeal bill is disposed of he intends to introduce other 
financial measures. He, and a majority of his committee are 
known to be the friends of silver, and of the continued and en- 
larged use of it as money. 

A bill has been introduced by the Senator from Missouri | Mr. 
VEST] providing for the increase of national-bank circulation 
on the terms that I propose; and [I am largely indebted to him 
for the language that I have used in this particular part of my 
amendment. “Phis shows the drift of sentiment, of reason. 

Is it not practicable for us, after all these weeks and 1 
of debate, to determine finally for the American people the lines 
that we ought to adopt in this monetary legislation for their 
benefit? Is it necessary that, after repealing the Sherman law 
under the terms of the present bill,we should wait and struggle 
anc xo through a long period of debate, of exciting comments on 
all hands before coming to such asolution of the main questions 
at stake as to meet the reasonable requirements of the American 
people in this great emergency? 

This Congress has other important subjects to which its atten- 
tion should be addressed. Other greatsubjects are practically 
before it, such as affect the credit and business of our people. 
Ido not mean the election bill. Idoubt very much ifit was. wise 
thing to introduce a subject of that kind which has strong par- 
tisan characteristics at this time. Every man should be stirred 
with the feeling of patriotism, the feeling that is as important 
in time of peace as in time of war. What we need to do is to 
give relief to the people of this country, and that relief should 
not ‘stand upon the order of its going” but should come at 
once. Great vital matters are to be the subjects of legislation. 

It has been announced by the President that we are to have a 
revision of the tariff. I stand ready to welcome any and every 
wholesome revision; such revision as ought to take place, from 
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time as . 
needs of the country and the developments in its business; but 


the 
the peo 
s»depstand and toawait the result of the action of this Congress, 
is that relating to the perpetuation of the industries of this 
country. Wecan notshirk it. It is before us. The last elec- 
tion made it a great fact which we must solemnly eneounter. 

In my judgment, quite as much importance is to be attached 
to the solution of that question, so far as it relates to the pros- 
perity of this country, as to the present question before the Sen- 
ate of the United States; and I say again, in that matter as in 
this, it is needful that there be action, that there be result, and 
that there be lines laid upon which men can predicate their busi- 
ness and their prospects. Let the future policy of the Govern- 
ment become known. 

If men and fortunes and industries and wages are to be scaled 
down or wiped out, let us knowit! Men are awaiting their fate: 
and while I belong to that party that believes in the preserva- 
tion and the conservation of forces, in keeping within ourselves 


underst 
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, to time, in the tariff schedule, corresponding with the | 


re is no mistaking the fact that the next great question that | 
ple of the United States stand upon tiptoe to hearand to | 


all that there isof value, in building ourselves up by every legiti- | 


mate means, yet if there is an industry to be finally paralyzed 
which now stands doing nothing and awaiting the verdict, I say, 
let itcome. Letus know the worst, let us prepare forit; and the 
sooner we know what is to be the result of the exercise of the 
wisdom and the political power of those now in the ascendency 
in our Government, the better for our people. 

If there is to be an alleviation anywhere, let us know it. 


If the | 


foundations and superstructure of any great industry are to be | 


uprooted and destroyed, let us know it—let us ‘‘ take our medi- 
cine.” Then, when we get to the bottom, we can commence to 
rear new things, new industries; and if we can not run, we can 


walk; if we can not walk, we can crawl; if we can not crawl, we | 


can live. But let us have a settlement. The books are open; 
the party is in power; and the American people, like the crimi- 
nal in the chair, calmly awaits the fate of electrocution. 

But if, as the President intimated in his letter of acceptance, 
this is not to be an oppressive and destructive era for American 
industries, then let us know what the benign and clement power 
shall decree. Then will business begin to resume; feeble it may 
be, but never disheartened. Then will the American people 
rise to the height of the situation, and, as they have always done, 
will show their superiority to every incident of politics; and 
though they may be down to-day they will rise to-morrow, and 


meet the suggestion in the lines of Gerald Massey, the poet of | 


labor, who wrote of the poor man’s child as being ‘‘ hustled and 
sweated down” (like sovereigns ina bag) “ till the image of God 
is worn from heart and brow.” He sang: 
But never sit we down and say 
There’s nothing left but sorrow; 


We walk the Wilderness to-day, 
The Promised Land to-morrow. 


Build up heroic lives, and all 
Be like a sheathen saber, 

Ready to flash out at God’s call, 
O, Chivalry of Labor! 


[t may be the policy of the party in power to relegate all these 
positive financial questions to the future, and not to pass upon 
them now, but in the interest of early and immediate action on 
behalf of the people, I feel it my duty to present my views. I 
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The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes 
p. m., Thursday, October 26) the Senate took a recess until to- 
morrow, Friday, October 27, 1893, at 11 o'clock a m. 





Extracts from the proceedings of the Senate in executive ses- 


sion from which the injunction of secrecy has been removed, and 
which have been ordered to be printed in the RECORD 
IN EXECUTIVE SESSION, SENATE OF THE UNITED STA S. 
Friday. October 20, 1898. 
* * * * + * 
On motion by Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, 
Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the v of the 


Senate advising and consenting to the appointment of James J. Van Alen, 


to be ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Italy, and the pairs 
announced during the call of the roll. 
. a * * * * 
Wednesday, Octohi r 25, 18 IS 

On motion by Mr. VEST, and by unanimous consent, 

Ordered, That the vote of the Senate of the 20th instant, advising and con- 
senting to the appointment of James J. Van Alen to be ambassador extra 
ordinary and plenipotentiary to Italy, together with the pair and the 
announcement of Senators present and paired as to how they would vote if 
not paired, be printed in the RECORD. 

Friday, October 20, 1898. 
. 7 « . * * 

The question being ‘‘ Will the Senate advise and consent to 
the appointment of James J. Van Alen?” the yeas were 39 and 


the nays 22. 


Those who voted in the aflirmative are Messrs. 
Aldrich, Davis, Lindsay Roach, 
Bate, Dixon, Me Millan, Smith, 
serry, Faulkner, McPherson, Stewart, 
tjlackburn, Frye, Mills, Turpie, 
Brice, Gibson, Morgan, Vest, 
Butler, Gorman, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Caffery, Gray, Palmer, Walthall, 
Camden, Higgins, Pasco, White, La 
} Cameron, Jones, Ark. Quay, Wolcott 


Coke, Jones, Nev Ransom, 


Those who voted in the negative are Messrs.— 


Allen, George, Lodge, Stockbridge 
Carey, Hansbrough, Manderson Teller 
Cullom, Hawley, Martin Vance 
Dolph, Hill, Peffer, Washburn 
Dubois, Irby, Pettigrew, 

| Gallinger, Kyle, Sherman, 


am not concerned as to the authorship of this or that remedy. | 


It is not material by whom the legislation is introduced. 
my duty to fulfill and have thought long and earnestly upon the 
subject; and it seems to me that no good can be obtained by 


[have | 


postponing the hour of action on the great problems that con- | 


cern us; at least so far as relates to those things that are plain, 
that any man having eyes can see, any man having ears can 
hear, and he that hath reason can understand. 

If it be the pleasure of the majority ta this Senate to post- 
— all positive legislation or action or these propositions to a 
uture day, contenting curse!ves simply with repeal, I bow to 
their will; but I may be permitted tc say there is no such good 
time asnow. There is no escaping our responsibility; and the 
American people will render their verdict for unnecessary delay. 
When the time comes to vote on my amendment, I will ask that 
it be taken by sections. In all the great debate you have 
listened to history, to statistics, to philosophy, and dialectics. | 
ask the Senate to do that which is practical for the immediate 
relief of the Government and the people. 

Mr. STEWART addressed the Senate. 
nearly an hour and a half. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the Senator from Nevada desire to 
proceed further at this time? 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not be able to conclude to-night. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I then move thatthe Senate take a recess 
until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock. 


During the roll call the following pairs were 

Mr. COCKRELL with Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. CALL with Mr. PROCTOR. 

Mr. GORDON with Mr. HALE. 

Mr. HARRIS with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. HUNTON with Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. PuGH with Mr. HOAR. 

Mr. WHIrsE of California with Mr. SHOUP. 

Mr. VILAS with Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

While the roll was being called Messrs. CALL, HARRIS. Hun- 
TON, PUGH, and VILAS severally announced that, if not paired, 
they would vote ‘‘yea:” and Mr. SHOUP announced that, if not 
paired, he would vote ‘‘ nay.” 


announced: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, October 26, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, and was ealled to order by 
the Speaker. 
Prayer by Rey. RUMSEY SMITHSON, of Washington, D. €., ag 


follows: 
O Lord God, our Heavenly Father, we offer and preseyt unto 


| Thee this day thanksgiving and praise for Thy manifold and creat 


After having spoken | 





mercies toward us in the past, in the preservation of our li 
and in the bestowment of Thy blessings upon us. 

We pray Thee to look upon us at this time in the forgiveness 
of all that Thou seest amiss in us. Cleanse our hearts by the in- 
spiration of the Holy Spirit, that we may perfectly love Thee 

nd magnify Thy holy name. Now, O Lord, we pray for Thy 
blessing upon this House and uyon all the membersof this body. 
We pray that they may be directed in all things to Thy glory 
and for the good of this great people. 

O Lord, we pray Thy blessing upon the distressed of ovr race. 
and especially would we commend to Thee the family of the 
ceased Chaplain of this House. May Thy grace be their 


ves, 


ae- 


sup- 


port, and may they have constantly the consolation that cometh 
alone from Thee. 

Guide us all by Thy counsel, and finally receive us to Thyself 
Amen, 


’ 


through Christ our Lord. 
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The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT TO FOREIGN GOVERNMENTS. 

The Speaker laid before the House the joint resolution, with 
Senate arnendments (H. Res. 66), that the acknowledgments of 
the Government and the people of the United States be tendered 
to various foreign governments of the world who have partici- 
pated in commemoration of the discovery of America by Christo- 
pher Columbus. 

The amendments of the Senate were read. 

Mr. HOUK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, this resolution passed the 
House a week or two ago. There is no change in its phraseol- 
ogy, and the amendment only provides that the information of 
its passage be conveyed tothe different foreign governments by 
the President of the United States instead of by the Secretary 
of State. Iwill only say that the resolution, as originally offered 
and passed in the House, was drawn upon consultation with the 
Secretary of State as to its form, in regard to the manner in 
which the acknowledment should be presented to other govern- 
ments; but the Senate amendments are entirely in accordance 
with propriety, I think, and I move, therefore, that the amend- 
ments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The title of the resolution was amended to conform to the body 
of it. 

DEATH OF CHAPLAIN OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr.RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Lofferthe resolution which 
Isend to the Clerk’s desk, and ask for its immediate considera- 
tion. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
Rev, SAMUEL W. Happaway, Chaplain of the House. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect to his memory the Speaker appoint a 
committee of seven to attend his funeral services. 

The resolution was agreed to; and in accordance therewith the 
Speaker appointed as such committee Mr. COMPTON, Mr. RicH- 
ARDSON of Tennessee, Mr. DINGLEY, Mr. KYLE, Mr. COCKRELL, 
Mr. Curtis of New York, and Mr. Coss of Alabama. 


WORLD’S FAIR COMMISSIONER FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. HEARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The bill was before the House a few days ago, and an explana- 
tion was asked for by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. K1TLGORE}, 
which explanation I now have from the Treasury Department. 
I desire to have that explanation read in connection with the 
bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 913) for the relief of Louis L. Williams. 


Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
directed to pay to Louis L. Williams the sum of 8395.70 due him as salary 
and for expenses incurred in the discharge of his duties as World’s Fair 
Commissioner from Alaska. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HEARD] that an amendment be offered 
after the word ‘‘ cents,” in line 5 of this bill, to insert the words 
‘‘out of moneys heretofore appropriated for such purposes.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS], as there are many commissioners who may have 
such bills as this, whether he has sufficiently examined the mat- 
ter, so that he is willing to have this established as a precedent. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to say to the gentleman from Maine 
that there can be no great number of these cases, as there are 
only two commissioners from Alaska. The point made against 
the payment was raised in the State Department as to whether 
Alaska was a Territory in the meaning of the law authorizing 
the appointment of such commissioners from the different States 
and Territories of the Union. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is that the only point involved? 

Mr. HEARD. That is the only point involved,and the Attor- 
ney-General decided that it was a Territory in the contemplation 
of the law. The letter of the Treasury Department makes per- 
fectly clear the reason why the claim has not been paid, and 
that it is equitably due, but can be paid only by authority of 
such an act as this. 

The SPEAKER. 
the letter. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE FIRST AUDITOR, 
Washington, D. C., Octoder 25, 1893. 

Srr: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your request that the 

reason be stated why this office considers it necessary that a special act be 


passed for payment of the expenses of Louis L. Willlamsas oneof the com- 
missioners to represent Alaska on the World’s Columbian Commission 


Without objection, the Clerk will report 
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from November 2 to December 12, 1890, instead of allowing the) 
regular appropriation, as has been done since December, 1490. 

It appears that the governor of Alaska nominated Mr. William 
10, 1890, but the State Department on November 25, 1890, referred ; 
torney-General the question whether Alaska is a Territory withi 
ing of the act creatiag the World’s Columbian Commission. . 
19, 1890. The Attorney-General decided affirmatively, and Dece: 
Mr. Williams’s commission was issued. 

In the meantime it appears that Mr. Williams actually tra, 
vember, 1890, from Alaska toChicago, and was present at the c 
meeting, and his expenses would have been allowed had the qu 
been raised in the State Department, by which the issuing of hj 
sion was delayed, this office only allowing expenses after the 
com mission. 

It appears that Mr. Williams is equitably entitled to payn 
this cas only be accomplished by a special act of Congress 

I transmit tc you herewith a copy of the letter from the Se 
Treasury to Mr. Williams, in which, in accordance with the o 
First Comptroller, payment is refused for the reason given ab 

Respectfully, 
E. P. BALDWIN, #F 

Hon. JOHN T. HEARD, 

House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the req 
present consideration of this bill? [After a pause. | 

ears none. ‘ 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the amen: 
gested be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert, after the word ‘“‘cents’’ in line 5, the following 
heretofore appropriated for such purposes.”’ 


Mr. HEARD. I have no objection to the amendm: 
TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the amendm 
agreed to. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and being engrossed,it was accordingly 1 

time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. HEARD, a motion to reconsider | 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
POST-OF FICE BUILDINGS. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask th 
tion of a reference of the bill which I send to the Cle 
The title was read, as follows: 

A bill (HL. R. 3440) to provide for post-office buildings. 
TheSPEAKER. This bill has been referred to th 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. That committ: 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, a 
be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and ( 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
The committees were called for reports. 
ENGROSSMENT OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTI 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, | 
submit a privileged report from the Joint Commission : 
to Investigate the Executive Departments of the G 
It is a concurrent resolution, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first report the co 
resolution submitted by the commission. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that we 


ior at 
ead the t 


| as this is a matter of some importance. 


The SPEAKER. Thisisan important matter, as i 
the engrossment and enrollment of bills. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, by the House of Representatives (the Senate concus) 
ginning with the first day of the regular session of the Fifty- 
to wit: the first Monday in December, 1893, in lieu of being 
every bill and joint resolution in each House of Congress at t! 
consideration at which a billor joint resolution is at present en 
be printed, and re copy shall take the place of what is1 
as, and shall be called, the engrossed bill or resolution, as the c 
and it shall be dealt with in the same manner as engrossed bills l 
resolutions are dealt with at present, and shal! be sert in printed form 

yassing, to the other House, and in that form shall be Seal with 
ouse, and its officers in the same manner in which engrossed | 
joint resolutions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That when said bill or joint resolution shail have pass 
Houses, it shall be printed on parchment, which print shall be in lieu o! 
is now known asand shall be called the enrolled bill or joint resolutior 
case = be, and shall be dealt with in the same manner in which enr 
bills and joint reso!utions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing is hereby charged wi 
the duty of having the foregoing resolutions properly executed, and ! 
powered to take such steps as may be necessary to carry them into «” 
and provide for the speedy execution of the printing herein contem)p!s' 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk. will now read the report. 
. es report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read 
ollows: 


Report of the Joint Commission to inquire into the status of the 1.) 
ganizing the Executive Departments of the Government. etc. 


The commission have considered the House cone resolution in re 
erence to the and enrolling of bills and joint resolutions, 4 
have inquired into and made an investigation of the matters invo 
therein. The object of this inquiry and investigation was primarily | 
prevention of mistakes and errors in such engrossment enrollment 
and, secondarily, a reduction of on thereof. Much complaint hs 
arisen by reason of the errors and 





which occur at every session 0! 


1893. 





— 


-e88 measures which pass that body. It is believed, and it is 
Congress 1m te that in nearly every instance such errors are directly trace- 
Gout +» the clerical force engaged in the work of engrossing and enroiling 
} ood measures. In the nature of things 

ram) oftentimes in the haste in which the work is done. 

“he commission have made investigation into the methods pursued in the 

sisiative bodies of other countries than our own in respect to these mat- 
— They have also made inquiry as to the system followed in some of ths 


ane sof the Union. It is found that in nearly all the leading foreign par- 
oon ntary bodies, and in several of our own States, the old method or sys 
= ‘of engrossment and enrollment by hand, with ink and pen, has been 
em of engros 


As far back as 1849 the Parliament of Great Britain abandoned 
They applied it at first only to 
It was found, how- 


pandoned. os 
this method, and adopted that of printing. 
{a public or general character for both houses. 


_ that the new “arrangement was so productive of economy, conven- 
oon ce. and dispatch, and tended so much to lessen the chance of errors,” 
that ey speedily applied it to private bills, and resolutions of every char- 
acter. The commission is informed by a recent communication received 
from an officer of that Parliament that since 1849 the practice then adopted 
has been constantly followed. 


3 believed by the commission that the change to printing will largely 


s It is not be- 


revent errors, and that it will considerably reduce expenses. 


Pox that any delay will result by reason of this change in the preparation 
of the measures which are to be engrossed or enrolled, as the printing can 


be done quite as expeditiously and it is claimed more rapidly than the en- | 


ng and enrolling can be done by the old method. The commission 


rT OSS 

Soe: fore direct that the concurrent resolution of the House providing for | 
the change herein indicated be reported favorably and be concurred in by 
the two Houses. 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 

JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 

NELSON DINGLEY, Jr., 
Members on the part of the House. 


FP. M. COCKRELL, 
JAMES K. JONES, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Members on the part of the Senate 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as will be 
readily seen, this resolution contemplates a radical change in the 
method of engrossing and enrolling bills and joint resolutions. 
It is well understood that the engrossment of every bill is had 
before it is read a third time in legal and parliamentary contem- 
plation, but as a fact the practice is that itis not engrossed until 


it is almost impossible to prevent | 
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tiously as the writing. lf members will take the trouble to ex- 
amine these samples of English bills, they will see at once that it 
would be much easier to detect an error in this print than in any 
manuscript copy, so that really the only question presenting any 
doubt is as to whether the work can b 


lone as expeditiously in 
this way as by the old method 


[ hold in my hand an enrolled copy o iglish bill ready fo 
signature. In making the investigation the committe ind, I 
repeat, that the only objection that seemed to have any force 


was this one as to the rapidity with which the wo 


n CO ) 
done. Now, if a bill has to be written, whenever it is eng 
or enrolled we know that that always takes time; and inasn 
as a portion of the work can be anticipated with the p 
| press just as easily as it can be under the present system, we b 
lieve there will be no difficulty in carrying this resolution 


| Enrolled Bills, have to scrutinize each bill and 


after it has passed through the House if it be a House measure, | 


or the Senate if it be a Senate measure. This resolution does 


not change the time at which joint resolutions or bills will be en- | 
grossed, but it simply provides that at that stage at which they 


are engrossed they shall be printed, and that the printed form 
shall take the place of and be called the engrossed resolution or 
bill, as the case may be. 


est bill 


Mr. Speaker, the object of this resolution, as we state in the | 
report, is not so much to economize as to prevent errors and | 


mistakes. 
* Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
ask him & question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 1 wish you would let me 
make my statement, and then I will yield to you cheerfully. 

tis sometimes extremely difficult to deteet errors in manu- 
script. The manuscript copy of a bill is not always in the best 
handwriting, and errors are very liable to creep in and to go 
undiscovered. 

As stated in the report, much complaint has arisen by reason 
of the mistakes that have crept into the laws and have not been 
detected until after the adjournment of Congress, too late to pre- 
vent or tocorrect them. It is believed that by printing the ‘‘ en- 
grossed’ copy errors will be much more easily detected, and if they 
are not. detected then, they will almost certainly be discovered in 
the ‘‘ enrolled” copy. 


Will the gentleman allow me to 


The resolution provides for printing both | 


the ‘‘engrossed ” and the “‘ enrolled ” copies of bills and joint reso- | 


lutions. The joint commission appointed to inquire into the 
machinery of the Executive Departments have devoted a good 
deal of time toinvestigating this question. They have obtained 


| joined very heartily in reporting this bill for a 


information from quite a number of foreign countries and also | 


from some of the States as to the methods pursued in their leg- 
islative bodies. 
with the officers of the Parliament of Great Britain. 


Some idea of the fullness of the correspondence may be obtained | a 


by the fact that the large bundle of papers which | hold in my 
hand includes only the information and the exhibits obtained from 
the officers of the British Parliament. Ihave here illustrations 
of the prints of bills and resolutions in England at the different 


They have had considerable correspondence | 


stages as they progress through the two houses of Parliament. 
The joint eommission, after examining the matter carefully, | 


were unanimous in the conclusion set forth in the report. The 
only objection urged against the change which seemed to have 
any force was as to the difficulty of printing the ‘‘ engrossed ”’ 
copy of a bill, and also the “ enrolled” copy, in time for them to 
be acted upon by the two Houses of Congress. 

Upon that question we have examined the Public Printer and 
also the foreman of printing in the Government Printing Office, 
and from thvir statements and from the information we have re- 
ceived from foreign parliamentary bodies, and also from some of 
the legislative bodies of the States where this method has been 
adopted, we believe that the printing can be done just as expedi- 


| this change would prevent 


| (Mr. 


effect. ‘The oiiicers of the Government Printing Office say tl 
if they can have only three or four hours they can present 








longest bill ready for the signature of the proper officers of b« 
Houses and of the President. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. Will the gentleman please explain ho 


errors? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. nuch easier to de 
tect an error in plain print than in manuscript that the gent 
man’s question almost answers itself. The enrolling oflicers « 
this House, first the Clerk, and afterwards the Committee on 


Ts 3 
itis sor 


resolution, an 
as I have already said two or three times, it will be very mue! 
easier for them to detect errors in print than in writing, and 
is believed that by having an efficient proof-reader to aid them 
will be almost impossible for a typographical error to. 
these bills or joint resolutions. 

Mr. Speaker, I was saying,when the gentleman from Missi 

STOCKDALE] put his question, that the only serious obj: 
tion made to this change was that at the close of the short s 
sion of Congress, when we are compelled to adjourn at a give: 
hour—12 o’clock on the 4th day of Mareh—if a bill should b 
passed very late on the morning of the 4th, the printers migh 
not have time to enroll it, but the same difficulty would arise 
it had to be copied with pen and ir and the officers of the Gov 
ernment Printing Office say that if they can beallowed threeo 
four hours they can print and have ready for signature the lor 

that ever came before Congress. As a matter of fact 
we are informed that at the close of the last Congress the | 
conference report on the last appropriation bill was signed b 
fore 5 o’clock on the morning of the 4th, which would hav: 
the fullest time. 

The Public Printer and the foreman of printing in the Go 
ernment Printing Office agree that if that were true general|; 
there would be no possible danger of not having time to ‘‘enro 
such a bill and have it ready for the proper signatures and for 
the President's. The commission, therefore, have thought 
prudent to recommend that Congress enter upon this reform 
Since the English Parliament adopted it in 1849 they have a 
hered to it closely in every instance, and they say that under no 
circumstances would they now abandon it. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], who is paying at 
tention, and who is a member of the joint commission, tells us 
that this practice has been followed in his State for a great 
many years, and he will deseribe to the House how it oper 
there. I now yield to him if he desires to address the House 

Mr. DINGLEY. a member of the joint commission 
reform in t 
method of engrossing and enrolling bills by print rather t n 
by writing. As has been stated by the chairman of th 
mittee |Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee], this system of engross- 
ing and enrolling bills by print has been in existence in the 
British Parliament since 1849, commencing at that time 
puDile Dills, 


‘ 
@rn iT 
Dp } 


spp 





oO 
S 
( 


As 


with 
and working so well with reference to them that in 
"y few years it was extended to private bills. Visiting 
land lately, I had a conference with the clerk of the British 
House of Commons, who said to me that on no aceount woul 
they think of going baek to the old method of engrossing b: 
writing. 

But not only abroad has there been experience in this matt 
but in our country several States have adopted the plan of en- 
grossing and enrolling bills in print instead of in writing: and 
every State that has adopted this plan has continued and ex- 
tended it, regarding it as a perfect success. In my own State of 
Maine this plan was adopted twenty years ago—at first with 





| some doubt as towhether the work could be done expeditiously 
| but experience has shown that the work can be done as expedi- 


tiously as in writing; and the 
beer most remarkable. 
Gentlemen will cbserve that engrossed and enrolled bills in 
print may be easily examined by members who are interested 
in the bills for the purpose of discovering errors. As the bills 


uccess in securing accuraey has 
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in this form can be read more easily, errors can be more readily 
detected, the examination admitting of a carefulness which is 
impossible under the system of having the bills in writing. 
Moreover, it isfound that when the bills are put in type and 
printed, the careful reading by the proof-reader and the subse- 
quent reading by the committees of the House and Senate will 
practically exclude errors in all cases. 

Gentlemen are aware that bills are often passed in a hurry 
through the House and the Senate, especially near the close of 
a session, and that errors in enrollment have frequently arisen. 
In several of the last appropriation bills these errors were of 
great importance in many respects. It is almost impossible, in 
scanning a written page and doing ithurriedly, to be able to de- 
tect every error that may exist. But in reading a printed page 
there is hardly any difficulty in discovering errors, especially 
when it is taken into consideration that these pages will be in 
the first place thoroughly read by practical proof-readers in the 
Government Printing Office, ond that afterwards they will be 
subject to the inspection of every member of the House who 
cares to ascertain whether perfect accuracy has been observed. 

So much for the efficiency and accuracy which may be expected 
from this reform. Now, as to the expense: Experience has 
shown that this system, instead of increasing the expense, will 
actually reduce it. In my own State the expense of engrossing 
and enrolling our bills has been reduced nearly 25 per cent as 
compared with the expense of written engrossment and enroll- 
ment byclerks. So that, inaddition to greater accuracy and uni- 
formity and promptitude, this system will conduce to economy. 
I am, therefore, on this account, heartily in favor of the proposed 
change. As the system has been tried not only abroad, but in 
this country with such success, I hope the House will concur in 
this proposition. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Can the gentleman tell us what the dif- 
ference in cost will probably be? 

Mr. DINGLEY. vt is estimated that the svstem now proposed 
to be introduced will cost about 25 per cent less than the system 
of enrolling in writing. But if that estimate should be a mis- 
take, the change will certainly not cost any more. In my own 
State, as I have said, the cost is less. At any rate, the accuracy 
which the system will secure, even if the change should entail 
a little additional cost (which it will not), would compensate for 
some increased expense in the matter. 

Mr. CULBERSON. There must be a great difference in the 
cost of paper as compared with parchment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. nder the plan proposed, only one copy, the 
enrolled copy, will be printed on gore the engrossing and 
extra copies of the enrolled bill which may be wanted will be 
printed on ordinary linen paper. 

Mr. CULBERSON. How do you expect to correct errors 
which may occur in the enrolled copy on parchment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. The matter must, of course, be freed from 
ail errors before it is finally printed on parchment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I notice there are many errors in the 
work which comes to us in print from the Government Printing 
Office. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Those result from reading the proof of bills 
in a hurry at a stage where thousands of bills are being prelim- 
inarily printed; but that trouble will not arise in connection with 
the engrossing and enrolling of the comparatively few bills that 
resch that stage when accuracy becomes vital: There will be, 
tirst, the printing of the bill for consideration in either House— 
that is, the print we ordinarily have here, on ordinary paper; 
then there will be the reprinting of the bill after it is reported, 
which will be on ordinary paper; then there will be the print- 
ing of the engrossed copy upon linen paper; this will be after 
the bill has been amended in the House and Senate and when 
accuracy is supposed to be secured. Then for the final enrolled 
copy there will be careful reading of the proof by the skilled 
proof-reader in order to free the matter from all possible errors 
before the parchment copy is struck off. Thus there will be se- 
cured the highest degree of accuracy. And after all this there 
will then be the comparison of the enrolled bill, in print, with 
the original by the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Maine whether there is now any provision in the law or in 
our rules to prevent or prohibit erasures in enrolled bills? 

Mr. DINGLEY. After the bill has been enrolled? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes, I mean in the enrolled copy. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, of course the securing of a perfect en- 
rolled copy is a matter which comes finally under the observa- 
— : the Committees on Enrolled Bills of the House and the 
Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, suppose it should turn out, even 
with the greatest caution the printers can use, that there should 
be substantial errors in the printed copy of the enrolled bill— 
the last printed copy—would it not be more difficult, let me ask 
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the gentleman, and require a good deal more time, when tima 
the essence of things, to have it sent back to the Printing «is. 
and make the necessary corrections in type, than to have » clerk 
to do it, where manuscript is used, with a pen? ee 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think not. In any event, I think } 
the two reprints, and the accurate examination of the bil]. whj.. 
is necessarily required by a skilled proof-reader before the +». 
print is made, it will be more likely to eliminate every | 
source of error. But assuming that an error should he . 
ered in the enrolled bill, as it may be discovered in a y 
bill. In that case there must be, of course, the reénro)|; 
the bill, or, rather, the page on which the error appears; , 
would be just as much trouble to make a copy with a pen 
have a copy prepared in type. It would require, in fact. 
time as a rule, because in many cases the change of a sinole 
word or two in the type would secure the correction reqyjpreq 
whereas the whole page would probably have to be rewritten i; 
the manuscript. Besides that, as I have already said. is 
case there is a double ora triple reading of the bill, first by. 
practical proof-reader, who revises all the copy, then by t 
mittee of the House, and by the Senate committee. — 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that on one o 
the misplacement of a comma in an enrolled bill made a differ. 
ence of many thousands of dollars in the revenues of the Coy. 
ernment? 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is correct, I believe, but that was in 
written enrolled bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true also that of all men 
on the face of the earth practical printers are more wedd 
their own theories of punctuation than any other set of m 
the world? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Butthe gentleman must remember that in 
enrolling a bill for the final signatures the printer would not be 
allowed to exercise his own discretion as to the punctuation | 
even the use of words. He would be required to adhere abso. 
lutely to the copy, just as a writer would in the manuscript en- 
rollment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you think the printers in th 
Government Printing Office could ever be induced to foll: D 
when they think the punctuation is different from what they sup- 
pose it ought to be? If so, I would like to have the recipe for it 

Mr. DINGLEY. They would not be any more subject 
on that account thanany clerk. They would be compelle 
low copy in a legal document which must be an accurate du 
cation. At any rate, there has never been any difficulty 
direction that I have ever heard of. The fact that o1 
printed copy before him leads to greater accuracy, because it is 
so much easier to read a printed document than a written one and 
to see exactly whether thereisanerrorornot. Besides that, the 
printed copies of bills are in the hands of all members, a: 
ties interested would ascertain the existence of errors in tlic sec- 
tions of a bill before they are finally acted upon by th ise 
and Senate. 

The suggestion has been made that there might be so 
ficulty in securing the engrossment and enrol/ment o! 
appropriation bill or bills, which should not finally pass ti! 

8 o’clock in the morning of the 4th of March at the close of 
session. 

Practically I think there would be no more difficulty in enroll- 
ing a bill in such a situation by print than is now experienced 
by writing. The practice now is for the enrolling clerks to 
gross beforehand all the sheets containing matters in whic 
two Houses have concurred, reserving only the sheets cont \ining 
the points in dispute or in conference; thus leaving only two or 
three pages to engrossed in the three or four hours befor 
adjournment. 

This is exactly what would be done if the bill or bills were to 
be engrossed and enrolled by print. Indeed, an entire bi 
part of a bill can be engrossed by print, in case of necessity. mor 
rapidly than by writing, because the number of clerks tiat cin 
be put on the work can not exceed the number of pages. But 
the number of printers that can be put on the work is lit 
only by the large force of the Printing Office. A hal! 
printers can be putting a page into type at the same t 
cause the page is printed from the type after it is set. 

From every point of view engrossing and enrolling by »rin 
seems to me far preferable to engrossing and enrolling by w! 


ing. 

Sir. HOPKINS of Illinois. I would like to ask the gentle 
man from Maine a question with his permission. Is there «ny 
provision in the constitution of the State of Maine limiting the 
sessions of the Legislature of the State? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is not. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS of [ilinois. Is there any State in the | nited 
States where this practice in regard to enrolled bills has bees 
adopted? 
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Mr. DINGLEY. There is not. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 


- 


jament: 
Mr. DINGLEY. Not any. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. 
leman, or the commission, if the ' 
ment, or the example of any of the States that have adopted 
this plan, will serve as a safe precedent with us where the sec- 
ond session of a Congress must necessarily terminate at a cer- 
tain hour or @ certain minute? In States w! ere this rule pre- 
yails, or in the British Parliament, if it is ascertained that a bill 
can not be engrossed in sufficient time, they can make provision 
to extend the time of the sitting: but in Congress 
cession, we must, whether the bill is engrossed or not, end the 
session at a certain moment. — \ 
ter ought to be carefully considered by the House before so rad- 
eal a change is adopted. 
Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman from Illinois forgets 
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| there can be any objection to it, when we propose to test it in 


| our Committee on Enrolled Bills. 
Then I would like to ask the gen- | is not intended to interfere in anyway with the system that is 
citation of the British Partia- | 
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Is there any in the British Par- | the method I have described. 


The question has been asked me whether it will interfere with 
By no manner of means. It 


followed of engrossing and enrolling the bills. The engross- 
ment and enrollment will take place just present, 
the substitution of a printed for a written copy in each « 

With regard to the suggestion made by my friend the gentle- 
man from Missouri | Mr. CLARK] with reference to the printer 


as at except 


| controlling the punctuation, as a matter of fact he could not do 


,at the second | 


Now. it seems to me that this mit- | 


that sometimes we employ the clock in extending sessions here 


even under the present system. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Oh, for a few moments, but not 
sufficient, I imagine, to allow time enough to meet an emergency 
that might arise if this new plan was adopted. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me say to the gentleman further, tha 
there is not a civilized government in the world, except the 
United States, which employs the present system of enrolling 
bills by the pen. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, there is no other govern- 
ment in the world that has just such a regulation that the legis- 
lative assembly must end its session and terminate its existence 
at such an hour and minute. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
ask the gentleman from Illinois if he is prepared to assert that 
the statement he has just made is accurate? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Iam prepared to defend the state- 
ment, if questioned by the gentleman from Missouri. [Laugh- 
ter]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The ‘‘ gentleman from Missouri ” is inclined 
to think that the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The same trouble arises 
in reference to the enrollment of a bill with a pen; and, as I 
stated when I had the floor, as a matter of fact the last bill in 
one session of Congress was presented and the conference report 
signed before 5 o’clock on the 4th of March. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Now, thatis one separate instance; 
but there have been many where the time was not sufficient with- 
out an extension of it to allow the work to be done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Itis well known that wher- 
ever there is adisagreement in matters between the conference 
committees it is usually on some one subject, and while consid- 
ering that the remainder of the bill would be engrossed, except 
possibly a half dozen or a dozen lines, all the rest being pre- 
sented and ready for signature, and all that the printer would 


[ have no information on that question, and | 


| itif he desired to doit. The measure with punctuation com- 
plete must be submitted to the chairman of the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills. He reads it and has the last opportunity to pass 
upon it, even if the printer has punctuated it improper] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You have been in this Congress a 
good long time, and you have had a good many speeches printed, 
have you not 

M RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Yes, a few. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Did youever get those printers over 
there to print a speech as you wanted it printed,as to punctu- 
ation? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenne Perhaps not, but in such 
cases the Committee on Enrolled Bills did not review the proof, 
after the proof-reader had passed it in the Printing Offi In 
this case the last man to observe the punctuation would be the 

| chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Biiis 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They are no worse ab than 
other printers; but if they send you the proo’s of yo speech 
and you go through it and change the punctuation back to the 

| way you had it originally, can you get them to fix it that way 
then? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Well, there may be dif- 








have to do when the conference committee had agreed, even as | 


late as 10 or 11 o'clock on the day of final adjournment, would be 
to print five or six lines and insert them in the proper place in 
the bill. 

These printers say there would be no difficulty whatever in 
doing that. All they would want would be a little time. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if this system brought about a change in 
our methods of passing bills the last few moments or the last 
— or two of a Congress, it seems to me it would be very desir- 
able. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It might be desirable, if the 
gentleman wished an extra session. 

Mr, RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If it was understood we 
could not get a bill through at the eleventh hour, it would per- 
haps be very well for us, and certainly would not work any 
harm. 

Now, the idea the commission have is not tolet itinterfere at 
first with our corps of engrossing and enrolling clerks. It isan 
experiment. It is tentative, in other words, as we propose to 
put it to work. We do not propose to burn our bridges behind 
us so that we can not go back to the other processif it be desira- 
ble to do so; but we believe it can be instituted, that it is a re 
form that ought to be inaugurated, and that much good will 
come from it. We want to begin it with the long session, in 
order that there may be ample time to get the force ready to do 
the work. 

I want to say that we conferred most fully with our corps of 
clerks, with the gentlemen who have charge of engrossing and 
enrolling, and particularly with the Chief Clerk of this House 
[Mr. TOWLEs], who has had very long experience in this matter. 
And I want to say for him and to his credit, that this isa reform 
which he has been urging upon Congress for many years. He 
believes that it can be made most effectual. I can not see that 


| 





ficulty about that; but I do not hesitate to s:y that you will find 
the proof-readers of the Government Printing Office, as a gen- 
eral thing, are very accurate. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I know that. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Many of them have been 
there a great many years, and they study the question of punctu- 
ation as experts. Besides, it is well to say that the of! as 
rules for punctuation, the object being to establish uniformity 
as far as practicable. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But that is the very trouble about 

| the whole business. The Government printers are, as ! suppose, 
the crack printers of the whole country. They h eir 
theories about how a thing ought to be punctuated and p-inted, 
and they are going to stick to them unless there is some power 
that compels them to change them. The matter of ta: will 


not go. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman may be 
right in that; but that objection would not apply in thi; case, 
because our Committee on Enrolled Bills will not be interfered 
with, and can control the question. They will make the same 


reports; and it will be their duty to pass upon every bill and joint 
resolution to see that they are not only correct in every respect, 
but also in respect to punctuation. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. Is it the intention to have this printing 
done at the Printing Office, or to have it done here at the Capitol? 
Mr. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee. [fit turns out that it can be 
done more expeditiously here, and if itis necessary to do it here, 


then a little printing press could be set up in some room of the 
Capitol, where the printing could be done at once; but it seems 
to me that would only be necessary at the close of a short session 
of Congress. If it is necessary, it could be done without any 


increased expenditure, of course, because it would be done by 
printers sent from the Government Printing Office, and with a 
Government press. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question on ag 
to the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON, of Tennessee, a mot 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


reeing 


ion to 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. 
1 o'clock. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw the bill (H. 
R. 119) and let it go to the Calendar from which it is taken up. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman wili state it. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Whai condition will thatleave 
that bill in? 

The SPEAKER. 
called up. 


The morning hour begins at ten minutes to 


Just in the condition it was before it was 
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Mr. WILSON of Washington. Then it will be still on the 
Calendar as unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. It will be on the Calendar as unfinished 
business. 

The committees were called. 


MARTHA A. DEALY. 


Mr. SOMERS (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, lam directed by the Committee on the 


Public Lands to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 683) for | 
| viz, Sec. 16, T. 38 N., R.2 E., inthe State of Washington. a 


the relief of the heirs of Martha A, Dealy, deceased. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to allow the heirs of 
Martha A. Dealy, widow of David Dealy.to enter under the homestead laws, 
if the said David Dealy when living were qualified to make such entry, the 
north half of the northwest quarter of lots 3 and 4 of section 16, in township 
88 north, of range 2 east of Willamette meridian, and to allow Mary Youn- 
kin, widow of Moses Younkin, to enter under the homestead laws, if the said 
Moses Younkin when living were duly qualified, the north half of the north- 
east quarter, and lots 5 and 6 of section 16, in township 38 north, of range 2 
east of Willamette meridian, both of said tracts lying in Whatcom County, 
in the State of Washington, and to issue patents to the heirs of the said 
Martha A. Dealy, and to Mary Younkin for the respective tracts hereby au- 
thorized to be entered by them, upon their making such proof as is required 
by existing laws, and executive regulations, and in compliance with the re- 
quirements of the homestead laws: Provided, That the State of Washing- 
ton, by the proper State officer, or officers thereto duly authorized by laws 
of said State, shall first select, or shall signify a willingness to select, ac- 
cording to the laws regulating selections of other land of equal area, to be 
taken and heid by said State in lieu of the land hereby authorized to be en- 
tered, and such selections shall be a waiver of any right of said State to the 
land above described as indemnity school lands. 


Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have this bill considered 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to consider this bill in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? 

Mr. SAYERS. Let it take its regular course. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SOMERS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. OATES in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. SOMERS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was submitted the bill (H. 
R. 683) for the relief of the heirs of Martha A. Dealy, deceased, have had 
same under consideration, and report it back with the recommendation that 

t pass. 

The bill is recommended by the Interior Department in the following let- 

ter, which is made a part of this report: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
“GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., October 9, 1893. 


“Sire: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by reference from 
your office, fer report thereon, of House bill No. 683, ‘for the relief of the 
eirs of Martha A. Dealy, Coceased,’ submitted by the chairman of the Com- 

mittee on the Public Lands, House of Representatives, with his letter of the 
26th ultimo, for your opinion thereon. 

“In connection therewith I beg leave to call your attention to the fact 
that a bill (S. (504) similar in its intent and purpose to that now before me 
was reported in Con ss on March 7, 1892, and upon which a full and com- 
plete report favorable to its passage had been made by this office on Febru- 
ary |, i892. 

* This last-mentioned bill, I am informed, was favorably reported upon by 
the Committee on Public Lands of both the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives; Was passed by the latter, and only failed of passage in the Senate by 
=~ failure to call it up in time during the closing hours of the Fifty-second 

AneTress 

“The prneet bill differs from the former only in the fact that in the pre- 
vious bill the beneficiaries named were the heads of two families, Messrs. 
David Dealey and Moses Younkin, since deceased, while the beneficiaries 
named in the present bill are the heirs of the original claimants and of the 
wife of the first named, also Geceased; and also in the fact that in the pres- 
ent. bill it is made obligatory upon the State of Washington first to select, 
or signify its willingness to select, according to the laws regulating selec- 
tions, other land of equal area, to be taken and held by said State in lieu of 
the land authorized thereby to be entered, which selection, it provides, shall 
bea waiver of any right of the State to saidland; whereas in the former bill 
the State was simply authorized to make such selection. 

“Owing to the fact that the conditions relating to this case remain the 
same as When the former report was made except in the particulars men- 
tioned above, I have considered it unnecessary to make a new report, but 
submit herewith a copy of the former opinion, as contained in the report of 
the Committee on Public Lands in the Senate, referred to above, as embody- 
ing the views of this office upon the question therein presented. 

“The bill, together with the letter of Mr. MORA®, transmitting the same, 
are berewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, 
“3. W. LAMOREUX, 


“The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 
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{House Report No. 1950, Fifty-second Congress, first sess: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred 
for the relief of David Dealy and Mary Younkin, respectfully 
lowing report: 
A full statement of the facts and the merits of the case are set 
following letter from the Commissioner of the General Land 0; 
DEPARTMENT OF THY INTERIOR, GENERAL LANp ( 
Washington, D. C., Fel 
Siem: 1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt, by refer: 
of Senate bill No. 1504, entitled ‘“‘A bill for the relief of Dp 
Moses Younkin,” with request fora report thereon. The pur 
is to confirm the title of the beneficiaries to certain land in a s 


the } 


said State to select an equal quantity of other land in lieu t 
faction of its school land erant 

From affidavits and other papers on file in this office, it ap 
via Dealy settled upon land in said section in March, 1884, ha 
the possessory right of one William Wood, who had, in the 
bought the same from one Monroe, Who was occupying the 
of survey, intending to claim it under the donation law. 

The other beneficiary settled at a later date, having | 
Dealy’s claim, apparently in the belief that it was public la; 
Monroe’s occupation thereof previous to and at the time of 
Was supposed to have effected a permanent exception of t 
reservation in favor of schools. 

In order that it may be understood how such belief could 
brief résumé of some departmental rulings previous to and : 
be necessary. 

It appears that prior to 1878 the holding of the Departme 
settlements on school land in California under the seventh 
act of March 3, 1853, was that land to which the grant did n 
date of survey could not thereafter become subject to the ri 
although the original settler should abandon his claim or 

In 1878 a contrary view was adopted, and it was held that th: 
the land as excepted from the grant was personal to the 
and that upon his abandonment thereof the land would rev: 
or reservation, to the exclusion of subsequent settlers (Ga 
and Oregon Railroad Company, 5 C. L. O., 150; Mette vs. Stat 
tbid., 164). This view was adopted on a certain construction « 
of the Supreme Court in the case of the Water and Minin 
Bugbey (96 U. S. R,, 165). In 1882, in Perkins vs. Central P 
Company (1 L. D., 336), Secretary Teller, after considering t 
the case mentioned and comparing it with the explanator 
thereon in Mining Company vs. Consolidated Mining Compar 
167), held that the former case had been misconstrued, and 
doctrine held prior to 1878. Secretary Teller, in a decision 
4, 1884, in the case of Giovanni Le Franci (3 L. D., 229), ag: 
Supreme Court decisions and held that if a tract was ex 
gona 1 grant at the date of survey it could not afterward | 
State. 

In August, 1888, the Department, in the case of the State o 
L. D., 170), again changed its opinion upon this question, and : 
doctrine assumed in i878 and discarded in 1884, which den 
enter school land in a school section to all except the origin 
holding has, since 1888, been several times affirmed, and is 
the Department, not only with reference to California cas 
eral applicability; and it was under this ruling that the cla 
Younkin to enter the land claimed by them were rejected by 
of August 19, 1889. 

From the foregoing outline of departmental decisions it wi 
between the years 1882 and 1888 land in the predicament of th 
the bill in California was held to be public land free from the 
terest of the State, and open to settlement after abandonmen 
nal settler, whose occupation at the date of survey was 
from attachment of the school grantor reservation. It is tr 
cited had reference to cases in California arising under t 
of the act of March 3, 1853 (10 U.S. Stat., 244), and not . 
law; but in the popular mind they received a general app 
ties might naturally have been misled thereby. It was d 
that Dealy made settlement. 

Younkin’s settlement appears to date only from abont M 
may benoted, however, that while the doctrine at present 
partment under the California law had been announced 
sions on the subject were few and far from conclusive. 

It appears from the papers on file in this office that the sai 
have made permanent homes and valuable improvements u) 
claimed by them, and their cases seem meritorious for legi 

The county commissioners of Whatcom County, withi: 
lies, by a resolution adopted November 5, 1889, recommended | 
of the beneficiaries be contirmed. Such a course would not c: 
to the United States, which would thereby simply grant an e4 
indemnity and receive in exchange therefor the land in place, t 
of under the homestead or other law; nor to the State, which \ 
linquish its claim to this particular land, her title to which is « 
and receive an equal amount under a clear title. The proj 
seems, therefore, beneficial to all parties concerned. 

It should perhaps be added for yourinformation thatif the Stat 
its rig ht to the land claimed by the settlers she will be entitled 
amount of indemnity as is allowed by the bill. The selection 
made in lieu of deficiencies in this township have been calculat« 
sumption that the land described belongs tothe State. Insev 
cases this office has had occasion to consider the allegation that ' 
tions are excessive, and has invariably found that the charge 
tained and that the aggregate amount selected does not equal t 
cies eXisting, counting this land as the property of the State 
conclusion was reached by the Department in the case of Willian 
(12 L. D., 89), in which the point was raised with specific refere! 
selections in lieu of deficiencies in this township. If, therefore 
relinquished its title to the portions of the school section cover 


| Claims of the parties named, it will undoubtedly be entitled to 


amount of other landin lieu of the deficiencies thus created. ‘ 

I see, therefore, no objection to the measure proposed in the b! 
rather of the opinion that its adoption would be in the interest of 
that it is intended to afford relief to two meritorious citizens who | 
vested their all in these claims. 

That expedients of this kind for the relief of deserving claimants 
without precedent in Congressional legislation is shown in the passa” 
act on June 9, 1880, for the relief of certain settlers within the late Fort 
ney military reservation in Nebraska (21 U.S. Stat., 552; Land Laws 
and Temporary, volume 2, ‘e 938). ‘ 


In view especially of the fact that these settlers went upon the land 1" | 


- 


belief that their occupation thereof was in accordance with the law. 5 


continued to reside thereon in good faith since that time, and have expenir’ 
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.jderable amount of money in improvements thereon, it would seem | if was promulgated in the States named, a few persons made 
vey are deserving of all consideration that can be shown them entries of what is known as offered land, the money was paid 
il de become Suenos. and all the requirem “nis of the law complied with This privat , 

*d . THOS. H. CARTER, Commissioner bill, introduced by Gen. WHEELER, was to confirm the entry of 










































The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. Mr. Hall. It was referred to the Iater Department. The 
ef rregoing the Sex Saaeey 68 the Sateesee cement Hh ieee Secretary and Commission yrecomm in lieuof that billa ven- 
Nee eats, Davia Dealy aus Giedk Rovies a Winow, bathe 2. oral bill, so that a few entri rm ~ et . dates nD med, 
——— ; covering a period of out © ays, mM 
ymmittee therefore recommends that the bill be amended by substi Mr. HERMANN... I desire to ask th t n f \ 
tu 1e name of Martha A Dealy”’ for that of “ Davi L Deaty, . where sas whether this bill pert 1s to ] 
tt yccurs in the bill, and by making like substitute in the title. | : . : a . 
i the: s amendments the committee recommends that the bill do pass } part of the co intry Dev" en tho ‘ Or ) 
fr. SOMERS. If there is no desire to debate the bill, I move | *8e States name rie ren eeen wen 
that it be reported to the House with the recommendation that | i Se ; i aoe p U4 Aas c 
it as t i that the bill only ) to S 
The motion was agreed to. iz ey Ga ad Sc a aie 
The committee accordingiy rose, and the Speaker having re- | ™ ei etgitie ‘ Ate 
sumed the chair, Mr. OATES, Chairman of the Committee of : Som 
the Whole, reported that the committee had had under con- os AX 
i ion the bill (H. R. 683) for the relief of the heirs of msn NaN 
M: a A. Dealy, deceased, and had directed him to report the - : een SUD O 
gal hack to the House with the recommendation that itdo pass a Vv +¥ ; : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and mt. SSL Lt ha A ‘ 
bei engrossed it was accordingly read the third time, and | Menes Shab Wwe pas : oo ; ) 
voila 3 troudnie and . t ( ijus 
O motion of Mr. SOMERS, a motion tor consider the vo ; — oy special : : 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. Mr. HERM A NN. Sind 16 Only port 
. ; cash entr oltered tween those two 
CASH ENTRIES OF OFFERED LANDS. Mr. McRAE Yes. sir. It } ¢ : 
Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Com: te S Arkansas. Mis opi.an ry 
on Publie Lands to call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 4244 me ent 
to confirm cash entries of offered lands. The report has not yet Mr. WILSON of Washineto Will the . 
come in, to ask him a qu io 
The bill was read, as follows: Mr. McRAR. Certain 
Be it enacted, etc., That all private cash entries of | jer \ SON « W hing ton As | f 
gale as offered lands, made between the dates of the ap ea : wy 1] 
fesclution of May 14, 1888, and its promulgation, May cas —MeoeR AT Se 
which all requirements of law have been complied with, be, and the I WODWAT. ‘ wer ( 
fre hereby. confirmed Ir. WLLSON of Washington | 10 ) 
Mr. DINGLEY. Does not that bill require consideration in Mr. MCRAE. They are n 
the Committee of the Whole? b | for cash 
The SPEAKER. TheChair did not pay attention to the read- lr. HERMANN. Lask t the bill and repor 
ing of the bill. The gentleman from Maine raises the questiot Mr. MCRAE. The report does r toh Oo 
that this bill should be considered in Committee of the Who the Printing Office yet ‘an tell you the fact 
Mr. DINGLEY. I merely asked whether it should not be | Commissioner of the General Land Offi d the Secret 
considered in Committee of the Whole. I did not notice the | considered the bill, and mm l thatag Lbill be 
reading. Is it not the granting of public land by confirming the in lieu of the private bill. 
title? Mr. COBB of Alabama. Have you any informati 
The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair that this bill ought mount of land covered by this bill? 
to be considered in Committee of the Whole. fr. MCRAE. There were but very few t ft 
Mr. MCRAE. The bill seeks to confirm some entries de | ter between those two dates. The report the ( 
between the passage of a joint resolution and its promulgatio Land Office did not specify the number of entries t] 
I suppose that it ought to go to the committee. it ire very few ‘he money has been id 
The SPEAKER. The bill will have to be considered in Com- | ¢ , and the Commissioner of the General | } 
mittee of the Whole. th h tries m l that period b 
Mr. SOMERS. Imove thatthe House resolve itself into Com- s been septed and paid in the Trea 
mittee of the Whole for the consideration of the bil 
The motion was agreed to. Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I think it is du ) e 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the | House, upon a matter so important as this, that it should 
Whole, Mr. OATES in the chair. in possession of the opinion of the Commissioner of the ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole | Land Office, as it is in his office that allthese s led e 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk wil Lj 1 as the i » of t 
read. sat the repor 
The title was again reported. it that the matte 
Mr. SOMERS. I now yield to the gentleman from Arka ‘ e can get the views of the Land O 


° * >A W ! 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, Congress on the 14th of May \AE. Mr. Chairman, I have stat e f rl 


18ss—— ier of the General L LO rer l 
Mr. DINGLEY. Should not the bill and report be read? ral bill covering this cl of entri [am wil 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will sus- | to » aS Lo apply t!] t 
vat : : 
rr 1 


pend until the Clerk reads the bill. M1 , and Miss pi. 
The bill was again read. r. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Ch wan, I thir 
Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, Charles A. Hall, a constituent, | titles oug! o be confirmed in a i states where 
I believe, of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], d their money and it has gone into the ger l tr 
' 


made a cash entry between the passage of the resolution, May nt such vinour Western country where we have ‘ 
14, 1888, and May 29, the date of the promulgation of that reso- | | ' n r Southern States you have nooff i lands n 


lution, which i will ask the Clerk to read: le nd. Wherever men hay yne forwat 1d 
The Clerk read as follows: 3e entries, have complied with the law as they lerstood it, 
re told by the local land off ‘s the law was, and have 
and House of Representatives of the United States of | uel in ne and taken hei ( Ss, an lat money has 
America in Congr 1. That the pubdiic lands of the United States in | gone into the ‘T'r y Ol nl : 
the States of Mississippi, Arkansas, and Alabama now subject to private | 5 t to be some way | vhich the title to their lar 
sale as offered lands shal! be disposed of under and according to the prov 7 : 


Joint resolution relating to the disposal of public lands in certain Sta 
Resolved by the S& 
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a 
embtled, 


sions of the homestead laws only until the pending legislation affecting such | ©0""! vim om ™ , . : 
lands shall be disposed of or the present session of Congress shall adjourn Ir. MCRAE. So far as my information og ves, I } e 


Provided, That any isolate 1 * dis connected tracts or parceis of the public | h d of anysuch cash entries in myState. T} 
domain less than 160 acres may be ordered sold at private or public sale for 3 : c- Alabama is all that . re | f hut, t Cc 
not less than $1.25 per acre by the Commissioner of the General Land Office 2S C6 SS eee ae ee tha ; | have heard of, but th — 
when, in his judgment, it would be proper to do so missioner of the Land Office informs me th it t ‘e are a few 

Approved May 14, 1888. | other cases, and I hope the matter will not go ov 


: Mr. MCRAE. After the passage of that resolution, and before! Mr. WILSON of Washington. I have no doubt that confusion 
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did arise in the Southern States in making the change from 
offered to unoffered lands, and I think there ought to be some 
legislation to give relief to those who suffered by reason of it. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me say that there are a great many of 
these suspended cash entries that were absolutely fraudulent in 
their inception, and that have been rightfully held up by the 
Commissioner. Now, [ understand that this bill would virtually 
validate all classes of claims. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is not possible that there could be fraud in 
this class of entries. The lands were subject to sale at $1.25 an 
acre, and the purchasers bought them at that price and paid 
their money, so that there could be no fraud, provided the lands 
werenonmineraliands. It was purely asale of land, and no settle- 
ment was required of the purchaser. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the man might not have been entitled 
to make the entry. 

Mr. MCRAE. The gentleman does not seem to understand 
that in the States in question lands that have been subject to 
sale for a certain period become “offered” lands subject to pri- 
vate cash entry by anybody. That was not the case in his State, 
but it was in these States. The resolution that has been referred 
to here withdrew all the offered lands in those three States, and 
that was followed later in the same Congress by an act prohibit. 
ing the sale of any lands for cash, and now those States are on the 
same footing with you. But during that period, a time when 
anybody had aright to buy these lands, a few men did buy and 
paid their money to the Government, and I think their titles 
ought to be confirmed or their money refunded. 

Mr. HERMANN. But the gentleman must remember that 
the law required that an affidavit should be filed in each case as 
to the nonmineral character of the lands. 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. The Government has had ample 
time to determine the mineral quality of the land. 

Mr. COBBof Alabama. Under the old law they could buy any 
amount of land, I believe. 

Mr. MCRAE, Yes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, would not the amount of land 
which was purchased between these two periods have something 
to do with the propriety of passing this bill? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly, if there wasany considerable amount, 
but the Commissioner of the General Land Office says that there 
are only a few entries. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But you are not able to inform us as 
to the exact amount. 

Mr. MCRAE. I have told you what the Commissioner says. 
He says that there are only a few entries. I know of no large 
transactions. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Would it not be better to refer this 
bill to the Commissioner to have him state the exact amount? 
If aman purchased a homestead, that might be considered in 
our legislation. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Suppose a man purchased 320 
acresand paid his money for it and the local land office received 
his money and the General Land Office received it, and it went 
into the Treasury, do you not think his title to that land should 
be confirmed? 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not necessarily. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If you should try to get the 
oe out of the Treasury, you would think differently. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Oh, there is no trouble about that. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona, I wish the gentleman would help me 
to get some out. [Laughter.| 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I will do my best to help you. 

Mr. MCRAE. In this class of cases I understand that there 
can be no refund of the money onsen by a special act of Con- 
gress, and no man who has not followed the course of one of 
these private bills to the Committee on Claims and through 
Congress can appreciate the difficulty of securing its passage. 
You refuse to give these men the land after taking their money, 
and then you say that they must go to Congress to get their 
money back. Itis an outrage, and the larger the transaction 
the greater the outrage. 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the Chairman please have 

| 





the resolution of 1888 read again for the information of the 
House. 

The resolution was again read. 

Mr. MCRAE, Mr. Chairman, in order to avoid all question, I | 
will move to amend the bill so as to confine it to those entries in | 
the States of Mississippi, Alabama, and Arkansas. As a matter | 
of fact it would not affect other States, but that amendment will | 
avoid any question about it, and so I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. HERMANN. That will be more satisfactory. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


After the word ‘‘sale,"’ in line 3, insert, “in the States of Alabama, Missis- 
sipp!, and Arkansas," so as to read, “that all private cash entries of public 
—_ subject to sale in the States of Alabama, Mississippi, and Arkansas,” 
etc. 


OCTOBER 26, 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is there any necessity for providing 
for any other State except Alabama? = 

Mr. MCRAE. The bill does not mention any State }y 
but the resolution which makes this bill necessary applic | 
three States named. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, Iam 
to thisamendment. Inasmuch asthe tendency has been 
the last few years at least, to make our land laws genera|, 
cable to all sections of the Union alike, it seems to me t) 
amendmentshould not depart from that policy. While it { 
that this matter does not affect Western interests in any o 
gree, some cases might arise there under the bill; and | 
how difficult it is for people who have made entries in 
the local land offices to have refunded the money obtain: 
Government, it seems to me that such persors ought to 
opportunity to perfect their titles and obtain patents u 
eral laws. I am opposed in principle to legislation of t| 
acter providing for only two or threeStates. I think ou 
land legislation ought to be general. But while [ am 
to the amendment [ shall not make any obstructive op) 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. M 
was agreed to. 

Mr. MCRAE. I move that the committee rise and 1 
bill as amended to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker h 
sumed the chair, Mr. OATES reported that the Commit 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under consider 
bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm cash entries of offered lands, a 
come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is on agreein 
amendment reported from the Committee of the Whol 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call the att 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] to the fact 1 
word ‘‘ case” in line 7 should apparently be ‘‘ cases.” 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir; that is an error which should 
rected, and I ask that the amendment be made. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this typograph 
will be corrected. 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being on the passage of the bill, 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. I move to recommit the bi 
Committee on Public Lands, with instructions to asce: 
amount of land covered by the bill and the purchasers 
amount purchased by each person. 

Mr. MCRAE. I hope the motion will not be agreed t 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Is the motion debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. Coss « 
bama was agreed to, there being—ayes 41, noes 31. 


RAILROAD ON HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION. 


Mr. GRESHAM. Iam authorized by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands to call up the bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of 
way for the construction of a railroad and other improvements 
over and on the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, \rk. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Calendar of the (ommit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. GRESHAM. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Before thatquestion is taken,with 
a view of ascertaining whether exception will be made to this 
measure, I would like to ask the gentleman from Texas |\Mr. 
GRESHAM] how many rights of the kind contemplated in this 
bill have been granted to railroad companies during the last 
three Congresses. I have not keptaccurate count, but the num- 
ber is certainly very large. 

Mr. GRESHAM. It is impossible for me to tell how many 
bills of this character have been passed by Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It seems to me that if this thing 
is to continue the Hot Springs Reservation will be gridironed 
with railroads. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. GrwesiiAM, 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the bill, the motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole (Mr. OATES in the chair), and proceeded to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 4243. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the right of way 45 feet in width, upon which 
to construct, equip, operate, and maintain a railroad with one or more 
tracks, is hereby granted to George W. Baxter, John D. Ware. Leslie 
Webb, and George M. Baxter, their associates and assigns, upon and over 
the West Moun of the Hot Springs Reservation, as follows: Commencing 
ata point on first line marked A, 7 feet east of the line marked M on Gov- 
ernment plat survey, 1892, for topography; thence by a route to be approved 















————— — 


py the Secretary of the Interior to the boundary line of said West Mountain 
Reser’ 
shall not o : : : 
ment of the Government reservation of Hot Springs, Ark., and the said 


grantees shall, by the erection of substantial iron bridges with closed beds 
and sides, or by means of tunnels, avoid rendering the crossings dangerous 
to passengers on the said highways, either in conveyances or on foot 

” Sgc. 2. That the said parties or their assigns shall cause to be made an ac 
curate mapand profile of the located line of said railway with the specifica 
tions for the construction thereof, and the same shalt be approved by and 
filed With the Secretary of the Interior before the construction of said rail- 
road shall be commenced. The Secretary of the Interior shall have the su 
ervision and control over the location and construction of said railroad, 
which must be built and put in running order to the top of Said mountain 
within two years from and after the passage of this act. Each of the con 
ditions in this section shall be construed as a condition precedent to the 
grant herein made, and a failure to comply with any of them shall of itself 
work a forfeiture of the rights hereby granted. 

Sec. 3. That thesaid parties or their assigns shall have the privilege of erect- 
ing on said West Mountain observatories, hotels, and such other buildings 
as may be considered by the Secretary of the Interior desirable for the ac 
commodation of the public, and for such purposes, and for laying off and 
peautifying a park surrounding or adjacent tosuch buildings the said parties 
or their assigns are hereby privileged to use 5 acres of ground upon said 
mountain, they agreeing to build upon and beautify the same at their own 
expense. Asurvey and plat of the grounds to be used for the purposes herein 
mentioned shall be first submitted to the Secretary of the Interior and ap- 
proved by him before any improvements shall be begun upon said land. 
Plans for all buildings shall be submitted to and approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Sec. 4. That the said parties are to pay semiannually to the Interior De- 
partment, on account of the fund for the improvement of the permanent 
Hot Springs Reservation, the sum of 2 per centum of the gross annual earn- 
ings of said railroad and buildings and grounds. 

Src. 5. That all tolls, charges,or income received under or by reason of 
this grant shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, 
who shall from time to time prescribe rules and regulations for the man- 
agement of said property. 

Src. 6. That Congress reserves the right to at any time alter, amend, 
change, or repeal the rights and privileges hereby conferred. 


Mr. RAY. Isthere a report accompanying this bill? 

Mr. GRESHAM. There is a report, but I think it has not 
been printed; and if it were at hand it would contain only the 
recommendation that the bill be passed. The purport of the bill 
is to convey to certain parties named the right to construct a 
railroad from near the foot of West Mountain, in the Hot Springs 
Reservation, to the top of it. The construction of the road and 
its location are absolutely under the control of the Interior De- 
partment. 

Mr. RAY. It seems to me that on so important a matter we 
ought to have some report. 

Mr. GRESHAM. [think I can answer any question of the 


-ation, or as near thereto as shall be necessary, but the said railroad }{ 
pstruct any highway contemplated by the plans for the improve- | 
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| entitled to receive from the committee. 





gentleman, or give him any information he may desire inregard | 


to this bill. 

Mr. RAY, Mr. Chairman, is it in order to consider a bill 
without the report? 

Mr.GRESHAM. This bill was reported yesterday, and the 
report, as I have said, has not been printed; but a similar bill 
was passed in the last House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that under the rule any 
bill reported and on the Calendar may be called up during this 
hour. 

Mr.GRESHAM. The regulation of the road, the amount of 
tolls, the mode of its construction, and all matters of that char- 


acter are left absolutely within the control of the Interior De- | 


partment, by which the plans are to be approved. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. I would like to ask whether the 
bill in its present form has been submitted to the Interior De- 
partment? 

Mr.GRESHAM. The Interior Department submitted a bill 
which the committee modified, putting in it many more restric- 
tions than were proposed by the Department. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Is there now anything on record 


which will show the differences between the billas recommended | 


by the Interior Department and the bill as reported by the com- 
mittee? 

Mr.GRESHAM. No, sir; I think not, because the bill as re- 
ported now is almost entirely a new bill, containing even more 
restrictions on the grant than were embodied in the recommen- 
dations of the Interior Department. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does the gentleman in charge of 
the bill know whether, as presented to the committee now, this 
bill has received the favorable consideration of the Interior De- 
partment? 

Mr. GRESHAM. It has every restriction placed on it that 
was suggested by the Interior Department, and many more, | 
will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. But that does not answer the 
question. Does the gentleman know whether in its present form 
the bill meets the approval of the Interior Department? 

Mr. GRESHAM. I can not say; but as all the views he has 
suggested, and something more are contained in the bill, I do not 
see how he can possibly object. It goes beyond what he recom- 
mended even. Now, in the first instance, the bill as originally 
introduced here, did not provide for a limit to the right of way. 
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He suggested that thereshould be certain tunnelsor iron bridges 
constructed at one crossing: but the committee made it general 
and provided that there should be no crossings on the highways 


at grade in any particular; and left the est iblishmentof the grade 
as well as the location of the line to the discretionof the Interior 
Department 

Mr. BRETZ. 
tion? 

Mr. GRESHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. BRETZ. I did not distinctly hear the reading of the bill, 
but if I understood it correctly I think it gives these parties tive 
acres of ground? 

Mr. GRESHAM. 
top of the mountain. 

Mr. BRETZ. What for? 

Mr. GRESHAM. Fora public park, for hotels and observa- 
tories, all of which is to be done at the expenses of these people 

Mr. BRETZ. By what authority is this railroad company au- 
thorized to order the construction of anything in the way of 
hotels or parks? 

Mr. GRESHAM. This grant is to individuals, not to an ex- 
isting company, but to these parties for the purpose indicated. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman will pardon 
me, I do not know that I have any special opposition to the meas 
ure, but I wish to say, if | may be heard fora moment, taking for 
granted, and I do of course, that every statementthe gentleman 
has made is absolutely accurate, yet | think there seems 
creeping into this Housea practice of reporting bills without the 
accompanying reports, or that information which the [louse is 
I think that ictice 
is a bad one and ought not to prevail. [think these committees 
should present their reports with every bill, and before » bill 
is called up that the report should be in possession of the ctouse. 
I think the House ought to have them for information. 

We have plenty of time. Now, this morning we h:d two or 
three bills reported for consideration here without the reports 
attached, which the House ought to have, as has been the uni- 
form practice, embodying information from the committee or 
from the Departments as to the measure proposed; and it seems 
to me, with all due respect to my friend from Texas, that the 
practice which has been creeping in here to-day is establishing 
a very bad precedent. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Ido notsee how a report could be more ex- 
plicit than the bill itself, as to its terms. 

Mr. RAY. Dol understand that the Interior Department has 
recommended the grant of this particular right of way? 

Mr. GRESHAM. Yes, sir; that is what | understand from 
their letter; and I will say further, that a bill was passed in the 
last Congress upon a similar recommendation. 

Mr. RAY. Then you must have in your possession or 
where in the files of the committee this particular recommenda- 
tion or letter. 

Mr.GRESHAM. We have, but it is rather indistinct. Evi- 
dently the gentleman who prepared it knew nothing about the 
construction of railroads. 

Mr. RAY. Itseems to me that we ought to have that com- 
munication before us. 

Now, I do not want to stand in the way for a single moment of 
a proposition to grant the right of way in this case, if it is proper 
to be done, and the Interior Department, knowing the facts about 
it, recommends it. I will not doit. But it is a strange thing 
if there is such a recommendation that the committee did not 
report it to the House. I ask the gentleman, therefore, that the 
committee report that communication inorder that we may have 
the information we ought to have, and if proper I certainly will 
not stand in the way, and I am sure gentlemen on this side will 
not. 

Mr. 
read? 

Mr. COOMBS. We ought to have the report. 

Mr. GRESHAM. The report does not contain the letter or 
anything but the favorable report on this bill. 

ir. RAY. Has this particular bill been referred to the In- 
terior Department? 

Mr. GRESHAM. 


¢ 


Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 


It gives them the use of that ground on the 


to be 


> 
| 


some- 


GRESHAM. The gentleman simply wants that letter 


No, sir. The bill originally introduced was 
to the Department, which returned it with certain 
cations. These were all adopted, and power conferred on 
nterior Department which enlarged very much its own 
mmendation. The bill he suggested designated a certain 
ne on which the road should be constructed. The commit 
vielded to that suggestion, but left the location of the line to his 
own determination hereafter. 
Mr. RAY. Whose determination? 
Mr. GRESHAM. The determination of the Interior Dep: 
ment, because we had neither a survey nor a profile of it 
was impossible to state what the grades might be or where 
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line should run until there was an actual survey, so we gave 
him power beyond what was asked for originally in his recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. RAY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that this 
bill does not prescribe or point out the particular line? 

Mr. GRESHAM. Certainly, sir; for the reason that the pro- 
posed line commences at the foot of West Mountain and climbs 
the mountain to the top; andexactly how that is to be done ean 
not be known accurately until there has been a survey and _ pro- 
file establishing the alignments and the grade. 

Mr.RAY. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY. What particular haste is there in regard to this 
bill? 

Mr. GRESHAM. I do not know thatthere isany, except that 
this is a measure that was passed by the last House. 

Mr. RAY. Then why are you not willing ¢o hold it back and 
refer this bill to the Interior Department? If they recommend 
it, 1 am quite sure that gentlemen on this side of the House 
would not oppose it. 

Mr. GRESHAM. It is justsimply the delay, and the difficulty 
of ever resching it. 

Mr. RAY. It can becalled up in any morning hour. 

Mr. BRETZ. I understood the gentleman to say that these 
hotels that were to be built on the 5 acres of ground at the 
top of the mountain were to be built at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. GRESHAM. No; at the expense of the parties who get 
this franchise. Before they can be constructed, the plans and 
specifications are to be submitted to and approved by the In- 
terior Department. 

Mr. RAY. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that any party de- 
siring to build a railroad over this reservation ought to come to 
this House with the profile of the proposed road, that itought 
to be submitted to this House, so that the members of this 
House can exercise some independent judgment in the matter. 

Mr. GRESHAM. How many of them could tell from the pro- 
file, when they get it, whether the road was properly located or 
whether the grades were proper or not? 

Mr. RAY. Itis perhaps immaterial how many; but at least 
every member of this House ought to have the right to exer- 
cise the judgment that he has, and to look into the matter and 
be satisfied in regard to its propriety. You do not know where 
this road would go, over what part of the reservation it would 

©. You donot know what other right it may interfere with. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Oh, yes, we do. 

Mr. RAY. It may cover some minesor interfere with some 
timber lands, or something of that kind. We know nothing 
about it. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Yes, we know that it commences at the foot 
of the mountain and runs to the tep of it, and we know also that 
if there are any great mines to be discovered, or anything else 
of that kind, that the Government can at its pleasure revoke tbe 
grant that it is now proposed to convey by this bill, at any time. 

Mr. RAY. The trouble is, it seems tome, that there ought to 
be a profile of this proposed route, that any man who wants the 
right to go over this land should know first where he wants to 
go, and, in the second place, that he should procure to be made 
and presented to Congress a profile of the proposed route, show- 
ing where it is located, and how much land will be taken; and 
then this House could judge with somesort of correctness whether 
it was proper or not that the right be granted. : 

Until that is done I want to say to my friend that | should feel 
disposed to stand in the way of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GRESHAM. I will say in regard tothat, thatif the line 
has to be located and the estimates made out for every railroad 
before the bill is passed, railroad companies would build very 
few miles of road that required Congressional action. 

Mr. RAY, I would not care for the estimate, but gentlemen 
want to know where the proposed line is to be constructed, and 
what interests it might confliet with. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Sometimes, before a route is finally located, 
as many as twenty lines will be run up and around a mountain, 
and the final route will only be determined after a full estimate 
as to which is the cheapest and the best route. That will have 
to be approved, in this case, by the Secretary of the Interior, be- 
fore any work can be commenced. 

Mr. RAY. Then, in effect, this House is asked to authorize 
these gentlemen to build a railroad anywhere upon this reserva- 
tion? 

Mr. GRESHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And then after they select a particular line they 
propose to submit it to the Secretary of the Interior, and if he 
says ‘‘ go ahead” it will be all right. 

Mr. GRESHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. In otherwords, we ineffect submit the whole mat- 
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ter to the Secretary of the Interior to say whether a propos 
route shall be occupied by the railroad or not. : 

Mr. GRESHAM. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And Congress in that event would yield all 
diction over the matter to the Secretary of the Interior 

Mr. GRESHAM. No, sir: that is not the case in th 
The termini are fixed, and the road to be built between t! 
termini is the thing that is left in the discretion of the In: 
Department, 

Mr. RAY. Well, then, the proposition is you fix th 
ends of the road. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Yes, 

Mr. RAY. And the promoters of this enterprise may 
where on this reservation, round and round it, and over 
over it, and you leave it to the Secretary of the Interior 
prove that. The Secretary of the Interior will leave it 1 
clerk in the Department to look into; so that this Congr 
renders its entire jurisdiction and discretion in the mat 
sibly and probably to some clerk in the Interior Dep 
Now, I submit to the gentleman, do you think that thut 
proper or wise? Do you think that this Congress ought | 
mit to any such thing as that? 

Mr. GRESHAM. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour hasexpired, and the c 
will rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker hay 
sumed the chair, Mr. OATEs, from the Committee of the \V 
reported that that committee had had under considerati 
bill H. R. 4243, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has expired. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted 
WHEELER of Alabama, for four days, om account of im) 
business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the special or 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
the United States. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state « 
Union for the further consideration of the bill the title 
has just been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee 
Whole, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the \ 
for the consideration of a bill the tithe of which tho Cle 
now report. 

The title was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Louisiana. 

Mr. BCATNER. Mr. Chairman, it might be supposed t 
measure such as the one now before the House, one propo 
deal with a purely business question, one having no politi 
sectional lines, would receivefrom this House a careful, : 
and a dispassionate consideration. One would suppose, 
ever, from reading some of the remarks which have been cd: 
ered im the consideration of this question, that an infamou 
spiracy had been entered into to deprive a large num) 
American people of their constitutional rights and privile 

One would suppose that the bill struck at the fireside 
the hearthstones of a large number of our constituents, an: 
the gentlemen who framed the bill, who imtroduced the | 
who reported the bill, and those who advocate it are enti 
indifferent to the sufferings of their distressed constituenis. : 
are willing tools in the hands of heartless Shylocks, to betr: 
to oppress, ani to outrage the people whom they have « 
here sworn to represent. 

I challenge, Mr. Chairman, the consideration of this bill 
any fair-minded man for one single atom of foundation for t 
violent charges and assertions which have been made against i! 

I find, sir, in the remarks of the gentleman from Alabam 
[Mr. DENSON], delivered a few days ago, some violent diatri! 
and charges'against the bill. He claims that it will despoil his 
farmer constituents of their homes, that it is ‘‘an infamo 
thing,” and in general he exhausts the vocabulary of denunci:- 
tion in declaring this bill ought not to receive the support 0 
this House. When you come to analyze his speech, Mr. Chair 
man, you find that the first great fault which he discovers is i 
the definition of insolvency. The next is that ifa merchan 
does not meet his commercial paper in thirty days, and remains 
suspended for that length of time, that he is subject to the pro 
visions of the act. The third is that national banks are not sub- 
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ject to the provisions of the act. The fourth is that the fees of 
counsel and the employés to look after the estate in the bank- 
rupt courts are to be paid out of the funds of the bankrupt sur- 
ered to the trustee. 


ren pee . . . . : 
fifth provision to which he objects is that relating to 
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homestead exemptions, and his sixth point is that the farmers | 


ar 
they ow ; . 
bankruptey the farmers may be compelled to pay their debts. 


These points, Mr. Speaker, taken outof che gentleman’s speech, | 


stitute the sole basis for the charge which he has made 
st the bill as an infamous conspiracy concocted by one 
clas .of American citizens to rob and despoil another class. 

Let us look at the definition of ‘‘ insolvency.” The definition 
in the bill is that a man is insolvent when his property, at afair 
valuation, is not sufficient to pay his debts; a definition of in- 
solvency known to the civil law ever since there was a civil law, 
a definition differing from ths definition of the common law, in- 
that the common law declares that a man is insolvent when he 
fails to pay his debts, while the civil law holds that he is in- 


co 


substantially sub‘ected to the provisions of this bill because | 
the merchants, and if the merchants are thrown into 


solvent only when his property is not sufficient to pay his debts | 
Now, how is a man’s insolvency to be determined under any sys- | 


tem of laws? Is he to say himself whether he is insolvent or 
not? Is any particular individual to say so? 
so? And whoever is to say so, must he not have some rules for 
his guidance, some rules by which to determine the fact ina 
legal sense? 

Then, what fairer rule can be found than that his insolvency 


Is the judge tosay | 


or his solvency shall be ascertained by a fair valuation of his prop- | 


erty, and that the verdict, the resuit, shall be pronounced by : 

fair and impartial jury who have heard the evidence in the case? 
fs it to be presumed that, simply because a man has been pro- 
ceeded against in bankruptcy, the judge at once becomes a ty 

rant, at once becomes incompetent and dishonest, that the jury is 
to be packed against the victim, that the jurors will not consider 
the testimony, that witnesses will commit perjury to injure him, 
that the court will not decide according to the law and the jus- 
tice of the case? 

Mr. Speaker, if that is a fair deduction, if any such deduction 
can be drawn in this case, then we ought to abolish all trials 
and all courts, because, whenever a man is brought before a 
court, upon any ground whatever, he is to be regarded as a 
victim, everything is against him, ana he can not get justice in 
the tribunals of the land. To my mina, sir, that objection is 
absoluteiy absurd, with all due respect ~o the gentleman from 
Alabama. No man ought to be put intu bankruptcy unless he is 
insolvent, and you can find no fairer means of testing a mun’s 
solvency than that which is proposed in this bill, to ascertain 
whether his property is sufficient, on a fair valuation, to pay his 
debts. 

But the gentleman asks what isa fair valuation? It isa fair 
valuation; that is what itis. Itdoes notmean what his property 
will sell for under the hammer; it does not mean what his prop- 
erty will sell for-on ten years’ credit. It doesnot mean what his 
property would sell for without proper effort to effect a sale. 

[t means just what it says, a fair valuation. It meansthatthe 
appraisers and the witnesses who come before the jury shall be 
asked about their knowledge of the property, and about their 
judgment as to what is a fair valuation of it under existing con- 
ditions. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me to interrupt him 
for a moment, I donot want to enter into any controversy at all, 
but I want to ask him whether he is arguing that every man 
ought to be put into bankruptcy, or that the law ought to per- 
mit every man to be put into bankruptcy, simply because he is 
insolvent. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
template. 

Mr. RAY. I knew that; but I desired to bring it out clearly. 

Mr. BOATNER. This bill only provides that whenever cer- 
tain other conditions named in it concur, and when in addition, 
the man is insclvent, then he may be put into bankruptcy. Of 
course if every man who is insolvent were to be thrown into 
bankruptcy we would have a collapse in commercial circles in 
the United States. 

Mr. RAY. Iasked the question simply because I thought the 
gentleman was giving the impression to the House that this bill 
did permit the throwing of every man into bankruptcy simp]; 
because he was insolvent. 

Mr. BOATNER. IfanythingI was saying was producing any 
such impression I am very thankful to the gentleman from New 
York for correcting it, because I had no such idea in my mind. 

Mr. DENSON. I will ask the gentleman when is this fair valu- 
ation to be determined? 

Pa. a The fair valuation is to be determined at 

e trial. 


By no means, and this bill does not so con- 






Mr. DENSON. At the trial; and 
if the man, being insolvent, fails to pay 


within thirty days he m 


yet you say in you vt 


his commere 


» hurled into bankrbpt 





Mr. BOATNER. ‘“ Hh is a ver: od word. | Laughter. | 
Mr. DENSON. Mr he very terms and the very 
reason of the bill itself show that the insolv ust be de- 
termined by the debtor himself within thirty days. | lerstand 
the centleman from Louisiana tos n { \ det ne 
| that fair valuation in ten ye 
Mr. BOATNER. Well, certainly, I eit lid 
what I intended to say, or else the gentleman 
| misunderstood me very i lely. 
Mr. DENSON. Perhaps [ misunderstood the gentl Ln, 
that fair valuation has got to be determined by the 
self, because he has to act upon the idea of insolvency b 
there has been any judicial determination of the fact Chat 
bei true, the debtor has got to determine it. H got 
termine it, and when? Within that thirty davs, and « d 
within that thirty days. 
Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman has co led ‘“emarks 
L will resume mine. |Laughter.| 
Mr. DENSON, I thank the gentleman for the time he has 
granted me. 
Mr. BOATNER. What I said was thata fair valuatio unt 
a fair valuation. I know no simpler word in the language tl 
the word ‘‘fair.” It is an original word, belonging to 
guage, and it has been in use so long that its 1 ning is well 
understood by the common people as w as by the cour 
Mr. DENSON rose. 
Mr. BOATNER. Idecline to yield justat this moment 
[ said was (and the gentleman from Alabama will not mi 
ui me nowif he did before) that this bill means t] 
property shall be valued fairly. It does not mean that the 
erty shall be estimated by what it would bring w 





sold for cash 


tioneer’s hammer, or by what it would bring if 

without the benelit of an appraisement, or by what it could be 
sold for on ten years’ credit. The intention is that the court 
shall ascertain what is a fair vaiuation of the property under 
| existing conditions, upon information to be obtained from wit- 
nesses who are acquainted with the property and know its 
value. 

Mr. DENSON. Will my friend from Louisiana yield for 
statement and for a question in the nature of a statement 
and succinct, I think? 

Mr. BOATNER. L will yield for a question, not ior a Speech 





Mr. DENSON. What is to regulate this “ fair valuation 
the condition of the money market, the demand for that parti 
lar kind of property, and the means at command for purchasing 
it? By the express terms of this bill must not the debtor him- 
self, within thirty days from the time he fails to meet his com 
mercial paper, determine this valuation? 

Mr. OATES. The gentleman will permit me to say that no 





question arises on the exempt property until the adjudication in 
bankruptcy is made. 

Mr. DENSON. I understand that; my friend from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES] certainly states that matter properly. But the 
question Il am talking about is the principle of putting a man into 
bankruptcy on that ground. Whether he has property worth a 


million dollars or property worth only a few hundred, the qui 
tion is how is the value to be determined? It must be det 
mined within those thirty days. We have adopted, it seems, th 


gold standard, and the value of this property would h to be 
determined by the gold standard when there is to-day an insutfli- 
ciency of gold in the land. And if a man ean not pay his debts 


in gold his property is to be sold under this bankruptcy proceed- 


ing. You put him upon a gold basis—the most excruciating ma- 
chine of oppression ever conceived by the mind of man. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman evidently desires to open 
up a question which has, for the present, I think, been settled 


I have had all to say upon it that I desire to say at this 1 

Mr. DENSON rose. 

Mr. BOATNER. IL begthegentleman’s pardon. If he desires 
to make another speech on the question, [ will yield him the 
floor; otherwise, I must beg him to allow me to proceed with my 
remarks. 

Mr. DENSON. I had no wish to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. I have not the slightest objection to being 
interrupted by a question, but [ donot want my argument broken 
in upon so that the gentleman will occupy the position of deliv 


ering a speech and | thatof an auditor. I haveread the gentle- 
man’s speech with a great deal of pleasure, and hope we may 


have the pleasure of hearing from him again on the same sub- 
ject. But I desire tosay a little myself about this question. 
Mr. DENSON. On a gold basis? 
Mr. BOATNER. ‘On any basis you see fit t 
l 


) put it-on. 
lerstand that 


1 


id un 


I supposed that my friend from Alabama woi 
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the condition of the bankrupt is tested by his position at the time 
the aet of bankruptcy occurs. 
Mr. DENSON. And the valuation is to be made then, too. 
Mr. BOATNER. Ido not know that the bill so expresses it; 
but it is so clear a legal principle that it would be implied. A 


is committed must be alleged; and the condition of insolvency as 
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It is a cevtain class of merchants who do not p 


| debts, not the farmer ; and thefarmers do notask any one } 
| for them exemption from liability on their contracts a) 

| nity from laws enacted for the benefit of all. 

man is proceeded against in bankruptcy; the allegation is that | 
he hes committed an act of bankruptcy; the time when the act | 


a concomitant circumstance and necessary cause must be alleged | 


along with it. 
{f the paper of a merchant goes to protest to-day and remains 
protested for thirty days, his condition at the end of thirty days, 


The gentleman from Alabama found tremendous f 
the bill because national banks are not subjected to t 
untary provisions of the bill. Is the gentleman ier 
the fact that the settlement of the affairs and the liquid 


| the national banks is provided by the law of the Uni ed 


financially and otherwise, determines whether he is subject to | 


a proceeding in bankruptcy. If he is insolvent on that day, he 
would, under the provisions of this bill, be adjudged a bank- 
rupt; if not insolvent on that day he would not be adjudged a 
bankrupt; and in ascertaining whether he is solvent or insolvent 
the fact would be determined by a fair valuation of his property 
and a comparison of its value with the amount of the debts 
vroved. 

Mr. DENSON. The inevitable consequence of the gentle- 
man’s argument is that this ‘‘ fair valuation” must be the cash 
valuation within those thirty days during which the act of 
bankruptcy is committed. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman is at liberty to draw any 
conclusion he pleases from my argument: but I must protest 
against being interrupted in this wayand having aspeech inter- 
jected into my remarks under the guise of asking mea question. 

Mr. DENSON rose. 

Mr. BOATNER. ITdeclineto yield to the gentleman just now. 
I have not the slightest objection to his asking me any question 


pertinent to the bill; but T must insist that I can not engage in a | 


discussion with him about the merits or demerits of this ques- 
tion. 

I have already, Mr. Chairman, explicitly stated that in my 
judgment the meaning of the language is not the cash value of 
the property, but the fair value of the property: not the price 
that the property would bring under extraordinary conditions, 
but the value that it would produce in the ordinary course of 
business. If merchandise, it would be the value at which such 
merchandise in such condition would ordinarily sell for. 

Mr. DENSON. What is the standard of value’ 

Mr. BOATNER (continuing). If it be the stock of a whole- 
sale dealer, then the value would be what that stock would bring 
at ordinary wholesale prices; if it be a retail dealer, then what 
the merchandise would bring at retail prices, taking into con- 
sideration the age of the goods and the period of the sale and 
all the conditions and circumstances surrounding the case. If 
it be real estate it would be what the real estate would sell for 
at the ordinary market value of such property, partly cash and 
partly credit. 

| therefore despair, aftér having read carefully the speech of 
the gentleman from Alabama, who has been interrupting me, I 
utterly despair of making the slightest impression on his mind 
or inducing him to understand any of the provisions of the bill 
from the standpoint of the ordinary construction of fairness and 
reason. For his remarks indicate that this bill is to him like a 
red flag to an ordinarily mad bull; it inflames his passions and 
resentments and stirs him up to sentiments which induce him 
to say that under no circumstances would he have anything to 
do with the infamous thing, as he chooses to call it. I am 
merely trying now in my own way to expose the utter fallacy of 
his premises and his conclusions. 

To proceed. A merchant must pay his commercial paper in 
thirty days. Now, the gentleman from Alabama does not ex- 
press any great concern about the merchant, but he shows where 
the shoe pinches somewhat, because he tells us if you put the 
merchant into insolvency the merchant holds the waived notes, 
judgments, and mortgages upon property of his farmer constitu- 
ency, and they would all be brought under the jurisdiction of 
the Federal court by this process of law. How are they to be 
brought under the machinery of this law, I would ask? 

The fact that the note or the debt that they owe falls into the 
hands of the assignee does not give the United States court 
jurisdiction of the suit on the claim or the notes they own. 
These must be enforced in the courts in Alabama, where your 
farmers have the benefit of the State laws and the exemption 
laws, and where they can not be any more oppressed by the as- 
signee than by the merchant himself. So that argument falls 
flat, that the bill carries any hardship on the farming interest of 
the country. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the championship of the 
farmers by some of the gentlemen upon this floor is purely gratui- 
tous andunnecessary. So farasI know thefarmers of the United 
States pay their debts. In my own district I know it to be a fact 
that it is the rarest thing that any one has aclaim for collection 





and which authorizes the most summary proce 
pose? 

Mr. DENSON. I made no objection about national b 
being included in the bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, the gentleman, if he did noi 
objection on that score, certainly had a great deal to 1) 
it. He spoke at considerable length on the subject, and re‘oyye, 
to the fact that the national banks had practically suspended 
payment; that they had refused té6 pay the checks of their cus: 
ers against deposits: and the gentleman from Texas | Mr. ( 
BERSON] suggested that the national banks by this process ¢ 
lock up the money of their customers and force them into ; 
ruptcy because they could not obtain money to pay their debt 
The gentleman certainly is aware of the fact that under the 
any national bank which fails or refuses to cash at once a since 
check drawn by any one of its depositors is subject to instant 
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| suspension, and to b> placed in the hands of a receiver. 


Mr. McMILLIN. And to have its doors closed. 

“Mr. BOATNER (continuing). Yes, to adopt the most sum. 
mary measures; put it in the hands of a receiver and close the 
doors. They have not done this because they know the banks 
were justified by the public sentiment and the emergency of the 
situation in doing as they did. 

In the interest of conservatism, in the interest of prevention 
of the enormous damage which would have occurred from t 
policy of allowing the banks to be entirely depleted of their de- 
posits, this system was sanctioned by the Comptroller of th 
Currency, I believe, of justifying national banks in refusing t 
pay checks to an unlimited extent. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Any one creditor, however, notwithstand- 
ing the action of the Comptroller, could close a bank for 
to pay his checks. 

Mr. BOATNER. Of course any one creditor who siw fit coul 
have invoked the most rigorous measures against an 
refused to pay his checks, and the fact that that was not done i 
the strongest proof that they all felt it was in the public inter 
that the banirs should pursue the course they did pursue 
was because the liquidation of national banks, the supers 
them and the settlement of their affairs in the event of | 
are so fully and amply provided for by the general laws, t he 
were excepted from the provisions of this act; and I supposed 
one knew that any better than the gentlemen who have iss \il 
the bill, indirectly it may be, because of the fact that national 
banks are not included in its provisions. 

Now, the gentleman finds that the fees of the lawyers whoare 
employed to liquidate and conduct the business of a bankrupt 
estate in courtare tobe paid out of theassetsof the estate. That 
is. that creditors are required to pay their lawyer with their 
own money. 

Gentlemen seem to forget the fact thatwhena man is a bank- 
rupt, when his property has been surrendered to his trustee or 
assignee, that property then becomes the property of the cred- 
itors and that they alone are interested init. His very adjudi- 
cation in bankruptcy is a declaration of his insolvency, is a dec- 
laration that his property is insufficient*to pay his debts, and 
when the law provides that the fees of counsel employed to 
liquidate the affairs of the bankrupt estate shall bo paid out of 
the proceeds of the property, it merely provides that the 
tors shall, pro rata, contribute to the necessary expenses of the 
liquidation of an estate in which they are interested. 

ow, the gentleman’s next object of attack is the provision 
relative to homestead exemption; and he undertades to make a 
legal quibble over the language of the act, undertakes to mak 
it appear that aman might be adjudicated a bankrupt 
State whose domicile was in another, and that by the law de- 
claring that the exemptions, recognized by the lawsof the Stat 
where the adjudication was made, shall be respected, he not 
having any exemptions there, would be defrauded of his exemp- 
tions in his own State. 

It is a sufficient answer to that to state that the member hav- 
ing this bill in charge [Mr. Oates] immediately replied that if 
any such construction could be put upon the law—and by no fair 
rule of interpretation could such construction be put upon it 
he was ready to accept an amendment which wereld most com- 
a recognize the homestead exemption of the party in the 
state of his residence. 
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And I can say to gentlemen who attack the bill upon that 

round that we would be just as far from advocating any meas- 
ure which would imperil the exemptions and homestead laws of 
the several States as they themselves would be; and if there is 
anything in this bill which, by any sort of construction, can be 
held to mean what the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. DENSON | 
gays it does, we are ready to accept an amendment which will 
remedy that. ’ p ¥ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, stripped of all verbiage, taking away all 
questions of sentiment and of passion, striking out all vituper- 
ation and epithets, what is this bill? 

It isa simple proposition that those who find themselves in- 
cumbered with debts more than they can pay, may come into 
court and surrender what property they have, and be exonerated 
from their debts. 

Secondly, that all those who are insolvent and who have com- 
mitted acts fraudulent or quasi-fraudulent, are liable to be pro- 
ceeded against in the ordinary method, and after a fair trial be- 
fore animpartial jury, and to be adjudged bankrupts. 

Those are the main objectsof the law. The first one is purely 
humanitarian. It is in the interest of the debtor class. It is 
also in the interest of the public, because it will enable men 
whose energies are cramped by a load of debt which they are 
unable to discharge to again embark in business and add their 
quota to general prosperity. 

The second object is to protect the mercantile interests of the 
country against the fraudulent failures, the collusive suits, and 
the schemes which are being continually concocted by dishonest 
debtors to defraud their creditors. That is what itis: and it is 
astonishing, sir, that so many champions should arise here for 
men, all of whom, under the terms of this law, are dishonest; 
because I say that no honest man can be hurt under any of the 
most stringent provisions of the law; and if there is any provi 
sion of this law under which an honest man can be injured, 
whether he is solvent or insolvent, further than that his prop- 
erty may be subjected to the payment of his debts, | would like 
some opponent of the bill to rise in his place and point it out 
to me. 

Mr. BAILEY. Did not the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
BOATNER|] introduce a bill omitting several of the grounds which 
this bill contains? 

Mr. BOATNER. I did. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then why did you omit them? and by omit- 
ting them did you not admit that they are objectionable? 

Mr. BOATNER. I omitted them because [ considered that 
they were unnecessary. I consider them unnecessary now, and 
shall move to amend the bill in those particulars; but that does 
not take away anything from the force of the assertions which | 
made just now, and which the gentleman from Texas does not 
contradict, that there is no provision in this bill under which 
any possible penalty could be visited upon an honest man. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit to the gentleman from Louisiana 
that a perfectly honest man may make a perfectly honest as- 
signment, and yet, under the provisions of this bill, he could be 
made a bankrupt. Do you deny that? 

Mr. BOATNER. Ido not deny that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Could not he do that and be honest? 

Mr. BOATNER. That is he might be adjudged a bankrupt, 
on his own application, or that of his creditors under certain 
circumstances. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
under this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. I did not say that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. BOATNER. I said he could not be made subject to any 
penalties of this bill. It does not strike at any honest man, 
whether he be solvent or insolvent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I did not say it could be made a crime under 
this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. If an honest man has made a full surrender 
of his property, and if he has complied with that provision of 
the law which requires that he shall faithfully deliver up his 
property, furnish a list of his creditors and debtors, then he is 
done. There are no pains and penalties in the lawfor-him. He 
is relieved, his debts are discharged. I[t is the man who has 
committed what the gentleman from Texas can not deny is a 
crime or a quasi crime who is subject to the penalties of the law, 
and who finds himself within its clutches. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman will permit me, as he has 
referred to me, and challenged me to produce that portion of 
the law, I say if a man makes an assignment with a preference, 
under this bill, that while he can not be prosecuted under this 
bill as a criminal, yet he is put under its penalties. It hos been 
held in every court where the case has been submitted that a 
man may make a preference in assignment, and still for doing 
that he is denied bis discharge. 


But you say he could not be made a bankrupt 
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Mr. BOATNER. Willthe gentleman show me wherein, under 
this bill, a man may be prosecuted as a criminal for making a 
preference that he is permitted to make under the laws of the 
State? 

Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
man. 

Mr. BAILEY (reading): 

Given a preference as herein defined 
of creditors or otherwise which has 1 


Yes, sir; I will. 


I will be very much obliged to the gentle- 


inder an assigninent for t nefit 
been surrendered to the tr 


Mr. BOATNER. Where is that: 

Mr. BAILEY. You will find that on page 15, subdivision 2 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman does not suppose thatisa 
penalty? 

Mr. OATES. It is a cause of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BAILEY. For this he is refused his discharge. Is that 


not w penalty and punishment 
Mr. BOATNER. 
you find that again. 
Mr. BAILEY. [tis on page 15, and it is on line 15. 
Mr. BOATNER. You are referring to that part of the bill 
that refers to the discharge of the bankrupt 


Please call my attention to the place where 


Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. In other words, you can make him 
a bankrupt for having done a thing and then refuse hi dis- 
charge. 

Mr. BOATNER. You refer to line 24. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; I refer to the second subdivision, on line 
lo. 

Mr. BOATNER. On page 15, line 22 

Vir. BAILEY. No: page 15, line 15, subdivision 2. It gives 
the offenses for which he shall not be discharged, and begins 

imitted an offense pun shable by imprisonment or fine, as her n pro 

\nd then beginning on line 15, page 15, with (2) it proceeds as 
I have instanced a moment ago. 

Mr. BOATNER. It states give preference ‘‘as he de 


fined.” 

Mr. BAILEY. And the preference is not defined. 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not find it. In reference to that it is 
sufficient to say that the section to which the gentlemn calls 
my attention refers to an unlawful and fraudulent preference 
which is a quasi offense, and which no honest man can m 

Mr. BAILEY. Not merely a fraudulent preference: any pref- 
erence. A preference may be entirely lawfu! under the laws of 
the State yet it is covered by this provision 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not find at this moment the de 
of * preference” in the bill. It says “as herein defined,’ 
do not find the definition. 

Mr. BAILEY. ‘“ Preference.’’ as defined in the bill is the com- 
mon law deiinition. In other words, preference there means any 
preference. 

Mr. BOATNER. I will come back to that point later, but I 
suy now that that is no penalty, because it leaves the man in ex- 
actly the same condition that he would be left in by the iaws of 


} 


nition 


but I 


his State. His property issubjected to the payment of his debts, 
and he is still held liable for the balance, if any. He is | in 
exactly the condition of any constituent of the gentlem om 


Texas whose property is seized and sold tosatisfy a jud ent for 
more than the property brings. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentiemandeclared th 
alty, no punishment provided in this bil 
tradicting that statement. 

Mr. OATES. Let me suggest to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana that wherever the bill speaks of a preference, there can be 
no penaly in law attached to that preference unless it isa fraud- 

lentone. Every lawyer ought to know that 

Mr. BAILEY. I beg the gentieman’s pardon. Manv o! the 
States declare any preference uniawful, wh at the common 
w adebtor could prefer any creditor. 

Mr. OATES. Can the gentleman find any court that w 


t there was l- 


, and { was Simp 


ish a man for making a preference unless it ‘audulent 
Mr. BAILEY. Lundertake tosay that no court iv this Union, 
unless there be a special statute, can punish « man fo ng 


even a fraudulent preference. 

Mr. OATES. Well, this bill. when it refers to “ preference,” 
means a fraudulent one and nothing else. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentle n from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
does not help the gentlemin from Louisiana much. |[Laughter.] 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. I! there is no definition in the bill 


of what it means by ** preference,” then the word takes its com- 
mon law signification ; 
Mr. BAILEY. Why don’t you sty “fraudulent” if you do not 


intend to cover them all? 
Mr. OATES. The law says it. 
Mr. BAILEY. The law does not sav it 


ind the gentleman 
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from Alahama will not stand up here and affirm before a body 
composed largely of lawyers that every preference is fraudulent. 

Mr. OATES. I did not say that. 1 said that no preference, 
unless it was fraudulent, would be punished by the criminal law, 
and | reassert that proposition. Does the gentleman assert the 
contrary? 

Mr. BATLEY. Certainly not; but even a fraudulent prefer- 
ence is not punishable at common law. 

Mr. OATES. The question arose in this way. The gentle- 
man said that by this bill a preference was dealt with crimi 
nally, but that the word ‘ preference” was not defined in the 
bill. I remarked that if it was not defined in the bill, then it 
must bear its ordinary legal interpretation, and that to make a 
preference punishable by law it must be fraudulent. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
was Otherwise occupied at the time, and the point of my criti- 
cism escaped him. I beg the pardon of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] for interrupting him, but he invited it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Of course I did, and [ think the gentleman 
has utterly failed to show any provision of this bill which can 
be construed as a penalty, or even as a disadvantage in the na- 
ture of a penalty, upon any honest man. 

Now. sir, I do not apprehend that we can by any law of the 


United States put a man at a disadvantage for the commission | 


of any act which is lawful by the laws of his State. I suppose 
it is lawful by the laws of Texas to give a preference to a cred- 
itor. Ifaman has made an assignment or a preference under 
the law of Texas, that assignment must stand; what was lawful 
at the date of its commission van not be made unlawful by the 
subsequent act of anybody whatever. Therefore, by the pure 
force of reasoning the provision of this bill to which the gentle- 
man calls attention mustrefer to that class of preferences which 
ought to be denounced by the laws of the State as unlawful or 
otherwise fraudulent. 

For example, the law of Louisiana allows a man to mortgage 
his property whenever he chooses, but it also declares that any 
mortgage which is executed within four months of his failure 
shall be deemed to be fraudulent. By the mere fact of its being 
executed within four months of his failure that mortgage is 
deemed fraudulent and it carries no lien withit. So the bill de- 
clares that all preferences which are made within four months 
of the proceeding in bankruptcy, if the debtor making them shall 
be insolvent at the time, shall be deemed fraudulent and shall 
be set aside, and that is the class of preferences referred to in 
the provision to which the gentleman calls attention. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. If the gentleman from Louisiana 
will permit me,I wish to suggest, that under the Constitution of 
the United States Congress may pass a uniform bankruptcy law, 
and wherever that lawconflicted with the State law the State law 
would necessarily give way. 

Mr. BOATNER. Yes; the State law would necessarily give 
way, but Ido not consider that we could by a bankruptcy law abro- 
gate the laws of the State which relate to the ordinary contracts 
between citizens of the State, or between citizens of that State 
and of any other State. Congress may, in adopting a bankrupt 
law, deal with the question of insolvency in all its aspects, and 
any laws of the State dealing with the samesubject are abrogated 
or suspended during the existence of that law. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BOATNER. With pleasure. 

Mr. KILGORE. AsI understand the gentleman, when a man 
goes into bankruptcy under the proceeding here contemplated, 
any mortgage executed or lien acquired within the preceding 
four months becomes null and void. Now, suppose that within 
the period of four months, immediately prior to the bakruptcy 
proceeding, a mortgage has been executed, judgment obtained, 
execution levied, the proverty sold, money collected and paid, 
the whole transaction completed, how would this bill affect that 
sortofatransaction? Would it not be entirely unsettled? Would 
not the whole proceeding under that mortgage or lien have to 
be commenced anew ? 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman states an extreme case; I 
should consider it prima facie fraudulent, collusive, and out of 
the ordinary course of business. If an unlawful preference, under 
the terms of the bill it would be avoided; otherwise not. I find 
in section 60 the definition given by this bill to ‘* preference,” 
upon which the gentleman from Texas laid such stress a while 
ago. The language is this: 

A person shall be deemed to have given a preference if, being insolvent or 
in contemplation of insolvency or bankruptcy, he has procured or suffered a 
Judgment to be entered against himself in favor of any person, or made a 
transfer of any of his property with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this 


act; or (2) enable any one of his creditors to obtain a greater percentage of 
his debt than any other of such creditors of the same class. 


In other words, in contemplation of insolvency, incontemplation 
of his failure, the debtor suffers this thing to be done; and such 
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conduct the gentleman from Texas seems to consider that 
honest man. 

Mr. BALLEY. Does the gentleman deny it? 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman will allow me to say 
his ideas on that subject may be very different from min 
cause I was bred under the civil law which declares {| 
property of the debtor is the common pledge of his ec: 
and that any disposition made of it by him, when in a co 
of insolvency, to their prejudice, giving one creditor ad 
over another (of course this doesnot refer to liens, mort 
preferences given at a time when the debtor was not i 
of insolvency), is a fraud and may be avoided by the mer 
insolvency. The gentleman’s ideas in view of the cod 
under which he was raised may differ materially fron 
on a question of that kind,I having been brought up, 
stated, under the civil law. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman's explanation is sati 
to me, although [I say to him, he having been ‘br. 
the civil law,” that I once saw a distinction drawn bet 
civil and the common law; the common iaw being 
‘the perfection of common sense,” and the civil law 
perfection of nonsense.” I do not undertake, howey 
that that definition was an accurate one. But the ¢g 
from Louisiana will not deny | because ho is too good a | 
the civil law not to have a knowledgeof the common law 
definition of a preference as given in this bill is pre 
common law definition, because any man in making : 
ment to a creditor prefers that that creditor shall enjo: 
dend from his estate greater than other creditors. 

Mr. BOATNER. But the preference must be mad 
templation of bankruptey. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, peoplenever make an assignm 
in contemplation of insolvency. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman's viewsof what wou 
duty of an honest man under those circumstances diffe 
cally from mine that we can not reach an agreement 
sider that when an insolvent debtor, in view of his fai 
view of his bankruptcy, undertakes to convey his pri 
one debtor or one class of debtors to the prejudice of othe 
ors who have equal right to be paid, who have equa 
upon his property, he commits a dishonest act, an 
ought to be reprobated, an act which ought to be preve 
a law of the United States which proposes to regulate c 
cial transactions of this sort in the commerce between S 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman from Louisiana wil! 
me to putan instance, [ am perfectly sure his sense of justi 
respond to my view of the case. He says that all debt 
to be equally paid. Now, suppose the gentleman is ind 
a widow who has placed in his hands every dollar that 
sessed in the world; suppose at the same time he is ind 
arich man who could afford to lose the debt without 1! 
inconvenience. Now, supposethe gentleman could not p.: 
those creditors, would he not prefer to pay the widow : 
the rich man wait? 

Mr. BOATNER. I might do so. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yet, under this biil, in doing so you 
commit an act of bankruptcy. 

. Mr. BOATNER. I challenge the gentleman to show it 
bill does not so declare. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me finish my statement. 

Mr. BOATNER. Lam replying tothe gentleman. T 
says that if he does that in contemplation of binkruptc; 
not get a discharge from that rich man's claim 

Mr. BAILEY. But wait until I have finished my sta 

Mr. BOATNER. But as to making the act a penal off 
visiting upon the debtor any other penalty than holding hi 
liable for that debt, there is no provision in the bill t i 
have that effect. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is easy to answer aman by interruptin 
when he is only halfway through—when he isin the mid 
astatement. I contend that when a man does the act w! 
have described, you under this bill permit the rich man to: 
him into court, to make him a bankrupt against his will 
after having made him a bankrupt, you refuse him a disch 
and compel the widow to return her payment to the cour! 
divide it with the rich man. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, ifthe gentlemanfrom Texas will ki 
permit an interruption. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman knows that he invited t 
himself. I sat bere and did not interrupt by a word until 
himself invited it, 

Mr. BOATNER. I believe the law of Texas, which is large! 
borrowed from the civil law, although it is but the perfection 0 
** nonsense ’—— 

Mr. BAILEY (int rr 
since we adopted it. 


sting). We have improvedit very much 








so 


Bae niente 
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Mr. BOATNER (continuing). Probably. I believe under the 
law of Texas aman who owes debts may be sued. In other words, 
he may be dragged into court, and there he may be arraigned 
‘ea judge and jury, and, from the standpoint of some gentie- 


pe! s ; . 

men, he may be harshly and mercilessly treated, and all of that 
in t interest of the creditor. If the debt is proved the com- 
n int 


lainant may obtain judgment, and when he gets his judgmen 
fe may take out a writ of fi. fa. and seize anything that the 
Texas debtor has that is not covered by the legal exemptions 
11 it under the sheriff's hammer and apply the proceeds 


an 
a his debt, as far as it will go, and if it does not cover the whole 
of it he can hold the balance of the debt not paid by the proceeds 
of the property over the head of the debtor. 

Now. that is the terrible condition of the Texas laws, and so, 
also, that is the condition of several other States in the Union. 
Let us see how that compares and comports with this ‘‘ outra- 
eoous piece of legislation’ we have now under consideration. 
Why. the Texas debtor owesarich man, my colleague from 
Texas for instance, and at the same time he owes a debt toa poor 


f of the widow and pays 
but he takes the con- 


widow, and makes a preference in beh 
her. and he does that knowing the result 


sequences. In the first place, let me say, he has got no business 
to be largely in debt toa poor widow; but whatever it is. he pays 


the debt and takes the chances. He has got a perfect right to 
pay her. He knows that and he does. What is the penalty? 
The rich man, the heartless creditor, instead of proceeding un- 
der the laws of Texas, prefers to take proceedings in the bank 

ruptey court, and has the debtor adjudged to be a bankrupt and 
takes allof hisprope ty except what he is entitled to under the 
leval exemptions. sells the property. applies the proceeds to the 
debt. and holds the balance on his Texas debtor who has an ex- 
emption, which, as I understand the law of the State, covers 
everything that can be put on a 200-acre lot. Where is the pen- 
alty? Heisplaced in precisely thesame position that your Texas 
law places him. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
taken into consideration. 
that. 

Mr. BOATNER. The widow is notin it,soto speak. No; she 
has got her money and gone, and your Texas debtor is in ex- 
actly the same condition that he would be in if his debt had been 
collected through the ordinary machinery of the county court. 

Now, to proceed, Mr. Chairman. I will call the attention of 
the committee particularly to the argument made by my dis- 
tinguished friend from Texas [Mr. KILGORE/on yesterday, upon 
the provision of this bill that authorizes the revocation of a dis- 
charge that has been procured by perjury orfraud. Thatseems 
to be a startling innovation to the gentleman from Texas, that 
a judicial decree obtained by fraud or perjury should be subject 
to revision or to be revoked. I believe this is a new feature in 
bankruptey legislation, but I take it to be a wise and a beneficial 
feature. It takes away the incentive to fraud and the induce- 
ment to perjury, because the bankrupt who goes into the court 
and obtains his discharge by such means as that, feels all the 
time that it is subject to review and that he may be deprived of 
the fruits of his crime. But the gentleman from Texas was so 
unreasonably opposed to the law that he overlooked the provi- 
sion which restricts the right to sue for the revocation of a dis- 
charge to those who have an interest in the question, and who 
have not been guilty of undue laches. 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman must know that that is not 
@ fair statement. 

Mr. BOATNER (continuing). He contended that it was not 
necessary for a man to be a creditor to have interest in the pro- 
ceedings in order to enable him to go into the court and allege 
that the decree granting the discharge of the bankrupt was ob- 
tained through perjury or fraud and obtain its revocation. And, 
Mr. Chairman, the section of the bill immediately below the one 


But the amount paid to the widow may be 
Proceedings may be had to recover 


the gentleman commented upon plainly and in express terms | 


restricted the right to acreditor, a party having a lawful interest 
to protect. 

Mr. KILGORE. I submit to my friend from Louisiana that 
that is a very unfair statement. i made the statement the gen- 
tleman says [ made, but corrected it immediately. I recurred 
to the paragraph and corrected it instantly, and read the sec 
tion to which he refers making the correction in the presence 
of the committee: Now, for him to say I[ insisted that that was 
the ground of my opposition is unfair and unreasonable. 

Mr. BOATNER. I certainly do not undertake to say that that 
was the sole ground of the gentleman’s opposition. 

Mr. KILGORE. The question I wish to put to the gentleman 
is this: I did not suppose that any gentleman would reiterate a 
statement made here in mistake— 

Mr. BOATNER. 
me for a moment. 
terday I inquired, while the gentleman was discussing it, and 





If the gentleman from Texas will indulge | 
When we had the debate on the bill on yes- | 


: 
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when he made the assertion [ have referred to, whet 
was any provision in the biliw h required that theapp 
should be by a party in inter 

Mr. KILGORE. And Ir t on 

Mr. BOATNER. Let: ( 1 said ‘‘No 

Well,’’said I, ‘is not the g | nh av iversal rule 
of law, which restricts the bringi of sui ) oO , » hay 
some interest in thei rosecu ! ' j 
‘*Well that may be the general rule of law, but this bills to 
supersede all the rules of law upon this quest 

it was after that that the ; Ln ned 1 t ) 
vision was in the bill to w bh I hav ‘ 
the gentleman thinks that the ere! 3 ul a3 
fe iy Willing to withdraw it t LuSs Cc 
31f10n to GO any injustice to the g ‘ ! 

vir. KIl ORE. The gent man himself « t 
norance of his own bill by no sine able tO Call my at 
tne fact Li i Ww 5 pl ue oO DO 1 in ( t 
lt t ALU) A. tnd ™? . t W ‘ i ; 
that son arty in in D ce th lon { 

yn and wide the cor! oO i 
en th l have mad l O } ( + 

Now, the questio i op Lo ) tt I I 
ing, in connection with this d thi y that i 
motion by any man who may f that he is just d in 
the motion, the man who has been dischar | from b 
can be put back into ikruptey after | I 
three months and twenty-five days; andifthere no g 
it, and if he is acquitted on that trial, ye 3put back into the 
b 3 court and broke: nD il t ig dD l i 
q 

i is not t 16 main pi osition. Th 10st obnoxio 
ture in it is that he can be convicted of hav cured h 5 
charge by fraud, if the proof shows that he com ted 
or that anybody in his behalf committed perjury in the 
proceedings. That is the most obnoxio iture t 
transaction, and the gentleman ems i é 
part of it. 

Mr. BOATNER. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentlemaz m 
Texas |Mr. KILGORE}, I observe, has withheld his remar] 
yesterday from the RECORD, and he will therefore hi 
portunity to modify his views upon this obnoxious p 
but the point which he now makes was fully answered ye 
in the questions propounded to him while he occupied the 

The gentleman admitted that he did not think a dis 
which was procured by fraud or perjury ought to stand. | 
the gentleman that question. I said: ‘‘ Do you think th 
charge that confesse lly has been obtaine rv fraud o l I 
ought to stand?” He said hedid not think it ought l 
ought to settle the question, so far as he is concerned. ill 
does not propose to revoke a discharge on any othe: nm 

Now, a quibble was attempted to be made on tl 


‘ 
law S4y8 were a discharge has been obtained DY fraud o per 
jury of a party, or any witness in his behalf; th: 
had sworn falsely without the connivance, or consent, « 


i . uw 
edge of the bankrupt, yet that that would be a ground for set 
ting aside his discharge. 

Notso atall. This law is to be construed and enforced by en- 
lightened judges, acquainted with the rules of law. ‘h l 
tleman knows that if he makes a motion fora nev ial on tl 


ground that perjury has been committed on the former 








must not only allege the commission of the perju 
must aso allege and show that the } jury re ted { 
rial matter at issue, and that without that rjury 
dict or judgment would not have been given, and that with that 
pe ‘liminated from the record the ji ment ought to be 
oto ¥ 
> } 8 CAs ia Wwitnes pu on t! tar ) i yANnK 
rupt, who swears falsely to an immate1 matter, to a matter 
wl 1. would not ect a discharge, which would not affect the 
judgment and decree of the cour vhy, the discharge would 
stand; but, if it was with res; toa matter vise to th 
sue, if itt was with respect to a matter witho t which 
would not have granted the discharge and the credi vould 
not have consen.ed to it, does the gen Mn, [rom seat in 
this body, say that that discharge « ‘ | believe 
that as a man and a Representative he certainly will nots .y so. 
But what is the efleet of it [t merely puts the man back into 
iunkruptey. The referee or trustee. or whatever he is called, 
takes possession of the property. The bankrupt is required to 
take out a schedule of the property he has, which is subject first 
to t payment of the debts which he has bona fide contracted 


since the discharge, and the balance. whatey 
plied to the payment of his other debts. Is there any 
that? Isthereany reason why aman should re 
own perjury or his own fraud? : 


x it m Ly De, 15 ap- 
wrong in 
sp the ruits of his 
Shall we frame laws here which 
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will hold out an inducement to men to commit fraud, and say to 
them, ‘‘If you can successfully perpetrate a fraud upon the 
courts, you shall go scot free, and you shall have the fruit of 
your fraud, and it will not be in the power of the court to take 
that away from you?” 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman from Texas in his 
calmer moments would not maintain such a proposition before 
this House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the gentleman be permitted to con- 
clude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOATNER. Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I want 
to say that to the best of my judgment, and according to the 
oe of my constituents—and I believe I am ascareful of the 

nterests of my constituents as the average member; I believe I 
am as regardfulof my duty as amember as the average member— 
according to the best of my light I think this bill, with certain 
amendments, which will suggested hereafter, and which I 
think and believe the committee will accept, it is a wise and 
beneficent measure. 

I wish to say of the much-maligned bankruptcy law of 1867, 
that it came to the country where [ live as a white-winged mes- 
senger of peace; that it prevented many a family from being 
thrown into the road and into the street. It released many a 
man, aye, thousands of them, from a burden of debt which they 
never could have paid. It took away from the country an in- 
cubus of antebellum indebtedness which was crushing it into 
the earth, and enabled the people to go forward to a period of 
comparative prosperity. 

It may have been unfairly administered, and I think, perhaps, 
it was; and it did not sufficiently guard the interests of the 
creditor in the property which was surrendered by bankrupt 
debtors; that it allowed too much discretion to the judge and the 
officers; but so far as debtor was concerned, who went into the 
court and said, ‘*Take what I have and turn me loose,” it was a 
great blessing. I say it was the greatest boon that has befallen 
the State which I have the honor to represent in part since the 
war; and at this time, when the people are staggering under a 
load of debts which have accumulated in the last three or four 
years of depression, brought about by the low price of their 
products, to authorize all of those who are more heavily loaded 
than they can bear, whether merchants or farmers, to go into 
court and make an honest and fair surrender of the property and 
take afresh start, would be beneficent to them and conducive to 
the public welfare. I donot think the gentleman from Texas, or 
2 other gentleman, can have any reasonable objection to such 
a law. 

It is impossible that the law can operate any hardship upon 
the farming class, because they are not subject to the involuntary 
features of it. This property, in most instances, consists of real 
estate and things of permanent value. They are easily acces- 
sible by the ordinary processesoflaw. Their creditorsare local 
creditors who will waitand extend time to them, and thereis no 
necessity that they should be subject to the involuntary clause 
of the act. It will be a boon to many a man who has for years 
been struggling under a load of debt, more than he could carry, 
and will enable him to avail himself of its beneficent provisions 
and to say to his creditors, ‘‘ Take what I have and give mea 
release.” 

Then with respect to the merchant, whom gentlemen have 
been so vigorously championing. So far as I have heard, either 
by the public press, by petition or memorial, no opposition has 
been shown as coming from them against this bill, except the 
great traders who are in the habit of colluding with fraudulent 
debtors and defrauding other creditors. Here I want to touch 
upon a question which has, to some extent, come under my _ 
sonal observation. It frequently occurs that when a wealthy 
house finds that one of its customers is getting into financial 
trouble it arranges to attach his stock of goods. 

It is all understood beforehand. The attachment is to run, 
the big house buys the property, and the other creditors get noth- 
ing. The big house is paid, and all the balance of the debtor's 
creditors get nothing except experience and the pleasure of pay- 
ing the cost and expense of their vain effort to recover a modi- 
cum of whatis due. Itis from that class of houses, which, by 
their ability and willingness to assist the fradulent debtor with 
the means to consummate his plans and resume business in another 
name that opposition to this bill arises—I do not mean in this 
House, but from the outside—because I say, sir, that they are the 
= class of the mercantile community against which this bill 
will operate injuriously. 

The ordinary merchant, the fair dealer, will be benefited by 
it. Because the merchants all over the country know if it be- 
comes a law that the benefit of a collusion in attachment can not 
be obtained. If a writof attachmentshould be sued out it would 
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be easy to avoid the effects of any collusion or fraud b.| 
the parties, by instituting proceedings in bankruptcy. [If 
peared that the debtor had committed an act which would 
an attachment, the same evidence would sustain the pri ceeding 
in bankruptcy and the property of the debtor, administe: . 
the benefit of all creditors. 

Then, sir, it not only takes away the incentive from the o 
itor who would ‘‘run” a collusive attachment by depriving hip 
of the advantage which would follow from it, but it also proven: 
any creditor from taking an attachment unnecessarily or with. 
out due consideration and deliberation, because the imme:|ixte 
effect would be to put his debtor into bankruptcy. So that in 
neither case would the creditor derive benefit from an unn 
sary proceeding. 

Again, it offers the means to every debtor who has got into ip. 
solvent circumstances and is unable to meet his paper, to o» into 
court with a proposition for a composition. He may file his ap. 
plication to be adjudged a bankrupt, and, at a meeting of hjs 
creditors he may offer a composition which, if the majority of 
the creditors in number and amount accept, the court must op 
ought to accept, and the business is closed. It takes awny the 
power and ability of one recalcitrant creditor to take from the 
debtor the benefit of the law by demanding more than his share. 
because it puts all the creditors on an equality, brings them to- 
gether and affords the means of affecting a fair, equitable, law- 
ful settlement of the affairs of the bankrupt. 

Taking it all around, therefore, considering it in every possible 
aspect, I do not see how it can be held to be anengine of oppres- 
sion, because it proposes nothing except the most ordinary pro- 
ceedure of law under proper safeguards. It can hurt no one, 
because it guards every one’s rights. It proposes to strike at 
no man unless he has been doing business in a way that is not 
recognized by law and is at least quasi criminal. The comm 
cial people of this country want it, and the agricultural people 
so far as I know, at least are not opposed to it. I have neve 
heard a word of opposition to it excepton the floor of this House, 

Why, sir, there is a book almost as thick as the one [ hold in 
my hand filled with commendations of this law in its main pro- 
visions and with demands by the press of this country, from 
Maine to California, for the passage of a bankrupt law. ‘There 
seems to bea universal demand all over the or in all circles, 
for the enactment of a fair, just, and uniform bankrupt law, and, 
yielding to that universal demand, and my judgment being that 
this bill, with some amendments, may be made to meet substin- 
tially the demands of the country, I consider it my dutyas a Rep- 
resentative to give it my support. ns 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman said sometime ago, in rela- 
tion to a certain case which I put to him of a widow woman and 
a rich creditor, that under the law of Texas everything could be 
done that this bill proposes, and he declared that the only « 
of giving a preferenca to the widow would be to leave him still 
subject to the demands of the rich man. I beg him to inspect 
on pige 51 of this bill the paragraph beginning with line !0 and 
ending with line 16, which provides that if I give any prefer- 
ence that preference is voidable by the trustee, and he muy re- 
cover the property from the person to whomit is given. ‘lhere- 
fore if I were to give a preference to the widow under this Dill 
not only could the rich creditor put me into the bankrupt court, 
but my trustee could then sue the widow and compel her to bring 
that property into court to be divided with the rich man. 

Mr. BOATNER. Just reverse the case. Suppose you had 
given the preference to the rich man and had “ stood off’ th 
widow [laughter]. how would you want the law to be then 

Mr. BAILEY. We always prefer the widows. [Laughter. 

Mr. BOATNER. I did not think the gentleman from Texas 
would argue that we ought to make legislation here with refer- 
ence to widows and rich people and poor people. In the eye of 
the law they stand on the same level. I have no doubt th:t the 
gallantry of the gentleman from Texas would in all cases induce 
him to settle with the widow and probably to pay her more tian 
he owed her [laughter]; but all debtors are not so gallant ss the 
gentleman from Texas, and a case might arise in which a debt 
would prefer the rich and powerfulcreditor. The debtor might 
be more likely to ‘stand oif” the widow (to use a slang expres 
sion of the day) and to ‘‘ stand in” with the rich creditor, nd | 
think that from the gentleman’s point of view this is a very wise 
provision which would compel the rich creditor to disgorge wh 
he had improperly received and divide it with the poor widow 
[Laughter. ] : 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill, .nd I 
propose to proceed in my way to give some of the reasons why | 
oppose it. I do not think, however, that is made necessary !) 
the arguments which have been made in favor of the bill, to 
make a speech against it. And by this remark, sir, I do not 
mean to intimate that the gentlemen who have spoken in sup- 
port of it are not able, ordinarily, to bring to bear uponany sub 
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‘ect they discuss as much ability and as much force as any other 
gentlemen in this House. 


Se eilenia, with all their capacity to present any reasonable 
excuse for its passsage. [Laughter. ] a 

What is proposed by this measure, sir? 
of it? 
to be enacted into law? 
a law as this? ions 
the consideration of a measure of this kind. 
cessity for the passage of such a law as this we would certainly 
hear an expression to that effect from some section of this great 


What is the purpose 


Who is demanding the passage of such 


country. 
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| of this country are not 
I mean to convey this idea, that the | 
itself is so entirely indefensible that it is impossible for those | 


Whatis the controlling idea of this bill which is proposed | 


| 


All of these are questions that properly enter into | 
If there was a ne- | 


In whose interest, I ask, Mr. Chairman, is this measure pro- | 


posed? [It is necessarily a commercial measure. The idea of a 
bankrupt law never originated among any other class of people 
than personsengaged intrade. Theft 
we have any account had no application to any other class of peo- 
ple than traders. ' i 
and were enacted for their benefit. 


In the days when the idea of a law of this kind originated there 


appears to have been as little consideration as in some sections 
of the country there appears to be to-day for the plain people at 
large. The object of a law of this kind was to benefit the com- 


mercial classes, and if there is any class of people to-day who are | 


to be benefited by the enactment of the bill now before us it is the 
commercial classes, the wholesale merchants. Mr. Chairman, | 
represent on this floor an intelligent constituency; and I never 
heard the subject of an involuntary bankruptcy law discussed 
among them. But when I came here to Congress one of the first 
things brought to my attention was that this country was de- 
manding the passage of a bankrupt law. Whengentlemen came 
to talk to me on the subject I said to them, ‘‘I never heard this 
subject of involuntary bankruptcy mentioned in my district.” 

Now, why is it that a law of this kind is wanted? If it 
wanted at all itis desired by the wholesale or city merchants. 
Why is it that the wholesale merchants of the country ask for 
it? Mr. Chairman, we might as well be candid and frank about 
this matter. My answer tothat question is, they want it to help 


is 


them to secure the collection of their debts against the country | 
If this is not true, it is incumbent upon gentlemen | 


merchants. 
advocating this bill on this floor to stand up here and deny that 
proposition, and demonstrate that it isnot true. I say it istrue. 
Now, | want to put this question to members of the House: Is 


the Congress of the United States going to lend itself to this | 


The first bankrupt laws of which | 


They grew up among trade people exclusively | 
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at least all of them are not—in favor of 


this bill. The firm of Marshall Field & Co., of Chicago—the 
largestdry goods house in America—has always opposed this bill. 


Mr. KYLE. Mr. Chairman, I will conelude what I was stat- 
ing, and then I will notice what has just been said by the gen- 


tleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Louisiana[ Mr. BOAT- 


NER] says that the agriculturists can not be injured by this 
measure. Let us see whether they can or not. Suppo e that 
the merchants whosupply some of the country dealers in my 
part of the country should conclude to invoke the machinery of 


this bill and put it in operation upon some of the country mer- 
chants down in my partof the country, among the men cx n 
on business in agricultural districts. Gentlemen here ow 
how their business is carried on from year to year. S 
the gentleman from Louisiana | Mr. BOATNER] is a country mer- 
chant dealing with merchants in the city of New Orleans, Mem- 


pose 


phis, or St. Louis. He obtains credit from them; he supplies 
| the rest of his customers who are farmers engaged in growing 
cotton, sugar, or other agricultural products, with their jsup- 
plies through the year. He holds mortgages upon their lands, 





measure because this class of people come and demand it after | 
it has been demonstrated by three failures of a law of this kind | 
that the peopie of the country at large do not want such an en- | 


actment? 

I submit that if there is anything to be drawn from the history 
of this country upon the subject of bankruptcy legislation, it is 
that the peopleof the country as a mass do not want a law of this 
character. What reason have I for making this declaration? 
The best reason in the world. 
of this kind three times, and each time they have repudiated it. 
In my judgment when they set the seal of condemnation upon 
the last bankrupt law that existedin this country, they struck 
down a better measure than the one now proposed. One more 
humane, more generous, and more just. And Iask you, if the 
peopleof the country would not have a measure of that kind, are 
you going to put this upon them? 

Mr. Chairman, I have not time to review all the provisions of 
this bill; but I wish to call attention to some of them to show 
their harshness, their injustice to the class of people whom | 
represent. 
gued that the agricultural people of this country can not be af- 
fected by this bill. 

Mr. BOATNER. Can not be injuriously affected. 

Mr. KYLE. ‘‘Injuriously affected.” Let us accept the gen- 
tleman’s proposition. 
gument most favorable to his side of the question. Now, let us 
take his proposition, that this bill can not be used to the injury 
of the agricultural people of this country. That is the way he 
puts it now. 

Let us see whether that position can be maintained. 1 say 
that this bill isin the interests of the wholesale merchants of the 
country, if in the interest of any class; and I know there is no 
man who is going to deny that proposition. Thegentlemanfrom 


Louisiana will not deny it, because if he does, he gives his case | 


away. And I apprehend that if we were to strike from this bill 
the provisions for involuntary bankruptcy it would have no ac- 
ceptability to the class of people who are now asking its passage. 
It would be like the play of Hamlet with the Prince of Denmark 
left out. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. If the gentleman will allow mea 
single suggestion, I would like to say that the wholesale houses 


The people have tried a measure | 


The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER] ar- | 


The presumption is that he made his ar- | 


| is the result of it? 


their homesteads. 
In order to create confidence in his mind and make him wi 
ing to take the risk of furnishing supplies with which to « 


ll- 
ry 


| on farming operations, his debtors have mortgaged their estates 


tohim. Supposea gentleman in thissituation has got into sucha 


condition that his property at a cash valuation is not sufficient 
| to pay his debts, and suppose his creditors go and make decla- 


ration of that fact before a court of bankruptcy and bring him in 
and administer his estate undera bankruptcy proceeding. What 
Can not a man’s mind run forward 
how disastrously, how seriously, how ruinously the farm 
this country could be affected by it? 

Mr. BOATNER. Will youpleas 


una see 


rs of 


state how they can be hurt? 


Mr. KYLE. lam going to do so. I will give an illustration. 
My colleague here is carried into court and his estate is there 
administered. It may be against his will, as I stated awhi ro, 
that he is sentthere. These claims and these accounts ich 
he holds or mortgages, whatever they are, goes into the hands 


of the assignee, or trustee, as he is called in this bill, and be- 


yond his control, into the hands of the man who has no interest 
in the agricultural community whatever. What is the conse- 
| quenceof that proceeding? The trustee can not grant any indul- 
| gence, as the bankrupt could have done if he had been permitted 
to go on with his business. The creditor is the only man that 
he has to consider. He has got the debtor to the bankrup! at a 
disadvantage. There is nothing for him to do but to foreclose 


the mortgage, sell the property to the highest bidder, whatever 


may be the condition of atfairs at the time, and, may be, pructi 
cally confiscate the estate. While, on the other hand, if this 
| man had been permitted to own and control the mortgage. and 


| apply the proceeds to the payment of his own debts, there would 








have been relief to all parties, and the estate might have more 
| than paid its obligations. Thatis the way it will hurt the farmer. 

What is there in this bill that is for the benefit in anyway of 

the farming community? If there is anything let some gentle- 
man who favors it and who has the ingenuity to demonstrate 
| the fact that it exists, in his speech show it. [t can not be done. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. KYLE. Please wait until I get through 

Mr. BOATNER. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman 

without his consent, but [ understood him to ask a questi 

Mr. KYLE. Iwill give you some time if you want to to 

itafterwards. I do not want to be interrupted now. 

I sir, I wish to call attention to this second ground ed 

by this bill for establishing an act of bankruptcy again n in- 
| divi l—the second ground for this summary proceed [t 
fis n ike an ordinary proceeding in court where the party 
| co in and files his declaration, and the defendant comes in 
anc shisday. This isa summary proceeding like an sttach- 
ment, only worse than an attachment. But I want to call your 
| attention to the second ground fixed in the bill for issuing pro- 
ceedings in bankruptcy: 
| for thirty days whlle insolvent to secure the release of any} perty 
levis ipon under process of law for 8500 over, or i } prope » be 
sO r such } 3 then until three days fore the time fired en 
Sa intil a petition is filed. 

Now, let us see how that operat: Suppose the debtor, my 
| col! » here, should conclude that I was insolvent, that he had 
; taken a sort of mental inventory of my estate as things exist, 
|} and concluded that [ was insolvent, and as a-m-tterof fact, ow- 
ing to the depressed condition of the country just now, my prop- 
| erty ma; not sell for enough to pay allof my debts, he go nto 

court on that statement and says ** this gentleman owes nie this 
money and can not pay it. His property is insufficient in value 


to pay his debts,” and institutes 


against me. 


proceedings in bankruptcy 
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Why, if you put the property of the people of my district on 
the block to-day to be sold out, I doubt whether you could sell it 
for money at all or not, because we have not got the money there. 
And yet under this bill, if he permits his debts to go unpaid 
while insolvent—and the definition of insolvency in this bill is 
being in a condition when his property would not bring enough 
if sold to pay the debt—if he can not pay, or rather if the prop- 
erty will not pay his debts, under such circumstances he is to be 
foreed into bankruptcy. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. And this may be done in the summer 
season. 

Mr. KYLE. Yes, in the summer season, or at any other time 
during the last few years, because at one season would have 
brought about as much distress as atanother. I askif Congress 
is to pass such a measure as this in the condition we are now in, 
being confronted with the present situation? And mind you, 
there is no other legal provision given in the bill, except that 
which would necessarily be provided by the decree, a cash sale. 
That is the only way the property is to be sold, according to the 
terms of the bill. When the court enters a decree and makes 
an order for the sale of the property it must be for cash. No 
other kind of an order could be made. 

But that is not all, sir. Ican not pay my respects to all of 
this remarkable bill; but I call attention as I pass to these pro- 
visions that naturally strike me as being the most flagrant and 
uncalled for and as the most oppressive and onerous. Another 
ground ef bankruptcy is that debtor has— 

Made an w«signment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 


Suppose he made an assignment. Suppose he has turned and 
distributed his property fairly and equitably and justly under 
the insolvent laws of the State; has givenevery man his prorata 
share of his effects; that he has dealt them out fairly and hon- 
estly; yet under this biil he can be put into bankruptey. That 
is the meaning of it, and there can benoother. Suppose he has 
filed a written statement admitting his inability to pay; he is 
brovght into the bankruptcy court, although this transaction 
occurred six months prior to the time when the proceedings 
were instituted, and at the time of the proceedings he may be 
perfectly solvent. 

I know gentlemen puta different interpretation on it; but when 
you come to consider this act you must take the act itself, and 
not the opinions of gentlemen who are discussing it. 

Made while insolvent a transfer of any of his property. 

Suppose at any time within six months prior to instituting 
proceedings for bankruptcy, my friend here being a merchant, 
he should sell any of his property, and it could be proven that 
at any moment within the six months his property could not 
have been sold ata cash sale for enough to pay his debts—no 
matter how advantageous the trade might have been to him or 
his business, he is liable to be put into bankruptcy under this 
bill. 

Mind you the words ‘“‘ while insolvent,” according to the dic- 
tionary attached to this bill, and which fixes the legal meaning 
of the word “‘insolvent,” mean that whenever his property—no 
matter from what causes—sinks in value below a point at which 
it would bring enough at a cash sale to pay his debts, then he is 
liable to be put into bankruptcy. 

Made while insolvent a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any of 
it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, for the purpose 
of giving a preference. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is another idea connected with this 
bill that I want to speak of briefly. Inthe State of Mississippi it 
is admissible for a man tomake an assignment and give a prefer- 
ence to some creditor whose claim is regarded of a higher char- 
acter. I have not examined the statutes of other States, but I 
presume that in many of them the law is as humane as ours. 

There is a recognized difference in the moral obligation for 
the payment of debts. Illustrations have been given here; and 
I submit to you, gentlemen, that there are cases in which, so far 
as my judgment, my ideas of right and justice and fairness and 
humanity are concerned, an honest, insolvent debtor may be 
justified in making a preference to some of his creditors. If 
that was not true statutes of that sort would not be found upon 
the statute books of nearly all the States of the Union. 

Mr. OA'TES. Will the gentleman allow me a question right 
there? 

Mr. KYLE. Yes. 

Mr. OATES. If preferences are allowed by law, while there 
are some cases as you say where sentiment would dictate the 
making of a preference; does it not open the door very wide to 
fraud, and are not very many more preferences madefrom other 
motives than those of mere humanity? 

Mr. KYLE, Itis possible that the gentleman is right in his 
covclusions, but it is unreasonable to condemn a custom which 
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seems so universally acceptable among the people of th 
because some one now and then must act rascally. 

Now, will the gentleman from Alabama let me put t 
tion to him: Does not the State of Alabama permit pr 

Mr. OATES. It does not, I am glad to say. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not know whether it did or not 
does, and I submit that in the passage of this bill , 
down from Mississippi, and [ think most of the Stat 
Union. the right to regulate these matters in their own \ 
thought the State of Alabama permitted preferences, { 

Mr.COBBof Alabama. Letmeask my colleague | Mr. « 
if he is correct in that statement. 

Mr. OATES. Yes; I think I am. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Preferencesare upheld in th 
It is true that under certain circumstances the giving o 
erence might warrant the begihning of proceedings 

Mr. OATES. If you give one creditor a preferen 
other for the payment of an existing debt, it may be | 
general assignment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. But for that purpose only. 
the only point to which I wish to call the attention o 

Mr. OATES. It may be held to be a general assig 
therefore itis not sustained by the law. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. It is sustained except w 
creditors take advantage of it for the purpose of cert 
proceedings under the statute. 

Mr. OATES. The statute declares it to be a gene 
ment if anybody asks it to be made so. 

Mr. KYLE. [think the discussion between the 
from Alabama [Mr. OATES and Mr. Coss} has subst 
tablished the fact that there is some sort of a prefer 
nized there. 

Mr. OATES. There is no penal statute against 
preference, but the statute declares that if a preferenc: 
other creditors may ask that it be considered a gene: 
ment, and the court can so declare it. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That is all. That is the 
pose to which I wish to call attention. The prefe 
creditor in Alabama will be upheld by the court; 
preference is given to one creditor over another, it ma) 
the foundation of proceedings in the court to declare : 
assignment. 

Mr. OATES. It is made a general assignment. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Not unless a ereditor p1 
have it made so. If no creditor proceeds, it is legal 

Mr. KYLE. It does not make much difference, so { 
diseussion is concerned, whether preferences are allow 
bama or not. 

Mr. OATES. Ifa man makes a fraudulent convey 
property, and no creditor attacks it, it is likely to sta 
Mr. KYLE. I want to call attention to another | 
this bill, the ninth ground for instituting proceedin 

ruptey: 


(9) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a: 

executions aggregating such amount, against himself to be 1 

roperty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such execu 
paid before a petition is filed. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no particular or special « 
that occurs to me to this section, except that it is fruit 
result, and I can not see how it could be. This bill gx 
provide that when a party is put.into bankruptcy th 
emption under the laws oi the State are set aside to hi 
exemptions which he is entitled to under the laws of t 
from sale under execution are setaside. They are his 
can not be touched by his creditor. Why? Because the 
exeippts them from the payment of his debts. 

Well, what good are you going to get by putting a m 
bankruptcy when an execution nulla bona has been return 
court, when the officer has said that this man has no p 
over and above his exemptions that are subject to his d 
What good can there be of dragging that man away fron 
home to a. court that may be a hundred miles away and put 
into bankruptcy? The only thing that can be gotten out: 
an opportunity to intimidate and oppress tl:e debtor in th: 
of squeezing something out of him under the law, which h 
mits to, if he can possibly raise the means, rather than be pu 
bankruptcy. 

Mr. OATES. In reference to the exempt property that 
have alluded to, you might further remark, and I will with ): 
permission state, that the title of the owner is not divested 
the adjudication of the property which the State law exempts t 
him. The title remains with him. The only process is to 
certain the value, and whether he has conformed with the St« 
law or not. 

Mr. KYLE. That is true; and if the bill provided otherwis 
it would be nugatory, I think. 
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Chairman, I want to call attention to another matter 


Ss me. 


Mr. 
that str ikes : 
M "OAT ES. It is not a very important matter to 

‘onof men; but he has the advantage of the exercise of the 
cruptcy po wer. 

Mr. KYLE. Do you think the Federal co 

om a man the exemptions that ara allowed him 
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ould takeaway 
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~ Mr. OATES. I would not vote for such a law; but it has been 
he 1 in bankrupt cases that the bankruptcy law might provide 
the exemption. Under this bill it is provided that the State law 
shall prevail: that the exemptions granted by the State law shal! 
be recognized. While I am up, if my friend will allow me, | do 
not see but what his argument is a perfectly legitimate one on 
th n in a general discussion; but it seems to me = it he 
n e aware of the fact that when we come to consider the bill 
the five minute rule he will have anenger' unity andevery 
0 ember will, and so far as I ean go it shall certainly be 
ver ll one, to offer amendments to e: -" and every one of these 
provisions which they think are objectionable, and test the sense 
0 » House as to whether it is a proper thing or not. 

.KYLE. Certainly; I understand that, and | suppose the 
He inderstands it. 1 expect to avail myselfof the privil 
when we come to consider the bill under the five-minute rule, of 
offering some amend ments, 

v. L want to call attention to this matter here. It was re- 
to by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] yester- 
day That is, section 14 of this bill. After you have put this 
machinery to work, and you have ground the poor a rough 
the mill, you have ms: ude him a bankrupt, when his estate has 


been destroyed or squandered, when his credit has been ruined, 
and he has been broken down, left moneyless and friendless, : 
is rally the case witha man without money; after you have 
acco! mplisl hed that sort of result with him, and after he has been 
at work with what little hope, energy, cae ambition left + in 
the effort to repair his broken fortune, and he may have been 
successful for only two years, in that two years he may have 
gained something with which to support his wife and children 
and sustain them, and sustain hope, what does this bill pro- 
vide? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in case some creditor who is not satisfied 
with the result shall happen to learn something which affords 
some excuse upon which he ean predicate his proceedings, he 
can set aside that discharge from bankruptcy. That is, a cred- 
itor who is constantly vigilant in his pursuit of this bankrupt, at 
last coneludes that some body swore falsely in the proceedings 
under which the bankruptcy discharge was obt sined, and that 
man can go into court and establish, not that the bankrupt him- 
self swore falsely, but that somebody in connection with the 
proceedings swore to some facts which were false, and he is 
thrown into bankruptcy again. 

he effect of this bill is to bring the man back to court, to 
marshal his assets again, and have another distribution among 
his creditors. Lask you, gentlemen, if you are prepared to vote 
for that sort of a proposition, and if it is possible that a bill 
which contains a provision so cruel, so tyrannical, so unjust, can 
pass this House? Why, sir, the very idea growing out of this 
— sion of the bill destroys all the apparent sympathy that 
gentlemen have exhibited here when they said that the measure 
vas ‘in the interest of the poor insolvent debtor. You bring him 
back into court, you marshal his assets, you have a redistribu- 
tion among his creditors, who are seeking to get his estate into 
court and to administer upon it before he dies. 

[ know it was said here yesterday that that view of the case 
was not correct, but we find here on page 60 this provision, Sub- 
division ‘‘C; 


is 


Whenever a composition shall be set aside or adischarge revoked the trus- 
tee shall, upon his appointment and qualification, be vested as herein pro 
vided with the title to all of the property of the bankrupt as of the date of 
the filing of the application for the setting aside of the composition or the 
révoking of the discharge 


It seems, Mr. Chairman, that those who drafted this bill were 
afraid that there might not be put upon this extraordinary pro 
vision a construction which would bring the estate back into 
court, so over here on page 60, thirty or forty pages away from 
wh re this extraordinary provision first occurs, they put this in 
to make it doubly sure that the man has got to come back to 
court, and have his estate readministered. 

Suppose, now, that upon that reinvestigation his creditors get 
him back upon aside issue, upon the question as to whe. her some 
witness may not havesworn falsely, and readminister his estate, 
and then turn him loose again and let him go for twenty-three 
months more, and then discover that in that procee ding some 


this de- | 


other witness has sworn falsely, and bring him back again, and | 


readminister his estate again, if he has any left by that time, 
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and so keep him going until, if he ever h any hope 
bition ny of the elements that secure success a! en 
they will be completely 

The gentleman from [1 is {) >] aaj hat the 
merchants were not de di i nitted 
that the wholesale mer: I of this thi 
bill, then we had bette out Oo ) oO 
here to represent the pl i t 
sho ld be d smirs-ed W ol 

Mr. COBB of Ala l Mr. ¢ | 
the gentle 1. for a momen 

ver t e 5351 en I 
P payment is 
r f ? > ra ‘ 

r equally 

moO it wil be Ht n A at Ris \ 4 
it at ill, but i he t ( 

\ that to fer t 

Oo tl er ; 
| T ‘ Ly co ‘ us t \Ty i ) 
r. KY LE Mr. Cl l he l \ 
bama i T d me | i 
Qe in from L[llinois i ) t, 1 t I 
want t hen there l 4 

ve, Al ody wants 1 . y « ht no ) 

No , Sl here ire om ( A pon & 
villing to vote for a bankrupt | id to th ‘ 
want to « te afew moments bef« 4 < 
th OSs ya bank t v wl lpr er i 
ruptcy alone might be acceptab “1 do not know t ther 3 
any necessity for it; I do not know that t 
mand for it, but [ think that sort of a law | cceptable. 
Certainly if we are to retain the involuntary pr onsof this 
bill t ey ught to be guarded more eirefully than they ar 
This isas unmary sort of a proc veding, un extraordina 
ceeding in comparison with the ordinary methods in use in the 
States for the collection of debts, because, as | i ‘ ) 
a creditor may go into court, file his petition and n 
in there and administer his estate for the benefit of | tors 
no matter how unwilling the debtor may 

Now, if this extraordinary r edy is grant to the ere 
certainly some protection ought to be given to the debt 
er ditor ought to be required to execute a bond, and whe 
proper time comes, I pro} ose to offer an amendment ro o 
that before these proce dings shall be instituted, o on O 
raneously with the institution of the proceedings, ther¢ 
filed a bond to indemnify the bankrupt for any in t 
may sustain by reason of the wrongful sueing out of these pre 
ceedings. It may be said that he gets rid of his indebtedness, 
and that that is compensation to him. In reply to that . 
tion I would say that whe: ou march a man into cour de 
these extraordinary proceedings, you stiri lown his credit, you 
strike down his business, you paralyze his int lon ’ 
line 

Mr. STOCKDALE He does not want-to g rid of h »ts 
in that way. 

Mr. KYI No, he does not want to get rid of his debts 
that way. I believe, Mr. Chairman, that most men desire t 
p y their aq ts. I lo rk at that proposition in a dilie ent 
fr m some of the gentlemen who bh s discussed thi ‘ 
lieve that men generally ent in desire to dischar their 
obligations in a fai r and manly way 

iin, Mr. Chairman, I believe that this bill, in addition to 
requi 1 bond, ought to provide thatthe party against l 
the pr igs are instituted sno ld © perm tted to pro , on 
the trav : | i set up by tl O 7 : 
ag that busines ull x ex 
pen es ri ht, why ot | A Ut 
m nO nkrupt bus! ss. who invok 
thi xor nary proceeding, why ‘ought not be to be 
to come in and s » the debtor: ‘I will put up my be I 
thus put you ‘ equality with me.” 

Remember, Mr. Cl nan, there i time inthe hist 
e tion of the indebtedness when t creditor |! the t 
all his own way; at the time the debt is ted the eredito: 
the ic to say, ‘‘ No, sir, I will n¢ ‘ ter you cr dit.” He has 
the ivantage then. He can keep imself o ( he tr Bu 
tion. And certainly when we come to establish rules by whi 
the creditor is to invoke the stron rm of the iaw, the same r 
] tions ought to be kept up if wx ible, bet sn debtor and ered 
itor that they originally start with. The bond being filed 
court, the defendant should be put upon an equality wi 
credaitor, should be permitted to traver the lleg bit and 
prove his damages. If that were done there wo Id not be so 
much objection to this involuntary portion of the bil 
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I say, Mr. Chairman, if we are to havea bankrupt law at all 
with an involuntary feature in it, it ought to be hedged about in 
that way; and when this House comes to act upon this measure, 
endeavoring to establish rules and regulations which will kee 
men upon an equality in their business transactions and werk 
out fair and honest results, I believe such provisions as I have 
suggested will be incorporated in this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another reason why I am opposed to 
an involuntary bankrupt law. It not only,as I have tried to 
demonstrate, affords to the creditor an opportunity to oppress 
the debtor who is unable to pay, it enables the creditor to op- 
press a debtor who in all probability would be able to pay every 
debt he owes if allowed proper opportunity. I dare say there 
is not a man listening to me who somewhere along in his ex- 
perience during life has not seen a time when if his property 
had been put up and sold it would not have paid his debts ata 
cash valuation. I appeal to the experience of gentlemen on this 
floor. Without undertaking to know their condition or history 
I venture to say that there is not a man listening to me who at 
some time during his life has not been in such a condition that 
if his property had been put upon the block to be sold it would 
not have brought enough to have paid his debts. 

Now, my friends, if any of you were in that sort of a situation, 
and if a bill of this kind were in force, you could be carried to a 
bankruptcy court and your estate taken away from you and ad- 
ministered without your having an opportunity to work out of 
your difficulties, psy your debts and get a discharge like an 
honest man without being embarrassed with the idea that you 
have been put through a bankruptcy court. And the result 
would be the same if at any time within six months the filing of 
proceedings against you should find yourself in such a condition. 

I further oppose this bill, Mr. Chairman, because I do not 
think that any practical good can come to any one from having 
an involuntary bankruptcy law. Theestates of insolventdebtors 
are usually, when administered by a bankrupt court, consumed 
in expenses. This has been the case so far as my knowledge ex- 
tends; and I dare say other lawyers here agree with me that this 
is usually the result. I believe that when you take a man and 
against his will carry him to acourt for the purpose of mar- 
shaling there his assets and applying them to the payment of 
his debts, you ought at least to carry him toa court where he 
could feel that his creditors, to whom he wants honestly and 
conscientiously to make payment, would obtain something from 
his estate. 

Now, there are a great many lawyers on this floor; and I want 
to appeal to the experience they have had in the bankruptcy 
courts of this country under the administration of the act of 
1867. Did you ever know any creditors to get anything out of 
a man’s estate after he had been forced into bankruptcy? I do 
not see the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BOATNER|] in his 
seat; but I have been told that under the act of 1867 they had a 
court down in his part of the country which administered that 
law among the people of Louisiana, and in that court no creditor 
ever gotasingle cent outof the proceedings at anytime. Ihave 
heard it stated that the courtin the district in which [live made 
a better showing on that subject than any other court in the 
Union—distributed a larger dividend among creditors. Yet, 
speaking from my experience in that court, | can not say that 
creditors ever received much benefit from it. 

[ submit, then, that when this bill is stripped of its bam, gee 
able and oppressive provisions it offers nothing practical in the 
way of securing to creditors their indebtedness. And I oppose 
this measure upon this ground among others. I will say, how- 
ever, in conclusion that in my opinion the only idea upon which 
a bankruptcy law can be sustained is that it may give to the 
honest insol vent debtor an opportunity to go into some court and 
yet rid of his liabilities so as to enable him to enter the race of 
life again with the possibility of better success in the future. I 
will therefore vote fora ro guarded law which provides 
for voluntary bankruptcy. [Applause.] 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the matters 
affected by this bill, the situation appears to be about this: Our 
country embraces in extent thousands of miles. Our citizens are 
living under the jurisdiction of forty-four different States. By 
reason of the development of our systems of transportation and 
communication, every year the business of each member of our 
commercial community has become more and more a matter of 
interstate rather than local commerce or business. 

And yet, sir, with that situation before us, we have so inade- 
quately provided legislation with which to meet it that to-day a 
creditor in any part of the Union has practically no means of in- 
suring to himself a fatr distribution of the assets of his debtor, 
unless in most cases he shall go to extraordinary expense and 
trouble. And, on the other hand—and this is a much more se- 
rious consideration —an honest debtor, an unfortunate business 
man in any Stete of our Union, has no way under heaven by 
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which he can be rid of the incubus of his business misfo, tune 
and must go down to his grave laden by it, except he obtains the 
mercy of every creditor in all of the States outside of his own. 

‘Now, this is an anomalous situation. It is one which. t, the 
extent that it is suffered here, exists, I believe, in no other er{j- 
ized country of this world. How did it come about? 

One hundred yearsago our forefathers in adopting the C nsti- 
tution of these United States absolutely prohibited the st ites 
from dealing with this question; and by the sime act they took 
upon themselves, not by inference, but by express provision of 
the Federal Constitution, the duty of providing laws for the set 
tlement of bankrupt estates. Such is the situation and such js 
the duty that the cheval Government has promised to perform, 
It remains unperformed. There are a few great firms whege 
wealth is so immense and whose business is so extensive that 
they can afford toengage, under a permanent retainer, counsel 
in every part of the country; and it has become notorious that 
whenever a business man fails in any part of the count one 
of these firms is generally found to be a preferred creditor. On 
the other hand, the great mass of business men, whose prosper- 
ity consists in being able to trade in all parts of the country, gre 
forced to adopt the alternative either of closely watching the 
rumors from every direction, and of rushing in and br ing 
down any man as to whom they may heara rumor of insolvency, 
or, in case they give him the benefit of the doubt, of being sub- 
jected to a practical loss of whatever is owing to them from the 
estite of anybody who is driven into insolvency. 

Now, sir, as I have suggested, that is a situation that is abso- 
lutely intolerable. It is the result of our neglect of the 
which was assumed by the Federal Government one hundred 
years ago. Itis the performance of that long-neglected duty 
which is now suggested from the Committee on the Judiciary 
which in such respects is, as it ought to be, the leader of this 
House. 

| know, sir, that there are objections tothe bill. Ihave } 
it urged as a serious objection that it provides for involuntary 
as well asvoluntary bankruptcy. Mr. Chairman, the duty which 
our forefathers assumed and which we must perform, unless w 
wish to violate by omission the Constitution which we have 
sworn to support, is not a one-sided duty. It did have as one of 
its aims the discharge of honest debtors who had given up thei: 
estates for the benelit of their creditors from the onus of oblig 
tions of which they had no hope of being rid of otherwise. 

But on the other hand it involved the duty of securing a fair 
distribution of the estate of a man whose misfortunes in business 
had left him no interest whatever in the property over which 
he still held control, and which should be administered for the 
benefit of those who have beneficial interests in it. In other 
words, sir, creditors have rights as well as debtors; and it is to 
the advantage of debtors as well as of creditors that the rights 
of both should be subserved by any legislation which we are to 
enact. 

[t has been objected, sir—and | mention this more to show the 
character of the objections to the bill than because I believe it 
is of any need that the question should be discussed at length be- 
fore this House—that the mere making of an assignment in in- 
solvency is made by this bill anactof bankruptey. We are asked 
to consider how unfair it is to brand as an act of bankruptcy the 
distributing by a debtor of his property equitably under the laws 
of his State. 

Now, so far as concerns property rights, it is not a matter of 
importance to the debtor who has already put all of his property 
at the disposal of his creditors. It isnot a matter of importance 
to the creditors if the insolvency proceedings are fair; for they 
would get just what they would get under the bankruptcy proceed- 
ings. Butitisa matter of importance to the honest debtor th itthe 
proceedings should be carried on under the Federal bankr.)tcy 
laws instead of under the local insolvency laws, and this in order 
that the citizen of States other than hisown may have their claims 
egainst him forever afterward barred; and so the very point 
which is seized upon asa basis of criticising the bill is in fact 
one the object of which is beneficial to the honest debto 

Weare told that former laws proved faulty. So they did 
it has not been suggested but that the reasons for their [ 
are perfectly well known and can be perfectly well provided 
¢gainst. 

For example, take our last bankrupt law. There is no qui 
tion but that it was beneficent, in securing to thousands upon 
thousands of distressed but honest mena chance to start anew in 
life. There is no question but that in hundreds, aye, in iho! 
s nds of cases, the fact that there was a bankrupt act standing 
upon the books, with the provisions which it contained, did ‘ore- 
stall the whole question of fraud, and prevented attempts to de- 
fraud creditors that would otherwise have been made. 

It is a fact, however, that the proceedings under that act were 
so compiex that there was some ground for the criticism that 


And 
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+ ¢o9 often used up the whole est:te of the bankrupt in the at- 
~mnt to see that nobody got more than his fair share of it. 
. sir. this bill has not been criticised from that standpoint. 
[do not believe it is subject to such criticism. | believe that 
every one who has read it w illagree that, as compared with the 
last law upon the statute book, in that regard it effects a much- 
needed reform. ee 
rhe question, moreover, is not whether we shall pass this law, 
letter for letter and line for line, as it comes from the committee, 
but whether it is not our duty here to consider this matter 
i deal with it in the light of the experience which has been 
had—in the light of the discussion which we shall be allowed to 
rive to it—and so to frame a bankrupt act that it shall stand as 
the best expression of this House of the way in which should be 
performed the duty which has devolved upon us, 

I know there have been numerous criticisms made of the de- | 
tails of this act. I will not weary the committee by discussing 
many of them, most of which have been so ably treated by my | 
colleagues upon this floor in this discussion. I will refer to but 
one or two of them, one especially as to which I do have some | 
special knowledge. 

‘My colleague from New York [Mr. Ray] called attention to 
the fact that in clause 5 of section 2, the purchase or sale by a 
man, when insolvent, of commodities, with intent not to deliver | 
or to receive them, but rather to settle by paying or receiving 
differences in money, should be an act of insolvency. 

Now, I agree with my colleague in his criticism of that clause. | 
Of course, I do not believe that it is good business policy for a 
man, when he has already lost so much money that the little he | 
yet controls does not belong to him, but to somebody else, to 
speculate upon it; but the law might justas well provide against | 
that man’s betting on horse races. If you are going to work on 
this principle you might just as well provide against his hiring 
an expensive box at the opera, or against his playing poker ata 
big limit, or without any limit at all, as to insert fhat proviso in 
the bill. 

But, sir, I can not agree that the clause might be improved by 
striking out the words ‘‘when insolvent.” Ifthere is one thing | 
that is more undemocratic and more nonsensical than to attempt | 
to stop gambling by law, in the case of a man who has no money 
of his own, and who is gambling upon somebody’s else money, 
it is to prohibit gambling by law, when a man is using his own 
money todoitwith. ~ 

But, Mr. Chairman, whichever way the section stands, or 
whether it stands or not, it is immaterial to this bill; for I tell 
you, sir, after somewhat of experience in litigation concerning 
such matters, that there never will be a case found where the 
intent” named in jthe bill can be so proved that it will subject 
anyman to bankruptcy. Honest men engaged in “ future” deal- 
ings, which they expect to carry out, are not subject to this pro- | 
vision, and there never was a speculator or a man who tried to | 
dodge the law from whose heart you could wring proof of the 
“intent” which will make him subject toa bankruptcy act. So, 
although I believe, as my friend from New York [Mr. Ray] sug- 
gests, that this provision should be stricken out, although I be- | 
lieve it to be absurd to amend it, as certain others have sug- 
gested; yet, whether it is stricken out or amended, it is com- | 
paratively of no importance whatever. 

As to other criticisms that have been made upon matters of 
detail, in a great many cases the good faith of those criticisms 
has been shown by the presentation of amendments calculated 
to meet them. In other cases the lack of any suggestion tend- 
ing to perfect the bill shows, or at least suggests, the animus 
with which the criticisms are made. 

For myself, sir, I have gone carefully over the bill, and I am 
free to own that ina number of cases, had I drawn it, I should 
have drawn it differently, and I believe I might have suggested 
some improvements in certain cases. I have conferred, how- 
ever, with the autbor of the bill and the distinguished gentle- 
men, members of the Commiitee on the Judiciary, in charge of it; 
and while not convinced in every case, yet I must confess they 
have convinced me, as to the majority of the cases, that they 
know what they are doing better than I do, and that they have 
framed a bill better than I would be able to do, with my present 
knowledge. I therefore ask this House to stay by this matter 
until we shall have performed the duty put upon us by the Con- 
stitution, until we have remedied the omission in that regard 
which has become a source of so much embarrassment to our 
citizens. If the bill needs perfection by amendment, amend it | 
until it is in the shape that most accords with the common sense 
and the patriotism of this House. 

The pledge that there should be a bankruptcy act, and that 
the Federal Government would provide for this matter, was made | 
more than one hundred years ago, at a time when our country was | 
anarrow strip along its present eastern border, when the States | 
were thinly populated, and so isolated that interstate commerce | 
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was not a hundredth part of what it is now, ata time w ; 
lack of such a provision, and the need of such legislatic 

gard to bankruptcy was not one titheof what itis at pi 
Every advencing year has made its performance more u nt 
and we ask you now to carry out that pledge. 

We ask you to pass a bankruptev act that sh enable honest 
debtors to be discharged from obligations which the no 
longer able to meet; that shall enable considerate credi to 
rest in peace without having to take the alternative « f 


pressing good men into business ruin or allowing their o 
terests to be sacrificed by the fraud of others. We 
bankruptcy act be passed inorder that, on the one hand, t 

greed of the creditor, the overwatchfulness of the man who has 
trusted another, and on the other the attempt on the part of! 
who has been trusted toshirkany partof his justobligations sh 
be alike forestalled by ameasure which shall insure equal | 

to all. 


isk 


Mr. BROSIUS. Mr.Chairman, the very forceful address just 
made to the House by the honorable member from Mississippi | Mr. 
KyYL®]on one side and the equally forceful utterances of my hon 
orable friend from New York [Mr. WARNER] on the other eof 
this measure, fairly raise the question whether there ought in fae 
to be any national bankrupt law enacted; whether the principle 
of such a law is a sound one, and whether the commercial situa 
tion of this country requires such a law. 

In the observations I shall be able to make I shall neither 
commend nor condemn the specific provisions of the measure. 
The examination I have been able to give the bill has been so 
cursory that I do not fee! justified in detaining the House upon 
a discussion of its details. I desire to make some general ob- 
servations, and to present as briefly as [can the broad grounds 
upon which I think the necessity and propriety of a orm 
system of bankruptcy in the United States can be supported. 

“The constituency which I have the honor to represent is, 


perhaps, in as little need of the benefits of such a law as any 
equal number of people in the United States; but the most fa 
vored sections can not be harmed by the ope 
this character, while many sections, perhaps the larger por 
of the Union, may derive very m*ierial benefits from the « 
tion of the law. 


‘ation of a law of 


PENNSYLVANIA'S ATTITUDE 


[f there is any doubt in relation to the attitude of Pennsylva 


nia upon this subject—and it seems there is, unless some of my 
| colleagues from that State have unwittingly misconceived th« 
views of their constituents—I am certain that there is no doubt 
| of the attitude of the body of the people whom i have the honor 
to represent upon this floor; and I desire brietly to voice those 


views in favor of a uniform system of bankruptcy in this co 
Realizing, as every one does, that a proposition, howeve) 


sound and entitled to public acceptance, wins its way much imore 
easily into public favor when it enjoys the support and the au- 
thority of some great and venerated name,I want tosecure that 


advantage to my propositions by reading a very brief paragraph 
or two from a very distinguished and eminent judge. 

Judge Story some years ago wrote: 

One of the most pressing grievances bearing upon commercial, manufac 
turing, and agricultural interests at the present moment is the total! w tof 
a general system of bankruptcy. It is well known that the power h sin 
dormant, except for a short period, ever since the Constitution was adopted 
and the excellent system then put into operation was repealed before it had 
any fair trial upon grounds generally believed to be wholly beside its merits 
and from causes more easily understood than deliberately vindicated 





In another paragraph he says: 


it can not but be a matter of regret that a power so salutary should have 
hitherto remained a mere dead letter, Itis extraordinary that a commer 
cial nation, spreading its enterprise through the whole world, and possess 


ing such an infinitely varied internal trade, reaching almost to every cottage 


in the most distant States, should voluntarily surrender up a system which 
has elsewhere enjoyed such general favor as the best security of creditors 
against fraud and the best protection of debtors against oppression 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the contention in favor 


of a national system of bankruptcy enjoys the unusual felicity of 
having the support alike of principle, reason, authority, and ex- 


perience, noteven lacking sentiment. The gentleman who de- 


| scribes this bill as a scheme for the extinguishment of the last 
ray of hope in the breast of despairing debtors, sheds tears that 
e not due. He misconceives the operation of a bankrupt law 


and mistakes a blessing for a curse. 


A BANKRUPT LAW ARY 


A bankrupt law presents three factors with which we are com- 
pelled to deal; the debtor, the creditor, and the commercial pub- 
lic in their large and broad interests. The law deals with tl 


2 
situation of a debtor unable to pay his debts, having property 
inadequate, on division, to liquidate his liabilities. N: the 
solution of the problem will be found in the nswer to the in- 
quiry: In such a situation whatis best, alike for debtor, creditor, 


and the commercial interests of the community? 
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¥OR DEBTORS, 


I doubt if there will be any dissent from the proposition that 
the very best thing for an honest debtor who has been for years 
carrying a load of debt from which he has no hopeof extricating 
himself, and who is borne down, discouraged, and disheartened, 
is to relieve him of his burden and enable him to stand erect 
once more and feel that he is regenerated, emancipated from 
everlasting captivity to his debts. He can take a fresh start in 
business, he can acquire property, light breaks upon his path- 
way, hope springs again in his breast, and he sees a future be- 
fore him. Is there a doubt in any mind that that is the best 
thing to do for an honest debtor thussituated? But, Mr. Chair- 
man, that blessing can only come from a national bankrupt law. 
No State can discharge the benkruptfrom all his debts. On that 
point I desire to read a passage from a very eminent statesman 
of former years. Daniel Webster, in a celebrated speech on the 
subject of a national bankrupt law in 1840, among other things 
said: 


I am free to confess my leading object to be to relieve those who are at 
present bankrupts—hopeless bankrupts, and who can not be discharged or 
set free but by a bankrupt act passed by Congress. I confess that their case 
forms the great motive of my conduct. It is their case which has created 
the general cry for the measure. Not that their interest is opposed to the 
interest of the creditors, still less that itis opposed to the general good of 
the country. On the contrary, I believe that the interest of the creditor 
would be greatly benefited even by a system of voluntary bankruptcy, and 
I am quite confident that the public good would be eminently promoted. In 
my judgment all interests concur, and itis the duty to provide for these 
unfortunate insolvents in a manner thus favorable to all interests which I 
feel urging me forward on this occasion. 


Upon the same subject an eminent jurist, writing in the Amer- 
ican Law Register of June, 1865, said: 

Should the bankrupt act under consideration become a law it will open to 
the honest bankrupt freedom from his debts and a new lease of mercantile 
The points aimed to be secured by the present bill are the discharge of the 
honest debtor upon the surrender of his property, protection of the creditor 
against the fraudulent practices and reckless conduct of his debtor. With- 
out such a law creditors may be defrauded of their just debts and debtors 
become castaways upon the broad ocean of commercial life. To vouchsafe 
such relief in the community is assuredly the paramount duty of legislation. 
Under this act the debtor and creditor meet upon the common ground of ob- 
ligation and duty. 

Mr. Chairman, how apropos these observations to this meas- 
ure? 

Mr. RAY. I hope my friend does not intend to lay it down as 
a legal proposition that no State can pass laws to discharge 
debtors from their debts? 

Mr. BROSIUS. I intend to lay down asa legal proposition, 
which my learned friend, or any other learned lawyer upon this 
floor will not think it worth while to dispute at the peril of their 
reputation, that a State can not discharge a debtor from the 
obligation of his contract, except such contracts as were entered 
into subsequently to the paceage of the law. 

Mr. RAY. The State law? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yes, sir; and in noinstance can any State dis- 
charge any debtor from the obligation of his contract entered 
into with citizens of another State; thus demonstrating the im- 
possibility of - State enacting an effective bankrupt law. 

Mr. RAY. That is all true, but—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Weil, if that is true let it rest there, because 
I desire to proceed. 

Mr. RAY. Thatis true, but that is not the statement you 
first made. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I did not intend to make any statement. I 
simply alluded, in passing, to the inability of a State to pass a 
bankrupt law. The interruption was hardly justified, if my 
friend will allow me to say so. 


FOR CREDITORS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in the second place, what is best for the 
creditors? I do not hesitate to affirm that the best thing for the 
creditors is to have an equitable division of the property of the 
debtor applied tothe payment, ratably, of the unsecured in- 
debtedness, under such restrictions as will prevent a race among 
creditors for judgment and execution. We mustnot forget that 
debtors sustain equal relations with creditors and are under 
equal obligations to them in a large and general way, and the 
claimsof justice are satisfied when whatever property the debtor 

»ssesses is divided.and apportioned ratably among them accord- 
ing to their respective claims. 

I submit, furthermore, that such an apportionment of the 
debtor's property exerts a very salutary influence upon the com- 
mercial community. Tt promotes credit and confidence every- 
where by promoting an increased feeling of security. Mr. Chair- 
man, I was very much impressed by the remarks of my honor- 
able friend from New York |Mr. CoomBs] on yesterday in speak- 
ing upon this bill. It was interesting indeed to look into the 
face of a merchant who had dealt with every le upon the 
face of the earth and had found them trustworthy. Whatafine 
compliment to the human race! And while the gentleman was 
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dwelling upon the importance and the necessity of this con 
and credit there came to my mind an incident in the hj 
Charles James Fox that most strikingly illustrates th. 
upon which he was speaking. 

Mr. Fox had laid down before a creditor a sum of m 
The creditor, a merchant, produced his note and said, ‘*M 
L want you to pay me my indebtedness outof that mon 
English statesman said, ‘‘I can not do that, sir; that mon 
go to pay a debt of honor for which the creditor holds no p 
The merchant was profoundly impressed by that exhibiti, 
honor. He looked at his note for a moment and then to; 
pieces, and flinging them atthe feetof the statesman said, ‘ 
sir, mine is a debt of honor also.” Mr, Fox was very sen 
the fine compliment; and he said to the merchant, ‘‘Hoe,; 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that a measure of! t] 
will also promote facilities for sales by supplying fa 
collection. And let me direct attention to another thin 
do: It will dispense in a large measure with the nec 
creditors becoming sleuthhounds, constantly pursuing thei 
assed debtor lest some one quicker of scent and swifter « 
may get in ahead at the finish. Why, sir, the knowledge t! 
one or two creditors can get in ahead and sweep away the 
estate, has a very composing and tranquillizing influence \ 
all. Thus the debtor secures greater indulgence, enjoys bet 
opportunities if he desires them, than when his estate is b 
spoil of victory ina race, a stake for which hungry creditors | 
with the processes of the law for execution. 

THE ACTS OF BANKRUPTCY ARE VOLUNTARY. 

Objections have been made to that portion of the bill wh 
defines acts of bankruptcy. While that part of the bill ma 
subject to amendment, as [ think it is, it is pertinent to say ih 
every act of bankruptcy named in the bill is a voluntary act 
the part of the debtor, an act which he commits of his own vo 
tion, without compulsion; and if he chooses to refrain from th 
commission of the specified act he is not amenable to the invo 
untary provisions of the bill. His liability to be brought int 
court by a petitioning creditor is a matter entirely under bi 
unrestrained control. So long as he obeys the law he enjoys ab 
solute immunity from the compulsory features of theact. It ca 
be nothing more than a voluntary bankrupt. law to any debt 
who refrains from committing the forbidden acts. 

DISHONEST DEBTORS. 

Of course if a debtor is dishonest he ought not to be di 
charged; no man should profit by his own wrong. If he ha 
undertaken to defraud his creditors or has violated any pro\ 
sions of the law he ought not to enjoy any advantage therefrom. 
The law of every State or nation ought to encourage and teac! 
honor and honesty—not put a premium upon rascality or per 
mit immunity from the consequences of fraud or wrongdoing. 
Thus every man knows what are the rewards of honest deal- 
ing; and those who do not perceive that virtue is its own re 
ward will at least appreciate the advantages which tho la 
attaches to integrity in commercial dealing. Thus the rel 
influence of such a ioe will be highly salutary upon the com- 
mercial community. It will promote commercial rectitude. | 
offers a premium for integrity and subjects wrongdoing to bu 
dens and penalties. So that for all classes and from all point 
of view it is obviously the best way of treating debtors, hones 
or dishonest, each, however, in their own deserved way. 

HONEST CREDITORS. 

Itis just, as well as merciful, to honest creditors to protect t! 
against the practices of debtors who, forgetting their equa! ob- 
ligation to their creditors, seek to give all their property ‘ 
favored few. This is permitted, perhaps, by the laws of m 
the States on the principle that as long as a man has domi: 
over his property he can use it to pay any debt he pleases. 

THE TIME IS OPPORTUNE. 


There is another matter which comes to my mind. | 
been said that this particular period, when the country is = 
ing from business depression and hard times, is inopportun 
the application of the principles of a bankrupt law. \\! 
colossal misconception of the relation which a bankrupt 
bears to debtor and creditor! 

Gentlemen ought toremember, and they doubtless will ren 
ber, that the processes of the law are not suspended, relaxeu. 0 
intermitted pending a season of hard times. On the contrar) 
creditors are more vigilant, more alert, and ofttimes more m 
ciless in such seasons than at any other time. Their distrust 
their anxiety, their fear of loss, their apprehension lest 
other creditor may get in ahead of them in the race, whets thei 
appetite, accelerates their movements, greatly to the distress 0! 
the u y debtor. , 

Of all the times and conditions of the country the existing sit 
uation is most seasonable for this relief. We ought to yield to 
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Jlieitations of the prevailing distress, whensheriffs are said 


to eaping harvests and debtors areeri ohed. one ith the heels 

af 10 and contending credito and temper the mister’ nes 

me with the humane and helpful provisions of a bank- 

vi No eircumstinces could be more oppertune, no situa- 

ore inviting. Thousands of honest debtors who for years 

1 sweating der their burdens now under the added 

48 ve prevailing depression feel that they are without 

nless some helping hand reaches out of the darkness 7 
and save. What they need, what they pray for isa la 

th: y their loa und give Settee oan tecacteiene 

the - fortunes and achieve prosperity and happiness. In this 


con tion | ean not refrain from quoting the words of Daniel 
we _ in the Senate of the United States in 1840, when plead- 






























1 e passage of a bankruptlaw. The urgency was not as 
as now. These are his persuasive words: 
resident, let us atone for the omissions of the past fomy 
nt discharge of present duty. The demand for th sure 
3 nartial er local. It comes to us earnest and loud from all classes 
x irters. The time is come when we m t answer it to our own 
es if we suffer longer delay or postponement. High hopes, high 
f and high responsibilities concentrate themselves on this mvasure 
:thismoment. With a power to a bankrupt law which no other 
Lé ture the country possesses, Wl 4 power of ivi ¥ relief tomany 
niustice to none, I again ask every man who he ie if he can con 
el ithout an honest attempt to exercise that power? 
Wen iink it would be better to leave the power with the Stat but 
eft with the States; they have it not we can not give it to 
[t is In our hands, to be exe ed by us o be forever useless and 
t Under these circumstances does not every man’s heart tell him 
has aduty to¢ Lar If the final vote shall be given this day, and 
e shall le 10usands of their fellow-citizens and their fam 
n and helple ase dia to ever r subjéction, to irredeema 
ke 1we go toour beds with satisfied consciences? Can we layour he 
r pillows and, withou l roach, supplicate the Almighty Mercy 
t e us r debts as we fors > our debtors 
let us meet the unanimous wishes of the country and proclaim relief 
unfortunate throughout the land. What should hinder? Whatshould 
iy our hands from this Food work? Creditors do not oppose it; they ap- 
ply for it; debtors solicit it with an importunity, earnestn and anxiety 
itto be deseribed; the Constitution enjoins it, and ail the considerations 


justice, policy, and propriety which are wrapped up in the phrase ‘public 


duty’ demand it, as I think, and demand it loudly and imperatively at our 
hands. 
Sir, let us gratify the whole country for once with the joyous clang of 


chains, Joyous because heard falling from the limbs of men. The wisest 
unong those Whom I address can desire nothing more beneficial than this 
measure, Or more universally desired; and he who is‘yyoungest may not ex- 
pect to live long enough to see a better opportunity of causing new pleas 
ures and a happiness long untasted to spring upin the hearts of the poor 
md the humble. How many husbands and fathers are living with hopes 
which they can not suppress, and yet hardly dare to cherish, for the result of 
this debate! How many wives and mothers will pass sleepless and feverish 
nights until they know whether they and their families shall be raised from 
poverty, despondeney, and despair, and restored again to the circles of in- 
dustrious, independent, and happy life! 

let it be to the honor of Congress that, in these 
and controversy, we have laid aside for once the sin that most easily besets 
us and, with unanimity of counsel, and with singleness of heart and of pur 
pose, haveaccomplished forourcountry one Measure of unquestionable good 


Sip 





A MORAL QUESTION, 


vr. Chairman, there is 
tion. I think that wrapped upin a measureof this charaeter is 
t question of commercial morality—a question whose im- 
portance to every community can mor be overestimated. How 
many men all over this country are to-day engaged in an unequal 


l adi with misfortuneand adverse circumstances, borne down | 


withaweightof debt which they can neverlift, and who oughtlong 
ago to have surrendered, not because they are notentirely sensible 
of their inability to relieve themselves from their burdens by 
discharging their debts, but because they can derive no advan- 


tage from surrendering their property to their creditors, for the | 


unpaid residue remains, and they are then stripped of both prop- 
erty-and the possibility of acquiring it in the future. Such a 
condition of things exerts in any community 
mental to debtor, creditor, and tothe comme 
large. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no situation which subjects the truth- 
fulness and the integrity of a man to so severe a testas this long- 
continued struggle of a debtor to hold on to his property, to ex- 
ercise dominion over it, and to avoid the supposed reproach and 
disgrace of insolvency or bankruptcy. Every observing man, | 
dare say, has witnessed in his own community instaneesin which 
character has yielded by gentle but progressive stages to the 
solicitations of a false pride on the part of the debtor and the 
natural disinclination to surrender his property that cost him 
yetrs of labor to acquire, 
ness, unpaid, must still linger behind and pull him down. It is 
® slow process of moral disintegration, and it worksin this way— 
you see it so often that it can not have escaped notice: 

First, the truth is « uppressed to maintain delusive appearances 
Which disarm the vigilance of creditors who might otherwise 
precipitate a crisis; to preserve the appearance of solvency he 
borrows money from A to pay B: and so he keeps on revolving 
“round the circle, robbing Peter to pay Paul. As the situation 
increases in intensity, the necessity for deception grows in ur- 


rcial community at 


lays of political strife | 


another matter worthy of considera- | 


an influence detri- | 


because the re sidue of his indebted- | 


RECORD—HOU 


SE. 287 





—? a 
it | is ih ort ste ) 1 ss } 
pre s ,~ anda 8O he pr oO : t 
to reditor going h e k ra 
integrity on the part of t ‘ ( 
old ru Let me read ag ( t ( ! 
Webst 
wi t A 
» BilL tw , 
f t \ N 
( ea ‘ 1VoOrs { 
r rs. Fathers act i 
t I r fathers; all « 
tio1 esent fi and to 
4 ixed ¢ ‘ 
an i sit Wi W 
W ) 
it N 
Ih e credit which enables t 
after the re hopeles and irretrievab 
from indorsements of those who tuke 1 i on th ym 
being preferred if anything happens. ‘ t n 
solvency he sails on, catching wind wherever hee 
dditional liabilities in proportion as he becomes , 
until the collapse comes, when one or two pre lered rs 
supplied the wind that bellied his delusive sails are saved ar 
the rest go down in arerereneee ruin, The tendency of 
ruy uw which stops p rences used as @ means to still 
inv ees -aaaah ‘loss will be to halt siness cai 
when overtaken by insolvency, and curtail th opportuniti 
| and ptations to prey upon the community Ther 
less fictitious credit, less overtrading, and the business of 1 
and others will be kept in closer relations with thei 
tal, and commercial piracy will sensibly di 
THE EXTENT OF OUR COUNTRY REQUIRES 11 
L would like to suggest another con deration from wl 
think the contention in favor of this bill deriv no on 
ble support This is a great country [ts great nno 
be exaggerated. Our commerce extends all overit,con 
| a mighty network of exchanges. From its commercial « 
the shuttles of exchange are flying to and fro from poin 
} and remote, weaving mighty webs of internal commerce. 
| ought to be some national law to regulate the relations of 
and creditor in that vast scheme ofexchanges. Theyconst 
Mr. Chairman, the interstate commerce of the country 
seems to me that there is about the same necessity for a law 
ulating in some degree and preserving to some extent unif« 
in the mode of adjusting the relations of debtor and credito 
there is for an interstate-commerce law to regul rm tro 
the transportation of the commodities involved in this e 
system of exchanges. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, by way of recapitulation—for itis too lat 


to detain the House longer 
| Mr.CULBERSON. Would the gentleman 
like to yield now and conclude his remarks to-n 
Mr. BROSIU Well, I am very sensibl 
my honorable friend from Texas, but I have to go away early 


from Pennsy!l 
orrow: 


; 


Loe 





of kindn 


the morning, and [am just about to conclude my remarks. | 
ought not to say I am justabout concluding, for there ares ! 
other observations that I would like to make, but T will t d 
| tain the House at this time. Members have al een ¢ 
tremely generous to me in the past: I feel like reciproc 
that kindness, and if I can have the consent of t FH 
afew quotations which I have not taken the ti to rea 
| con cl le in a few moments. 
| Mr. HALN IR of Nebraska. I move that the gent n | 
| unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! submit that requ it the 
/ conclusion of the gentleman’s remarks 
MERCY PLZADS FOR IT 
| Mr. BR¢ = [am greatly indebted to my friend Sut I 
was about say a — word. I was saying, Mr. Chair 
by way ol vecnpitale tion, that under the law of nine-tenths of the 
States of this Union a bankrupt or insolvent debtor is forever in 
chains. He can never release himself excepting in a ease wher« 
th tate possesses a bankrupt vy and disch s the debtor 
from the obligation of the contract executed after the passag 
the law. 
[am not aware that there isa State in the Union havine such 
a | on the statute books; I do not know whether ther ;or 
| no But if there is any situxtion im the world which coulds 


| gest the inseription that the poet fouad over the gates of hell, 
Who enters here abandons hope,” it is that of the despairing 
debtor who has been sweating under the burden of his debt for 
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years. He is absolutely without hope. If there is such a thing 
as commercial death in this world it is hopeless insolvency. 

Now, I submit in conclusion that it is humane, it is merciful to 
relieve honest debtors from the body of this death upon the sur- 
render of their property to their creditors. [or these reasons, 
stated, I know, in a feeble and desultory way, I am for a uniform 
system of bankvuptcy in this country. And I shall regret more 
than I can expcess if we fail, before we are through with it, to 
80 amend the bill that it will command the approval of the House 
and become a law. [Applause.| 

The CHAIRMAN. if there be no objection, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania will be permitted to extend his remarks in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I do not see the 
gentleman from Alabama in his seat, and in his absence I move 
that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bankruptcy bill, had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

REPRINT OF BILLS. 

Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that the pend- 
ing bill and the report have been exhausted, and I ask that a re- 
print be ordered. 

The SPEAKER. In the absenceof objection a reprint of the 
bill and report will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. BOATNER (at 4 o’clock and 45 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (A. R. 
4239) for the relief of M. J. Gilstrap, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PUBLIC BILLS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills of the following titles were 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 4278) fixing the 
salary of the warden of the United States jail in the District of 


, Columbia, and the number of the employés, and compensation for 


exrch—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4279) relating to the 
sale of gas in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4280) providing for heat in street railroad 
transit companies of the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause | of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (AH. R. 4268) for the 
relief of the estate of Turner Merritt, late of Louisiana—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Margaret E. Woodard—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief 
of the widow of Patrick P. Burton—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4271) for the relief of the estate 
of August Heberlein—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of the estate 
of Thomas J. Brown—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4273) for the relief of A. V. 
Haigh—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
W. Long—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TATE (by request): A bill (H.R. 4275) for the relief 
of John M. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4276) to increase 
the pension of Joseph Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) for the relief of Francis M. Leach—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause | of Rule XXTI, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOEN: Petition of citizens of Sherburne County, 


Minn., for free coinage of silver and the establishment o! 
savings banks—to the Committee on Coinage, Weivhts 
Measures. 

By Mr. FUNSTON; Petition of David C. Allen, praying +} 
his claim for services as a spy and scout during the late way ho 
referred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Wa 
Claiins. ; 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of the California Woman's 
tian Temperance Union, favoring the passage of the bil] 
as Blair’s Sunday rest bill—to the Committee on Labo 

Also, petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, C 
for an appropriation of money sufficient to construct 
building in said city requisite for post-office purposes 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Statement in case of Jane Lister, to ac. 
company House bill !41—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, statement in case of Louisa F. Gameron, to aces mpany 
House bill 942—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions Shae 

Also, statement in case of Robert B. Deem, to accompany, 
House bill 944—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, statement in case of heirs of Alpha A. Leach, to accom- 
pany House bill 945—to the Committee on Invalid Pensious. 

Also, statement in case of heirs of James I. Cassatt. to ac- 
company House bill 946—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

Also, statement in case of Thomas Warder Jones, to accom- 
pany House bill 865—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: Papers to accompany House bill 4257— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, October 27, 1893. 
[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1893, 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the re- 


cess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be read by title. : 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act 
approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to interrupt the regular order 
long enough to introduce some morning business. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 


Allen, Gallinger, Palmer, 
Berry, Hale, Peffer, Teller, 
Blackburn, Harris, Perkins, Turple, 
Caffery, Hill, Power, Vance, 
Carey, Hoar, Proctor, Vest, 
Cullom, Kyle, Ransom, Voorhees, 
Davis, McMillan, Roach, Walthall, 
Dixon, McPherson, Sherman, White, La. 
Manderson, Shoup, Wolcott. 
Mitchell, Wis. Smith, 
Faulkner, Morrill, Stewart, 


Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is 
detained from his place here by sickness in his family. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. There is no quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. JONES of Nevada and Mr. BATE entered the Chamber and 
answered to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 11 o’clock and 9 minutes a. m.). 
Forty-four Senators have answered to their names. A quorum 
is present. 


Stockbridge 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Man- 
kato, Minn., peariog for the repeal of the silver-purchasing 
clause of the so-called Sherman law; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. CAREY presented memorials of representative Ke| 
licans of Wyoming; of Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, No 
2487, of Cheyenne, Wyo.; of Advance Assembly, Knights of Libor, 
No. 3261, of Rawlins, Wyo.; and of Wasatch Assembly, Knights 
of Labor, No. 3274, of Evanston, Wyo., remonstrating aguinst 
the repeal of the so-called Sherman silver law; which were or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a petition of the Kentucky An- 
nual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Hardins- 
burg, Ky., composed of 85 ministers and representing 22,00 
church members, praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary 
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Chinese law; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 


| Mr. MANDERSON. 


He also presented a petition of citizens of Wingo, Ky., pray- | 


ing for the enactment of legislation referring to all voters the 
question whether they are in favor of or opposed to the coinage 
of silver at the present ratio and upon the same condition and 
terms that gold iscoined; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of citizens of Lawrenceburg, Mid- 
way, and Frankfort, in the State of Kentucky, praying for the 
repeal on the so-called Sherman silver law; which were ordered 
to lie on the table. a : 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Paducah, Ky., re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the so-called Sherman silver 
law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
meeting of citizens and residents of Cheshire County, N. H., held 
Wednesday, September 2/, 1893, regardless of political party or 
religious sect, in which these good people assert that there ex- 


I present resolutions adopted at a mass- | 
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ists to-day a great evil in our country, to wit, the manufacture | 


and exportation of alcoholic liquors, whereby the self-indulgent 
and benighted inhabitants of many other lands are corrupted in 
body, mind, and soul, and they ask that the National Congress 
enact legislation which shall forever put a stop to the business 
of sending alcoholic poison to heathen people, under the severest 
penalties which are visited on slave catchers by land or pirates 
by sea. 
tee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 1132) for the reliof 
of Sarah A. Moore; which was read twice by its title, and ro- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1133) for the relief of 
the estate of Pearce Noland, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1134) to create the southern 
judicial district of the State of Texas, and to fix the times and 
places of holding courts in said district and in the eastern and 
western judicial districts of said State; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 35) trans- 
ferring theexhibit of the Navy Department, knownas the model 
battleship Illinois, to the State of [llinois, as a naval armory for 
the use of the naval militia of the State of [ilinois, on the termi- 
nation of the World’s Columbian Exposition; which was read 
een by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
airs. 


REPORT ON CLIMATIC FEATURES, ETC., OF OREGON. 


I move that the resolutions be referred to the Commit- | 





Mr. DOLPH submitted the following concurrent resolution; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), That 
5,000 copies, comprising the necessary text, tables, and charts, be printed of 
the paper entitled ‘‘Certain climatic features and the soil of Oregon,”’ being 
a presentation of special information collected by the Weather Bureau for a 
long series of years as to temperature, rainfall, character of the weather, 
irrigation, and atmospheric disturbances, which are believed to have marked 
influence upon agricultural interests in the said State. 


use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies to be distributed by the 


Weather Bureau. 
SETTLERS ON PUBLIC LANDS.Y 


Mr. MANDERSON. A fewdays agothe Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. BERRY], who is chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, reported favorably the bill (H. R. 1986) to amend section 
six of the act approved March 3, 1891, entitled “An act to re- 
peal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes.” 
was unanimously passed by the Senate at the last Congress. 


the present session, and immediately if possible. I ask unani- 
mous consent that it be nowconsidered. There can be no possi- 
ble objection to the bill. It will lead to no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. FAULKNER. 


object? 
r. MANDERSON. It will not. It can not possibly lead to | 
debate If it does, I will withdraw the request. 


Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read for information. 
The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of an act approved March 8, 1891, entitled 
“An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and for other purposes,” is hereby 
amended by adding in line 11, section 2301, after the words South Dakota, 
“and in the State of Nebraska;"’ so as to read as follows: 

“and the provisions of this section shail apply to lands on the ceded por- 
tion of the Sioux Reservation, by act approved March 2, 1889, in South Da- 
kota and in the State of Nebraska, but shall not relieve said settlers from 
any Pe now required by law.” 

BO. 2. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 


repealed 
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A similar bil! | 
It | 
is important for local purposes that the bill should be passed at | 


If it will lead to discussion I shall have to | 


| particular States. 
SEc, 2. That 1,000 copies be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for the | = ticular States 


| the amount is limited in the bill to 


2 


fd 


l 


88 


I will simply state that the bill is to give 
to settlers who are south of the north line of Nebraska the 


same privilege of settlement that has been given to those who 
are north of that line. By an omission at the last session of 
Congress those words were not inserted. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SCHOOL OF MINES. * 

Mr. DUBOIS. Yesterday I called up Senate bill 1040, but 
owing to objection it went over until to-day. | ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill at this tim 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for iuforma- 
tion. 

lhe Secretary read the bill (S. 1040) to cid the States of Cali- 


fornia, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, 






Colorado, and South Dakota to support schools of mines, as fol- 
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That each of the States of California, Oregon, Washing- 
ton, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, and South Dakota shall 
annually receive 25 per cent of moneys paid to the United States, by 
each of the said States for mineral lands within the said States the 
maintenance of a school of mines in each of the said States: P led, 
That said sum s to be paid shall not exceed the sum of $12,000 per num 
to each State, nor shall it exceed the amount annually expended by each of 
the said States for said school of mines 

SEO. 2. That before any money shall be paid to each of the said States 
under the provisions of this act the Secretary of the Interior shall certify to 


the Secretary of the Treasury that each of the said States is maintaining a 
school of mines within ite borders in which students in attendance are given 


instruction in chemistry, metallurgy, mineralogy, geology, mining, mining 
engineering, mathematics, mechanics, and drawing, and that the students 
in attendance from other States are received into said school of mines on 
the same terms and conditions that the students from the said State are re 
ceived. 

Sec. 3. That the board of trustees of each of the said school] of mines shall 
make areport each year to the Secretary of the [Interior of the number of 
students in atten iance at such school of mines, the State of which they are 
inhabitants, and the general course of studies pursuea in said sch: und 
the amount expended in the support of said school 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 


consideration of the bill? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I reserve the right, if there is any dis- 
cussion of the bill, to object to its further consideration at that 
time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. 

Mr. FAULKNER. No; if there is to be no discussion I shall 
not object to the consideration of the bill. I understand it isa 
unanimous report from the Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair misunderstood the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. Ido not wish to object to its consideration, 
but I should like to have a brief explanation of the bill from the 
Senator who has charge of it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the Senator from Kansas that a 
bill similar to this has passed the Senate two or three times for 
The Committee on Public Lands appointed a 
subcommittee, of which I was chairman, to condense all those 
bills and include the various States in one bill. Thesubcommit- 
tee did so, and the committee reported the bill in form precisely 


similar to the separate bills which have passed the Senate two 
or three times heretofore. It is designed to aid those States in 
which there are mineral lands in supporting schools of mines. 


The biil isso guarded that unless the State establishes the school 
and pays out as much money as is to be paid by the Government 
from the sale of lands, the Government will not give any money 
for the support of the school. In some States the schools are 
already established. In my own State we have a State univer- 
sity with a separate branch devoted to this pirticular purpose. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Idaho 
if the bill does not give a much larger percentage of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the lands referred to than has heretofore 
been given to other States for such purposes of the proceeds of 
the sales of lands within their boundaries? 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will state to the Senator from Tennessee that 
$12,000 a year. 

Mr. HARRIS. Solsee; but is not a larger percentage pro- 
vided for than there is any precedent for in similar grants to 
othes States heretofore? 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Idaho will allow me to 
reply, I will state that it is a larger percentage, and it is larger 
than it is now needed, but it is supposed that gradually the 
amount wili be reduced that the Government will get for the 
mineral lands, and as the sum is limited to $12,000 it is quite 
immaterial whether it is 50 per cent or more of the proceeds of 
the land, because no school of mines can get more than $12,000. 








Mr. HARRIS. I shall not object to the consideration of the 
bill, but sh 11 content myself by voting against the bill, because 
I think it is not a good piece of legislation. 

Mr. BERRY. A bill similar to this came from the Commit- 
tee on Publie Landsduring the last Congress. I think the Sen- 
ator from Colorado intreduced a bill appiying only to Colorado, 
containing thesame provisions which are contained in the pend- 
ing bill. There were several similar bills introduced in the 
Senate, and they all went to the Committee on Public Lands. 
We considered them there and united them in one bill, which 
is the bill now before the Senate, and we unanimously reported 
this bill. There was no effort made in thecommittee to increase 
the amount. It was believed that the amount would be suffi- 
cient as cont.ined in the bill, and I never knew until yesterday 
morning, | think, when the Senator from Idaho informed me 
that the Senator from Colorado desired to increase the per cent. 
I told him that he could introduce such an amendment in the 
Sen te and it could be considered then. I donot think the Sen- 
ator from Colorado ought to insist on an increase without fur- 
ther consideration. I have no objection whatever to the bill 
passing as it came from the Committee on Publie Lands, but if 

t is insisted that the amount shall be increased, then I would 
desire further consideration of the matter before the Senate 
passes on it. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will not make the motion that I said 
yesterday I would submit. 

Mr. President, | wish to say a few words on the pending bill. 
A bill giving a donation to Colorado for this purpose has passed 
the Senate at least threetimes. The State of Colorado has main- 
tained for fifteen or twenty years a school of mines that has been 
open to ull the people of the United States. We have had stu- 
dents from all the Western States and Territories. We main- 
tain asch ol of mines that I say here, as I have said before, has 
no superior on this continent, if it has in the world. I do not 
believe that there is a place in Europe, and certainly there is not 
another place in America, where better advantages are offe: ed 
to young men who desire to study mining engineering, metal- 
lurgy, and general mining. 

The most American students who have been distinguished in 
these matters have received their education in Freiburg, Ger- 
many, butColorado opened its school some years ago and erected 
buildings. It is independent of our other State institutions; it 
isa aepenete institution. We provided in the constitution for 
ats maintenance to a limited degree, and the Legislature makes 
appropriations every year. We have built up a school that is a 
pride of the State, which, I repeat, has no superior anywhere, 
and I think it is entitled to the favorable consideration of the 
American people. 

Mining is an industry that must occur in this country as ap- 
plied to iron, coal, silver, gold, and copper. It certainly is 

roper that we should have a place in this country where Amer- 
ican youths can go without great expense being entailed upon 
them, as would be the case if they should go to Europe, or even 
to Columbia Collegein New York, which is a fine school of mines. 
For that re son some years ago | introduced a bill and it passed 
the Senate, as said, practically unanimously three times. [hope 
the pending bill will pass. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Colorado how much is paid by the State. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose itcosts us $50,000 a year, if not more, 
to support that school of mines, to say nothing abouf the large 
amount put in the buildings. 

Mr. HOAR. In addition to this donation? 

Mr. TELLER. In addition to this donation. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator know the tuition. or is the 
tuition free? 

Mr. TELLER. The tuition, I understand, is free. 

Mr. HOAR. My puestion is not put with any hostility to the 
proposition, but with reference to whether there is an adequate 
endowment for such a school separately. Suppose we make this 
donation, will the school have sufficient endowment besides? 

Mr. TELLER. I can speak only for Colorado. So far as Col- 
orado is concerned the school will be supported without any 
reference to this donation. It will bea little more efficient if 
it has this amount of money, but it will still be maintained, be- 
cause we have a very large plant, with everything that is neces- 
sary to teach this branch of science. 

Mr. HOAR. Is the school located at Denver? 

Mr. TELLER. At Golden City, 12 mileg from Denver. 
in the vicinity of the mines. It is a practical school and has 
done great good. It has a large number of students from other 
States, incl ding New Mexico and States adjoining, and even 
some from Mexico. : 

/\ Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr, President, I wish tosay that the State 
//of South Dakota has maintained a school of mines since 1884. 
| We have erected a building thatcost about $50,000, and sustain a 
full corps of teachers devoted exclusively to this subject. It is in- 


It is 
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dependent of our other universities and State institutions t is 
located at Rapid City, in the Black Hills, and it has studen: 
from other States, the tuition being free. The school wi ] 
maintained, of course, whether the bill passes or not: but if + 
bill passes it will add to its efficiency and add to the advant 
which it confers upon that mining region, and through its 
dents to the surrounding States. 

Further than that, a very large sum of money has l 
ceived by the Governmentfor mining claims in the Black 
the region where the institution is located. 





It Sscems D0 n 
than fair that a portion of the money received from the s 
these mineral lands should goto the support of this instit 
In the Black Hills in South Dakota there are minerals whic 
found no where else, I think, in the United States. 
already successfully mining and shipping large quantiti 
mica, both for electrical and for domestic purposes. 

We are also producing considerable quantities of tin. | 
lieve it is demonstrated that the quantity of tin is sufficient { 
supply the United States in the near future. Difficulti 
arisen in regard to one of the largest companies there th 
producing tin, so that the output is small at present, but 
bound toincreaseenormously. We have vast quantities of a 
tus, and lately, within the last two years, we have discover 
process by which gold can be separated from refractory ores, 
an enormous increase in the output of gold has resulted. T 
yoor the product will be $5,000,000. There are also other v 
arge bodies of refractory gold ores which assay well. But 
process has been discovered by which they can be reduced. T 
solution of this question will furnish work for the student 
scientific investigator, and is an additional reason why t! 
school should be encouraged. 

A bill similar to this one for South Dakota alone has passe 
the Senate twice, and I think now the prospect is that such a 
bill will go through the other House. 

Mr. HOAR. The only doubt in my mind, which led to the 
question which I put to the Senator from Colorado, is whether 
it is desirable that these institutions shall be entirely separat 
orif they should not be united with the agricultural colleges 
under the policy inaugurated by the Senator from Vermont( Mr. 
MORRILL}. Of course they are of great value; but, in the first 
place, you would get a better scientific library where you have 
one large institution than where thereare separate institutions 
ln the next place, you would get famous men of special genius 
or learning and skill who could perhaps give their services to 
both and not be entirely taken up by one, where the teaching 
and investigation may be conducted by men of less distinction. 
But if there are in fact separate institutions already established 
and amply endowed, as [ understand the two Senators who have 
spoken, of course in those States that question is settled and no 
one will propose to interfere with the policy which they hay 
established. Iput the question merely with a viewof ascertai: 
ing the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. In Colorado the school of mines is not « 
dowed in the usual sense of an endowment. 

Mr. HOAR. I mean provided for. 

Mr. TELLER. But it is provided for by a provision 
constitution, and at every session the Legislature makes a 
propriation of a greater or less amount for its support. 

Now, I want to say a word further. Ido not agree with the 
Senator from Massachusetts that a practical schoo! of mines lik 
ours would be better attached to an agricultural college. Th 
is a business entirely independent, and we thought, and we thi 
still, that they should be entirely separate. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I said there w 
some advantages, but if they were already established separately 
of course they would remain so. My question was simply to s 
whether this gift of the Government was going to a good and 
sufficiently equipped and provided-for schvol. The Senator wi 
agree with me that it would be better to attach it to an ay 
cultural college if it were a little insignificant thing that woul 
not take care of itself; but if it be, as the Senator says, an insti- 
tution receiving a grant of $50,000 as an institution already 
tablished I should not think of making any point on it. 

Mr. TELLER. I spoke of the amount received. I do not 
know how much the Legislature appropriated, but I think » 
the last session there was an appropriation of $35,000 for addi- 
tional buildings, and those appropriations have been made yea: 
in and year out, more or less, for the last fifteen years. 

We are very proud of our school of mines in Colorado. We 
think itis one of the best in the world; and we should not like 
to connect it with any other institution. We have ourStateagr 
cultural college, which has beena great success. The school o! 
mines is entirely independent of any other institution. It is lo- 
cated at the foot of the mountains, in the immediate vicinity 0! 
where the practical work of the mines is done, where students 
can study practical mining as well as theoretical mining. 

In the vicinity of the school are the United States courts, 
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, students can go and listen to the testimony in cases of 


wh 
gre importance, for the students there study mining law as 
well as mining, as they should. In every way the institution 


has been a great sucess. Weare not here asking this donation 
any the ory that we do not intend to maintain that institu- 


upo 
tio We intead to maintain it inc lependently of the General 
Government; but we think, inasmuch as we are pay ing a great 


price for mineral land, and have paid large sums into the Tri is 
ury of the United States, the small sum e $12,000 proposed to 
be given is insignificant, and it certainly ought to be given as 
ncouragement to such institutions. 
WASHBURN. ILunderstand from the Senator from Idaho 


Mr. DuBOIS; that he is willing to accept the amendment vhic h 


is rested yesterday; which is to add Minnesota to the States 
D in the bill, and, therefore, I move to insert **‘ Minnesota” 
after ‘* South Dakota,” in line 5. 

e have mines of cop} er and we have deposits of iron in 
Minnesota larger and more phenomenal than can be found in any 


other State in the Union; we have also gold and silver to a 


greater or less extent on the north shore of Lake Superior: a d 
] think there is every reason why Minnesota should be addec d te 
the list of Statesnamed in the bill. Therefore | move the amend- 
ment which I have indicated. 

McPHERSON. I hope that this bill will become a law. 
It ms to me to be a movement in the right direction, and 
that this aid ought to be extended by the General Government 
The Western States named in the billcomprise the great min 


\ 


sean iste ‘icts of the country. The hills and the mountains : 


full of mine ‘al wealth, not only of gold and silver, but iron, cop 
per. mica, quicksilver, and miny other minerals. 

[It seems to me that a school of mines located in that region of 
country, immediately among the people mostdirectly interested, 
whe @ the xy hive already a practical knowledge of mining and 
where it is desirable to reduce the cost of mining as well as the 


cost of reducing the ores, and that an education, such as thes 
institutions will provide, is of vast moment to the people of that 
section of the country and to the whole people of the United 


Stat 


It is very difficult to draft a young man from the extrem: 
West = attend, for instance, the School of Mines in New York 


} 


City, where he could secure that class of scientific and technical 
know aie which could enable him to work with some degree o 
ofitand progress in the mining and reduction of these ores. 
he refore, I think the Government should spend its money to 
ssist these schools right in the very heart of the district wher 
the different kinds of ores are found, and many of them are re 
fractory, which require some special practical knowledge an 
some speciil application of scientific knowledge. 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there is to be no further discussion of 
the bill, I shall not interpose an objection to its consideratio: 
but if there is to be further discussion I shall feel under obliga- 
tion to do so. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I should like to saya word. I want to say 
that I am in favor of this bill; I think it is right; I think it is 
well to reinforce the cause of education in the West in this 
specialty; but I call the attention of the Senate and, if need be, 
of the country to the fact that the same measure was not meted 
out to the South, when it came up with its great call for relief. 
If the same policy had been pursued by the enactment of the 
Biair educational bill, it would have strengthened the ground 
for this measure, benefic*nt as I grant you it is. 

Mr. TELLER. I voted for the Blair bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I know the Senator did. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]; which will be | 


stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 4, after the word ‘‘ Colorad 0, ” it is 
roposed to strike out ‘‘and;” and i in line 5, after the word ‘* South 
Jakota,.” to insert ‘‘and Minnesota,” so as to read: 

Thateach ofthe States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho 
Nevada, Wyoming. Colorado, South Dakoia, and Minnesota shali annually 
receive 25 per cent of all moneys paid to the United States by each of the said 
States for mineral! lands within the said States, f r the maintenance of a 
8chool of mines in each of the said States, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill to aid the States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho 


Nevada, Wyoming, Colorado, South Dakota, and Minnesota to support 
Schools of mines. 


ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There 


House a concurrent resolution providing that, commencing with 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having an- 
swered to their names, & quorum of the Senate is present. The 
Senator from Rhode Island asks unanimous consent to consider 
a resolution, which will be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr.HARRIS. Let the resolution be read,so that we may un- 
derstand what it is. 

The Secretary again read the resolution; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 2689) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to refund certain duties paid by James J. 
Haynes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


The following concurrent resolution of the House of Represent- 
atives was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be directed to furnish to each Representative and Delegate 22 


additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of which number 8 copies 
Shall be sent, 1 each to such public or school libraries as shall be designated 
by each Representative and Delegate. 

That the remainder of this number, 14 copies, he shall furnish to each 
Representative and Delegate during the extraordinary session of the Fifty 
third Congress. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved 
July 14, 1890, entiled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver 
bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate in continuation 
of the speech begun by him on the 14th instant. After having 
spoken for over two hours, he said: 

Mr. President, I have but a little more to offer. I feel that 
it isdue to me to apologize to the Senate for the time I have 
taken. Iscarcely know whether to denominate what I have pre- 
sented an argument or an obituary. I take it for granted that 
the cause [ have attempted in a feeble way to defend when the 
vote comes will practically be lost. With the indulgence of the 
Senate, feeling quite tired now, I will yield. It will take me 
but a short time to-morrow, if I can get the floor, to conclude 
all that I shall have to say for some time on this question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. May I ask the Senator a question before 
he takes his seat? As I understand the Senator now, he is in 
favor not of international money, but of a purely national money. 
He is in favor of exactly such money as India has had in her 
circulation since 1870. He proposes that this country shall have 
a money dislocation with all the rest of the world, so that if we 
owe a debt abroad we must translate our money into the money of 
the foreign nation to whom we owe the money before the debt 
could be paid, and if they owe us they must translate their money 
into our money before their debts could be paid. The Senator, I 
understand, prefers a silver basis, and silver is continually fluctu- 
ating in value, compelling the farmer, the producer, to sell his 
wheat and cotton and pork and beef for silver. That product 
is taken abroad and is sold for gold. 

The American farmer must stand all the fluctuations in the 
money between the time of the sale of his product and the time 
the product reaches the other side. I wish to know under that 
condition how it is possible for the United States of America to 
keep up profitable trade relations with any country that to-day 
purchases our products. If the Senator will bear with me still 
further, before answering this question, I will say in respect 
of the contention that arose between us a few minutes ago with 
respect to India— 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. There is so much; I should like the 
Senator to ask but one question at a time. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well, itisall on theone line. The 
Senator instructed me when I interrupted him a few moments 
ago that it was more proper to measure the value of money by 
the value of commodities than it was by other kinds and char- 
acter of money: and I stated the case of an India merchant ship- 
ping wheat and cotton to Liverpool or to London for sale. I 
will now put the question in another form and ask the Senator 
to be so kind as to answer it. 

The Indian merchant ships, say, one quarter of wheat to Lon- 
don. He is the producer of the wheat. Itis sold in London for 
gold. It is worth, say, to-day 30 shillings aquarter. That would 
buy 30shillings sterling in gold,or it would buy 15 rupees, if rupees 
were at par with gold. The rupees have fallen, they are worth 
to-day l and 2 pence. That quarter of wheat buys in London 
just 25 rupees, either in council bills or in silver bullion. The 
producer of wheat in India may take the council bills, which is 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





OCTOBER 27, 


exchange, of course, or he may take the silver bullion back to 
India, and his mints are open. Now, how can the Senator Say 
that silver has not fallen in India, when I show him that a 
bushel of wheat buys 10 rupees more to-day than with silver at 
par with gold? , 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I think I will not overstate the point 
when I say that I do not believe there is a Senator on this { 
who clearly understood the question of the Senator from New 


Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; then—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will put it—— 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I have tried, and I can not under- 
stand whether the Senator means it for a speech, or an answer. 
or a question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Both. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. The Senator has made many 
lates; he has assumed niany things that I do not agree to it all: 
he has attempted to place me in positions that I have not placed 
myselfin. He undertakes to state my position, which | }) 
to state for myself; and after he has done this, he becomes so in- 
volved in his question that it is impossible to fully understand 
what he means. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, 
If the fall 
Mr. VOORHEES. 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON, 
of silver 

Mr. VOORHEES. Iask the Senator to yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the Senator from Nevada de- 
sires to complete his remarks to-morrow. [I regret that he is 
not able to complete them now. I shall not press the Senator 
from Nevada upon this point, but Isuggest, for economy of time, 
that he and the Senator from New Jersey meet between now and 
to-morrow when the Senator is to resume the floor and come to 
an understanding about the question that is asked and the man- 
ner of answering it. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I thinkit wouid take about that time. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In the meantime, Mr. President,as there 
seems to be no one else ready to go on now, and not with a view 
of denying the right to anyone who desires to talk on pending 
amendments, I ask for a vote at this time on the amendment to 
the amendment of the committee, and let us get along in that 
way. 

Mr. McoPHERSON. I would prefer to have the Senator from 
Nevada answer my question. 

Mr. VOORHEES. He can do it to-morrowif hecan doitatall. 
[Laughter]. I ask the Senate to indulge me with a vote on the 
pending question at this time. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to the 
amendment in the nature of a substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the reading of the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment tothe amendment 
will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ repealed,” at the end of 
line 13 of the amendment of the committee, insert the follow- 
ing additional sections: 

Src. 2. That any owner of gold bullion or silver bullion in condition fit for 
coinage, and of the coin value of $50 or more, may deliver the same at any 
mint to the proper officers thereof, and it shall be formed into coins for the 
benefit of the depositor in the manner provided by the act of Congress ap 
proved January 18, 1837, and in all respects according to the provisions of said 
act, all of which provisions, so far as the same are or may be applicable 


hereto, are hereby revived and reénacted, except that the inscriptions and 
devices of coins of like denominations now current shall be placed 01 


Very well; I will put the question a 





I ask the Senator from New Jersey to yield 


In one moment. If the fall in the val 









coins authorized by this act, and double eagles may be coined as provided in 
the act of February 12, 1873. . 

Sec. 3. That all acts —— of acts inconsistent with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Sxc. 4. That this act shall take effect and be in force thirty days afier its 
passage. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. VOORHEES. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I am not quite ready yet to 
vote upon the amendment to the amendment. I desire to sub- 
mit some remarks in advocacy of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Tdonot desire tolimit debate, but I thought 
the Senator from Kansas had had some time in which to com- 
plete his observations. He has discussed the pending amend- 
ment, and I think every other feature of the subject that is pos- 


1893. 





I ask the Senator from Kansas how much time he would 
like to h ve? 
' Mr. PEFFER. Not very much, 
Mr. VOORHEES. I will state my purpose. The way I deal 
with these questions isin perfect frankness. Ifthe amendments 
to lead to prolonged debate I shall ask the Senate to con- 


ley them under Rule VIII, confining debate to five minutes, 


and d toone ech for each Senatorupon anamendment. Other- 
W i shi ll resort to another method to dispose of them. 
_PEFFER. I submit, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
allow me ‘ust a inoment, that this is not a very good time to re- 
store the old tactics we had ten daysor two weeks ago. I merely 
want to occupy a short time. [do not propose to surrender; 


neither do my politic: il friends. 


ir. VOORHEES. I haveevery disposition to yield, but there 

is so much misundt rstanding as to what a short time is in thi 
hodv t [ should like to be reassured a little on that point. | 
have not the slightest disposition to press the Senator from Kan- 
gas or anybody else. 

-. PEFFER. If the Senator will permit me, I will try to 
explain. 

. VOORHEES. Iyield tothe Senator from Kansas for that 
purpose. He says for a short time. 
' Mr. PEFFER. I understood that I had the floor. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I 
erstood it or not. 


knew I had it; whether the Senator so 


un 
Mr. PEFFER. I have not yielde 
Mr. VOORHEES. [ was on the floor long before the Senator 


I had the floor and asked for a vote on the pend- 
[ suppose the Senator misunderstood it. 


from i 


ine amendment. 


unsas. 


Mr. PEFFER. Whenthe amendment was read I addressed 
th Chair ar 1d was rec ogniz d. 
VOORHEE ” : I was on the floor. 
The VICE-PRE ‘SIDE N' r. The Chair will hear the Senator 
from Kansas 
Mr. PEF FER. Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy very 
much time, but some things have occurred within the last few 


days which make it appropriate upon my part to address the 


Senate at least for a short time on the pending amendment. 

[It will be remembered that I offered an amendment somewhat 
similar to this early in the history of this discussion, and that 
when the Senator from Indiana moved to lay that amendment 
on the t ble [asked the poor privilege of explaining it and it 
was denied me. [twas tabled unceremoniously. Inow discover 


in the public prints of the day a statement to the effect tat | 
have surrendered and that I have advised my political associate 
to surrencer. 

Mr. President, we have not surrendered, nor do we intend to 
doso. We intend to fight this proposition until the end; and 
when we are ny tio if we are, it shall be with our arms in our 
hands and our faces to the foe. 

All the free-coinage people have asked from the beginning is 
simply a restoration of the old law asit existed prior to the great 
wrong which was perpetrated in1873. Thisthe pe nding amend- 
ment proposes to effect. When theactof 1873 was proposed and 
passed, the demonetizs ution of silver money had not been sub- 
mitted to the people; it was not discussed in any political cam- 
paign; and while it was treated in this body and in the other 
branch of Congress from time to time during a period of two or 
three years, there was no opportunity whatever for any public 
judgment to be passed upon it. The evil work was done with- 
out the knowledge or consent of the voters. 

Mr. President, we have reached a time which was some days 
ago announted by other Senators as well as myself when this 
discussion would probablyend. We were asked repeatedly when 
we would be ready to vote on the passage of this bill. Our 
answer was uniformly (the same dropping from all lips which 
were called upon toutter the expression) that after we had time 
enough to discuss the bill and the amendments thereto in area- 
sonable, deliberate, cool, candid, and manly way, then we would 
be ready to vote. 

Now, Mr. President, in concluding what I have to say, I wish 
it to be distinctly understood here and elsewhere that my oppo- 
sition to the bill is one of conscience, and based upon a pr incip! 
The passage of this bill, as I believe, will entail a wrong that 
can not be measured. It will start this country downward, 01 
rather it will add to the momentum of our downward cours 
towards a gold standard. It will depreciate the values of 
produets of ali our labor. It will reduce farmers to tenants. 
will reduce the wage-worker to virtual peonage. It will eventu 
ally put not only the money of the country, butall the great ma 


the 
| 


terial interests, and all our intellectual forces—our politics, our 
‘evislation, and our judicial determinations, in the hands of one 
great overruling and overmastering power flowing from 
centrated w« 


con- 


salth. One-half of the farm lands which are now 
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occupied in the civilized world are unde ortgage ) 
than they would bring in cashif advertised to-morrow 
at thirty days’ notice. Ow have incre. se 
country in ten years from 25 per cent to about per cen 
renters in cities have increas t even a m rreatel ) 
than that. 

Chose of us who are opposing the passage o 1is bill b 
that the effectof the policy itfores lows will be to cont e this 
downward course, and that ther i no possible escape ) 
it. We believe that the defeat of this bill would to that extent 
weaken the influences of the money-power; that it we ) 
away one great support which is now maintaining its hold vy 
he people. Weregard the bringing of this L before ¢ 
as an effortupon the partof what we call the money pov t 
more firmly and permanently fasten its clutches on t 3 
tries of the people 

We shall oppose it to the bitter end, Mr. P sldent VA 
no notion of surrendering, and ex»vect to add sti rther 
sition as the debate proceeds. However, as I said to the Sena 
tor from Indiana in the beginning, we do n end to OSE 
any factious or revolutionary opposition, but we want at every 
Sta of the proceeding until the end comes, to interpose our de- 
termined resistance and ourimplacable opposition That ll I 
care to Say now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the amet ent 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] to the 

mendment of the committee. 

PEFFER. The yeas and nays have been demande 
TELLER. Let us have the yeas and nay 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HIGGINS (when his name was called [ am paired with 
the senior Senator from Arkansas | Mr. JONES I do not © 
him in the Chamber, and I withhold my vote for the pré 

Mr. BERRY (when the name of Mr. JoNes of Arka 
called My colleague [Mr. JONES of Arkansas] is cessir 
absent. He is paired with the Senator from Delaware |M 
HINS]|. If my colleague were present he would vote é 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his ie was called). | 
question | am paired with the Senator from Georgia 
DON |. if he were present | should vote "yea 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). [Iam paired wit 
Senator from Alabama |Mr. MORGAN Were he pr 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was ealled [am pai 
this vote with the Senator from Pennsylvani Mr. CAM 
He would vote ‘*vea” and | should vote ‘‘na 

Mr. VILA when his name was called). I have a ‘ 
pair with the | Senator from Oregon | Mr. MIrcHELt| If he w 
present I would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

\ir. GRAY (when the name of Mr. WHITE of Califo ; 
called W hen the Senator from California! Mr. WHIT! ft fo 
the West Il agreed to pair with him on this and all cogr 

ions. My pair has been transferred to the Senator from Ne 
Hampshire |Mr. CHANLDER], and | have voted ‘‘nay,” and | 





should have made this announcement when my own nime was 
called. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam paired generally with the Senator fro 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH!, and therefore withhold 
vot [f he were present he wou!d vote “ yea” and I s 
‘n 

HUNTON. l ita paired with th » Senator fro Cont 
ticut |Mr. PLATT]. He is detained from the Senate b son 
of the illness of his wife. If he were here he would vot ” 
and I should vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. HIGGINS. 7 transfer my pair with the Senator from 
Arkansas |Mr. JONES] to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr 
HAWLEY], and will voie ‘‘ nay. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will transfer my pair with the Senator 

om Penusylvania [Mr. CAMERON] to my colleague[Mr 
My colleague would vote ‘‘ nay ’ and I underst ind the Senator 
from Pennsylvania would vote ‘' yea.” vote ** nay.’ 

\ PUGH. I was requested to state that the senior Si tor 
from Georgia {Mr. COLQUITT] is paired with the Senator from 
lowa | Mr. ‘WILSON]. If the Senator from Georgia were } ent 
he would vote ** yea.” I do not know how the Senator from Iowa 
Vv 1 vote. 

r. DANIEL (after having voted in the affirmative). I voted. 
ut I have since ascertained that the Senator from Washington 
Mr. SQUIRE]|isabsent. I have general pair with him. and I 
shall ask leave to withdraw my vote. I understand that the 
Senator from Washington would vote ‘‘nay” if present 

Mr. STEWART. I do not know whether he would or not. 


Has he so announced? 








Mr. DANIEL. I do not think he has so announced. 

Mr. STEWART. He voted for free coinage the last. time. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am informed that he would vote ‘‘nay” if 
present, and therefore I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] was 
called away by most urgent business, and desired me to state in 
his absence that he is paired with the Senator from South Da- 
kota|Mr. ParticREw]. If the Senator from Georgia were pres- 
ent he would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
lowa |[Mr. ALLISON], who, if present, would vote “ nay,” and I 
should vo*e ‘* yer.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the pairs be now called over 
to see whether they are correct, that there may be no misun- 
derstanding. 

Mr, DANIEL. It has been suggested to me that the Senator 
from Oregon {Mr. MITCHELL] and the Senator from Washing- 
ton |[ Mr. SQUIRE] stand paired, and that the Senator from Wis- 
consin [Mr. VILAS] and myself may then vote. I beg that the 
pire may be arranged in that manner. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
would vote ‘* yea,” 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] 
would vote ‘‘ yea,” and I am informed the Senator from Wash- 
ington |Mr. SQUIRE] would vote “‘ nay.” I vote ‘“ yea.” 

Mr. VILAS. Under the arrangement suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia l vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PALMER. IL understand that my pair with the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] has been transferred to 
the Senator frem Texas [Mr. Minus]. If that.is permissible, I 
vote ‘*nay.” 

Mr. JONES: of Arkansas. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HIGGINS (after having voted in the negative). The 
presence of the Senator from Arkansas {[Mr. JONES], who has 
just voted, makes it necessary, I presume, for me to revoke the 
transler of my pair to the Senater from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
Ly]. 

Mr. QUAY. With the permission of the Senate, I will trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN] to 
the Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. HAWLEY], and I vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS. Has there not been a transfer of a pair already 
announced to the Senater from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY}? 
There has certainly been, but [ do not remember with whom. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There was a pair announeed between the 
Senator from Arkansas — JONES] and the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], but the Senator from Arkansas has 
voted, so that the Senator from Connecticut stands without a 





ir. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not remember with whom the Senator 
from Connecticut was said to be paired, but I remember dis- 
tinetly that there was a pair announced. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did I understand the Senator from Ohio {Mr. 
SHERMAN] to announce the pair of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CAMBRON]? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, he is paired with my colleague [Mr. 
BRICBE}. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the pairs be announced. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pairs will be announced by the 
Seeretary. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. PETTIGREW with Mr. GORDON. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon with Mr. SQUIRE. 

Mr. CAMERON with Mr. BRICE. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH with Mr. MILLS. 

Mr. Wars of California with Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. COLQUITT with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. COCKRELL with Mr. ALLISON. 

Mr. MorRGAN with Mr. HAWLEY. 

Mr. HUNTON with Mr. PLATT. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 39, as follows: 


YEAS—2. 


Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Stewart, 
Berry, George, Pasco, Teller, 
Biackburn, Harris, Peffer, Vance, 
Butler, Irby, Power, Vest, 
Cali, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones, Ney. Roach, Wolcott. 
NAYS—39. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Mc Milan, Ransom, 
Caffery, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Camden, Gorman, Manderson, Smith, 
Carey. Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Hale, Morrill, Turpite, 
Davis, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, 
Dixon, Hill, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dolph, Hoar, Perkins, Washburn, 
Faulkner, Lindsay, Proctor, White, La. 
Frye, Lodge, Quay, 
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NOT VOTING—18. 


Colquitt, Mills, 


Allison, Squire, 
Brice, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon White, Cal 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrew, 

Cockrell, Hunton, Ptatt, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon ag; 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on [in 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say that the amendmen 
Conimittee on Finance when adopted will stand as the « 
bill and be open to amendment as the original bill would 
been, and every amendment offered will have its fair con 
tion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to suggest. to the Senator { 
diana that the substitute reported by the Committee on 
and the House billare both, under the rules, original pr 
and subjeet to amendment, but if the substitute shall | 
ta by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, it is 
amendable as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I intended to convey the idea tha 
as Iam concerned, and so far as the friends of the bill ar 
cerned, it will be treated astheoriginal would have been t 
and be subject toamendment. The ground has been dis 
allover. lam notat ail afraid of amendments that muy « 
in. i am perfectly willing that they shall be treated f 
Some of them may be laid on the table; some of them m 
subject to explanation under the eighth rule with five- 
speeches; but. there are a great number of amendments, 1 
of which has been given. There are twenty-five or thirty 
ments intended to be proposed, but none of them have bee: 
fered as yet. I have agreed, for instance, with the Senato 
California [Mr. PERKINS| that he shall have a chance to « 
his amendment; but I desire first to perfect the measure b 
the Sennte by adopting the substitute, as the Senator from T 
nessee denominates it, with the understanding that it shal 
treated as the original bill would have been treated. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator that we 
better follow the parliamentary rule. Both of the propositi 
are Open to amendment as they now stand, as substantive a: 
original propositions, so that an amendment to either is amend 
able, but if agreed to, then under the parliamentary rule th 
proposition of the committee can not be amended as in Commit 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Lask the unanimous consent of the Senat: 
that after its adoption the amendmentof the committee may be 
treated as open to amendment, as the original bill would be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requ 
of the Senator from Indiana? The Chair hears none, and it iss 
ordered. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Now, I ask for a vote on the substitut 
the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hope the Senatorfrom Nevada will ob 
me by letting the amendment be adopted, with the assuranc 
him that it will not prejudice his right to the floor. [ am 
aiming to cut off what remains of debate, but I should like + 
place the me :sure in a little different form, so that we can go 
and amendments will be in order. 

Mr. STEWART. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the 
tion recurs upon the amendment reported by the Committee 
Finance. 

Mr. HARRIS. With the distinct understanding, as I u 
stand it, that when the Senate shall agree, if itshall agree to 
amendment, that the amendment shall stand as the o1 

roposition, and is as amendable as the bill as passed 

ouse of Representatives would be. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. [ have stated that to the Senate, an 
Senate has given its unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Un»nimous consent has been g 
to the proposition of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRIS. I stated it simply so that there could be 
misunderstanding. 

Mr. VOORHEES. There could not be any. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. STEWART. On that [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas. and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceedvd 
to eall the roll. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lhope whoever called for the yeas and n1) 
will withdraw the demand. This is merely a formal matt 
The text of the bill is still open to amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the roll call go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the demand will be withdrawn 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection, the Chair will | height, or high-water mark, when it for atime appar 
tate to the Senator from Ohio. The Secretary will proceed. comes stationary. This, in nauti parlance, is called < 
“The Seeretary resumed the calling of the roll. water.” This debate has p 1] or nearly th , 
yr. QUAY when Mr. CAMERON’S name wascalled), Mycol-} We have had the high flood tide of d nd it seems to 
] (Mr. CAMERON} is paired upon this question with the | we have now reached the slack water of that ate. when 
conator from Ohio [Mr. BRIcE]. can calmly and dispassionate]; sider t nents to t 
Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was ealled). I am informed | pending bill: and if those w : 1 ' ‘ : em- 
th .e senior Senator from lowa[Mr. ALLISON], with whom I | selves to the favorable consi of the S 1 this 


re 











ai ired. favors this amendment, and I shall therefore vote. | floor, if they believe that their t w be of to the 
I oO y* ven.” | Dp 0 his iati n, hi l i ] + l 
\r. HUNTON (when his name was called).. I have a general | water, when we ean calm! ‘ 
’ ith the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.PLatTt]. I under- | them if v eve them to be ) 1 
stand that if he were here he would vote ‘“‘ yea,” and I vote ry. eriod of time v 1 the ear 
ye ; | his vessel om i 1 to wha f ( 
Mr. QUAY (when his:name wascalled), I haveagener or he may then safely move his \ without d 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. My pai | incoming tide. With that object in view I h oO 
in n transferred to the Senator from Conpeecticu { 
HAWLEY], L vote ‘‘ yea.” elieved atthe tim he bill w 
Mr. VILAS (when his name was. called). Iam paired with | was necessary to vote either for or against 


he Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], butthatpair hasbeen | time toamend it: butaft stening to and \ e 




















+ 
t 
transferred to the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire]. [| the able Senator from Alabama|Mr. PUGH] a n 
vote “ yea.” | which has not beenecontroverted, it s« ns 
The roll call was coneluded. |! r th enate toamend the bill. a for t 3 
Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT| is | pression upon the subject, if they are, as 
a ned from his place here by reason of sickness in his family. | friendlily disposed towards silv: 1 be 
He is paired generally with the Senator from Virginia | Mr. | they | e that tl r ort r 
Ht on]. Lf the Senator from Connecticut were present he | ¢ ld and silver in the monetar 3tem of ount 
would vote a.’ } 1 be the right hand, but silver is the left ind 
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Senators will see that the amendment which I have offered to 
the bill provides for the coinage of silver of proved American 
production, and anyone who has silver produced from a mine 
in the United States can take it to the mint and have it coined 
into silver denominations of such a class as he may designate; 
and it will all be returned to him less 20 per cent, less one-fifth 
of it, at the same ratio as now exists between gold and silver. 

Those who believe that gold is not the only standard of value, 
those who believe that silver should have its place here, surely 
ought to favor this measure, 

The product of our American mines will not average more 
than $40,000,000 per annum. One-fifth of this amount, or 20 per 
cent less, leaves but $32,000,000 for distribution among the people. 
We are increasing in population at the rate of nearly two millions 
per annum; and we shall require this much more money in the 
currency of our Government for the needs and requirements of 
our people. 

In doing this, too, we are legislating for American industries. 
Let us work for our own people and their interests. The silver 
we are producing from our mines is the product of American 
industry; it is mined by American citizens, or those capable of 
becoming such, and the supplies to carry on those mines are fur- 
nished from our factories and our farms, and that money is dis- 
tributed among our own people. Let us do this, let us legislate 
for Americans first, and for our sister republics and other coun- 
tries afterwards. 

I should, if [ believed it would receive the sanction of Con- 
gress, most cheerfully give free coinage to silver the same as 
to gold; but I do not deem it expedient at this time to offer such 
an amendment. 

My amendment allowing 20 per cent for seigniorage is based 
on the production for the last forty or fifty years. An under- 
writing company, a life-insurance company, does not govern its 
rates of risk by the losses incurred in the city of Chicago or in 
the city of Boston,where great conflagrations swept over and de- 
stroyed those cities, but they rather take the average in all the 
States and the cities and towns in these States and then judi- 
ciously write their risks upon that, and in the end they may prove 
profitable investments to the underwriters; so those who write 
fite-tammeeeincs policies take the average span of man’s life and 
write accordingly. So with this product of our silver mines, it 
is the average production that we are speaking of; and, judging 
the future by the past, there surely will be no overplus of silver 
for our people. 

The other sections of the amendment are self-explanatory. I 
have proposed that no gold pieces for circulation of a less de- 
nomination than $10 shall be coined, and that there shall be no 
more legal-tender, national, or Treasury notes of a less denomi- 
nation than $5, 

We have to day, Mr. President, $71,057,608 of one and two dol- 
lar bills in circulation, and $253,387,809 of five-dollar bills. We 
have of half eagles, $202,000,000; of quarter eagles, $23,000,000. 
We are coining half eagles at the rate of $11,000,000 per annum. 

By withdrawing the greenbacks, the Treasury notes, and the 
national-bank notes from circulation a demand will be created 
for silver, which will go out among our people and become pop- 
ular with them. In the West we have buta very limited amount 
of one and two dollar bills. The people prefer silver; and so 
would almost any man who had an eye to the sanitary condition 
of his family and himself. He knows that the greenbacks, after 
having been used afew months, stowed away in saloons and other 
places, may bear with them perhaps the germs of some fatal dis- 
ease, which may enter the household and take away from it its 
brightest flower. Surely the people will welcome to their homes 
this bright white metal, with its honest motto, ‘‘ In God we trust.” 
Some of our Senators have spoken in derision of the motto. If 
there is any country which has reason to be grateful and to trust 
in God, itis the American people; and I say that God's blessings 
have been dealt out to them from the beginning of the century, 
from the birth of the nation, witha most bountiful and generous 
hand. The white metal is emblematic of the purity of our ad- 
vocacy of this measure. 

Mr. President, I do not see how any one, if he will carry out 
by his acts that which he has declared, can do otherwise than to 
favor not only the firstsection of my amendment, but the second, 
the third, and the fourth sections. 

I shall not, however, weary the Senate longer. My five min- 
utes have long since expired, but by your indulgence I have been 
permitted to continue beyond thatlimit. ‘Therefore, I shall not 
trespass further on the Senate at this time; but if there is any 
disposition to favorably consider any of the propositions em- 
bodied in my amendment I shall ask for a division of them, so 
oe the Senate may vote understandingly and intelligently upon 
them, 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to ask the Senator a question before 
he takes his seat, if he will allow me. 
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Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood the Senator to assert, in makinge 
a simile, that gold is our right hand and that silver is our Jos 
hand. What I wish to ask the Senator is, why, if that be true, he 
is disposed to cut off one finger from the left hand? 

Mr. PERKINS. Itaffords me great pleasure to answer my 
friend from Kansas. I have been greatly instructed in listenin; 
to his many able addresses before this body. I stated, in sub 
stance, that in our monetary system gold was the right hand and 
silver the left hand. Iam not disposed to cripple either hand: 
but, on the contrary, I would care for it and foster it. I should 
also go and do unto my neighbor as I wish him to do unto 

Mr. PEFFER. Then why does the Senator wish to lerve 2 
per cent of the silver by way of seigniorage in the Trea: 
stead of giving it to the owner of the bullion. 

Mr. PERKINS. I prefer to give to my friend from Kiunsas 


ee | 


and other friends throughout the country this 20 per It 
is not given. Our Government is one of the people, ery 
individual in this land, humble though he be, is a sovei of 


this great Republic. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, why not take off 20 per cent fro ( 
gold bullion? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ifmy friend from Kansas will get his friends 
on the other side of the Chamber to agree to it, I shall accept 
the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Before there is a vote on the pe! 
amendment I wish to make a few remarks about my vote ont 
other amendment, not to make a speech, but just to call atte: 
tion to it. 

I voted for the substitute reported by the Senator from 
dianaofrom the Finance Committee. Of course such a vote r 
quires an explanation. Theamendment of the committee which 
was substituted contains for the bill as passed by the House a 
very muddy and involved promis2, to make efforts to obt iin fre: 
coinage in thefuture. That promise is, of course, like all other 
promises on this subject, liable to be broken. 

If the billis passed as amended, I wish to make the predi 
tion that the promise will be disagreed to and be stricken out i 
conference between the two Houses, or, if it remains, the bill 
will never be signed by the President. It may become a law by 
nonaction of the President. It may involve acontinuance of the 
session ten days in order that it may become a Jaw in that way: 
but the President dare not make such a promise, and will not 
make it. He will not sign the bi'l. I voted for the substitute 
to give the President an opportunity to sign the promise or let 
the bill lie ten days and become a law without his signatur 
Of course, I have no respect for this promise, beciuse suc 
promises are made to be broken. 

There is one other thing to which I wish to call attention in 
connection with the changes which have occurred since the | 
frée-coinage measure was pending. I shall not refer to the 
tempt mde last February to take up the bill, which proposed to 
repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman act. Th. would 
probably not be fair, as there was 19 majority against takin 
up, and some very violent remarks made against such a viol. 
proceeding as the repeal of the parchasing cl:uuse of the Shi 
man act. 

I call attention to the vote which was taken on the Ist day of 


July, 1892, after both of the candidates for the Presidency were 
nominated and after both the party platforms were promiulyated. 
I find that there were eight changes in the vote to-day. | have 


been comparing that vote with the vote in July, 1892. I call 
tention to the changes which have been mude, and state what 
would have been the result if eight changes had not occurred 
when the vote was taken to-day. The vote taken on the free 
coinage measure was a vote of the full Senate, the whole -enat 
on that occasion as on this being either present and voting or 
paired. So it was a big vote then, and the vote to-diy is « bi 
vote of the entire Senate. 

On the vote taken to-day there were 28 for free coinage, th 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas being a simple fr. e-coil 
age amendment. It revives the free-coinage act of 1837, and, il 
adopted, would place our finances exactly in the position, -o f 
as coinage is concerned, where they stood before the passage of 
the act of 1873. It was a revivai of the law as it stood sinc 
1834; a pure and simple free-coinage amendment. The proposi- 
tion voted upon on the Ist of July was also a pure and simple 
free-coinage bill. A change of 8 votes would have made »\\) for 
the amendment to-day and 31 against, a majority of 5, Ii ther 
had been no changes since the last vote on the question of free 
coinage, the amendment would have been adopted, and a free- 
coinage bill passed by5 majority. That is the way it would have 
stood. 

Those who have changed their views by the arguments which 
since then have been o‘fered, are the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER], the Senator from New York [Mr. H1Lv}, the 
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from Texas [Mr. MILLS], the Senator from North Caro- 
RANSOM], the junior Senator from Indiana | Mr. TuR- 
, the Sen- 


Senator 
lina | Mr. 


the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES 


TE] : sea : . 
pe trom Washington[Mr. Squire], andthe Senator from Geor- 
via {Mr. GORDON}. All those Senators either voted or were 


‘aired in favor of the free-coinage bill. If each of these Senators 
pad voted or had been paired as they were on the former vote, 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas would have been 
adopted. 3 ‘ , : 

That is the only remark I wish to make in this connection. 
Of course, this is no part of my speech on the merits of the case; 
but 1 thought the last vote ought to be explained. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I was cut short in my re- 
marks, because I feared I was trespassing upon the time of the 
Senate, or I should have explained then that which I now de- 
sire todo. By permission of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
BLACKBURN] I took from his amendment the section for the 
identification of the silver produced in the mines of the United 
States, believing it to be superior to my own plan. The section 
relating to the exchange of silver dollars for paper money was 
taken by permission of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
from the amendment proposed by him. 
them credit for those sections embodied in my amendment, and 
should have done so in my remarks had I not been cut short. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, before voting upon this amend- 
ment I desire to submit a few remarks. 

[ came into this Chamber on the 4th day of March of this year. 
On the 7th day of August I began my first legislative experi- 
ence. I was elected to this body by the Legislature of the State 
of Nebraska because I was known to entertain pronounced 
views upon the subject of money reform, as well as other impor- 
tant reforms. I was fully determined when I took my seat in 
this Chamber on the 7th of August to fight this battle upon the 
question of free silver until grass shall grow next summer if I 
could get anyone to stay with me. I am notat all tired of this 
contest; in fact, I have hardly respectably gotten into it. 

[ stand here to-day, Mr. President, thoroughly and absolutely 
convinced of the correctness of the cause Lrepresent; and although 
[have been accustomed all my life to listening to arguments 
and making and weighing them somewhat, within the rules of 
logic, I have failed to hear an utterance delivered in this Sen- 
ate Chamber during this discussion which has at all shaken me 


I oniy desire to give | 
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that a majority of this Senate, being in favor of free silver on 
the 7th day of August, has been by some mysterious pr 
unknown to me, converted into a majority for unconditional r 
peal. It is strange, indeed, that in these last days of the nine- 
teenth century the Chief Executive of this nation can reach out 
and change the complexion and opinions of a great body like 
this. 
So far as I am concerned, Mr. President, [ entertain 
Chief Executive of my nation nothing but high person on- 
sideration; but if he were arepresentative of my own party, and 
undertook to formulate legislation outside of proper e« 
channels, I wouldstand up here in my place in this Chamber and 


oct 
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for the 
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denounce such action as | denounce such conduct here to-day. 
Another singular thing is that there has not been a legisla- 
tive day since ten days ago. One week ago last Tuesday we 


| started upon a legislative day and we are continuing that day 


now. 

[t has been a time-honored custom—whether it is a rule or not 
I do not know—that the proceedings of this body should be 
opened by prayer. There has not been a prayer offered in this 
Chamber in ten days. I desire to say, Mr. President, in 


my judgment it was fitting that this Senate should cease listen- 
ing to prayers at the time it did and when it started into the ac- 


complishment of this most iniquitous of all legislation in our na- 
tional history; and I suppose, after a time, when this uncond 
tional repealing act takes place and gold is set up as the single 
standard and the sole god of some, the men of Wall str ind 
Lombard street. whose sympathizers are here and elsewhere 
| outside of this Chamber, will come together and sing that good 
old song— 
Nearer my God to Thee, 
Nearer to Thee 
For gold is their god. Not only so, sir, but in consequence 


in my judgment upon this question; but everything which has | 


been said has served to contirm me more completely in the cor- 
rectness of the position I have taken. 

[am sorry to see what may be called a backdown to some ex- 
tent on the part of some of the advocates of free silver. If Lhad 
the experience in legislative work of some of the Senators who 
entertain the views | entertain, I should notonly stay here until 
next summer, but I would stay until next year, and I would con- 


of not having another legislative day, this Government is put 
the absolute mercy of one man. It is acomplete revolution of our 


+ 


Government. It takes here. for instance, unanimous consent, 
and s taken unanimous consent for the last ten days, to get a 
measure, however important it may be, before this bo Sup 
pose something should occur requiring our ji unt 
it would require the unanimous consentof Senators her 
able us to considerit. There is a complete change in theo 
zation. The right of petition, held sacred under our Constitu 
tion, regarded as sacred by every citizen of th land, is « off 
here in consequenceof this continuous session. Every safe rd 
guaranteed to the people of this country by the Constitution 
must be abandoned or imperiled for the instant accomplis ent 
| of this infamous scheme. This is something that in my) dg- 


tinue to stay until the Administration changed before this law | 


should be unconditionally repealed, and before the great wrong | 


which will be inflicted upon the American people by this uncon- 
ditional repeal should be done to them and their interests. 

[ say now, Mr. President, if there are any Senators in this 
Chamber who have the true interests of the American people at 
heart, if there are enough of them who will raise the banner of 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver and carry it to victory 


here, I believe victory can be accomplished; and for one I will | 
stay with that banner as long as my strength lasts, entirely re- | 


gardless of the time it may take to fight this battle. 

I desire to say another thing. For a quarter of a century it 
has been my business to be something of a student and practi- 
tioner of the law. 
with the form, substance, and workings of this Government when 
Icame here. I supposed that the only connection the executive 
department of this Government had with the legislative de- 
partment was the connecting link provided by the Constitution of 
the nation. Before that I had read, as I read now, section 3, 
Article LI, of the Constitution, regarding the powers of the ex- 


ecutive department so far as the legislative department is con- | 


cerned, and it is as follows: 
He shall from time tc time— 
Speaking of the President— 


give to the Congress information of the state of the Union, and recommend 
to their consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary and expe 
dient; he may, on extraordinary occasions, convene both Houses, or either of 
them, and in case of. disagreement between them, with respect to the time 
of adjournment, he may adjourn them to such time as he shall think proper; 
he shallreceive ambassadors and other public ministers; he shall take care 
that the laws be faithfully executed, and shall commission all the officers of 
the United States. 


‘That section is the only provision of the Constitution which 
gives the President any power to communicate with either 
branch of Congress. The Constitution distinctly points out that 
such communication must be by message, or in some official way, 


| supposed that I was reasonably familiar | 


| the world’s product of silver that would come to our mints \ 
but that manner has been abandoned; and I am well convinced | in any manner threaten the finances of this country. 





| with them to a triumphant victory. 


ment ought not to exist in a legislative body of the dign ty and 


responsibility of this. 


Mr. President, I have heard for the last ninety days, repeated 


over and over again in this Senate Chamber, that all these gen- 
tlemen who want unconditional repeal are bimetallists. We 
have been told that the reason we can not have free and unlim- 


ited coinage of silver is because other countries will bring their 
silver here and dump it upon us. While I donotapprove of the 
measure of the Senator from California now pending, while it 
does not meet my views of a proper coinage law, I propose to put 
to the test the sincerity of these itlemen claiming to be bi- 
metallists and see if they will vote for it. 


oer 
pre 


Here is an amendment that provides for the coinage simply of 
American silver and gives the Government 20 per cent seignior- 
age in its purchase and coinage. While I do not believe that 


the Congress of the United Statés should rob the silver miner, I 
propose by my vote to give them an opportunity to do so if they 
see fit to do it and see what these professed bimetallists will do. 

[desire to say, again, before IT vote, thatif the Senators who 
are leading the fight on this silver question will once more raise 
aloft the banner of the people and sound the tocsin of war, they 
will find the Populist representation in this Chamber marching 
Let us continue the fight. 

Mr. TELLER Mr. President, the proposed amendment of the 
Senator from California is a proposition for free coinage of the 


American product with aseigniorage of 20 percent. Formyself, 
I have never favored the coinage of the American product. Ihave 
never believed that that is good policy, or will be sound monetary 
law if it should ever be enacted into law. I have never put my 


vocacy in this Chamber of the free coinage of silver upon the 
that it would benefit especially the producer of silve 


eroulr | r. 
While, of course, I have not be: n insensible to the fact that it 
would benefit the State which I in part represent on this floor, 
I have never felt that I could ask the friends of silver todo what 


my judgment was against, and that is to limit the coinage to the 
American product. 
[ have not believed, and do not believe now, that the coinage of 


ould 
I donot in- 
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tend to-night to enter into.any general discussion of that question. 
We have disposed. of the free-coinage question, to-day, at. least 
so far as thissessionisconcerned.. Lamuafraid, Mr. President, we 
have disposed of itfor amuchlongertime than that. Atall events, 
that has now ceased to be a live. question, before this Senate. 
The Senate, by a majority quite marked, has decided not to ac- 
cept thatamendment. While I do not favor this amendment in 
the first instance, yetdt is so much better than.the proposed.law, 
and. the condition of the American people would be so much bet- 
ter with. this.amendment incorporated into the law, that [I shall 
cast my vote for it. 

The amount of silver that. would be received atthe mintsunder 
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metals to the wealth of this country. We have estabji 
the base of the Rocky Mountains and across them—for «) 
contains a portion. of the continent both east and w 
continental range—a. civilization that is equal to ths 
Eastern State. 

We have a.school system thatnoStatecan exceedin : 


——a +” | 


| We have all the appliances of civilization. Weure main 


for our people the hizhest possible opportunities for c 
education. We have done this with less assistance: 


| General Government than have any of the older States 


this law could. not be very. great;. certainly not more than we have. | 


been purchasing and. storing away, in the Treasury, during the 
last three years. I will admit that there are serious objections 
to it; L will admit that it does not come up to the highest. prin- 
ciple of monetary science; but, after all, it will furnish to the 


the currency of this country;. it. will say to the world, if it. shall 
be «dopted, that the United States at. least. intends to utilize its 
own product,.and.we shall not. present. the wonderful spectacle to 
the world of a nation producing more silver than any other na- 
tion degrading,.debasing, and destroying the value of our own 
product. 

if somebody shall hereafter point his finger at me and say that 
Lhave had a.selfish motive to induce me to vote for it. becuse 
the people of Celorado are the producers of silver, [ shall answer 
that.on.a former occasion, when there was no threat of this kind 
he!d. before the American people—that is, the passage of a bill for 
the complete and entire demonetization of silver—I voted against 
a bill proposing to coin the American product. I should vote 
aginst itnow if there were the slightest hope, if there were the 
slightest expectation, that we could secure something better. 

Rut, Mr. President, I know the point.to which we have come. 
L know that.with. the passage of this act, which it seems to be 
declared here on this floor and elsewhere is to pass in a short 
time, you will have completed, ratified, indorsed, and approved 
the act of 1873. For myself, I do not care hereafter to hear any 
man condemn that act who votes for the unconditional repeal of 
the Sherman. act. and who votes against every proposition that 
comes before the Senate to recognize silver in the currency of 
this country. in the future, 

[do not care to take the time of the Senate to discuss this 
question, but I do feel bound to say aword or two with reference 
to. the local interest that I represent in the State of Colorado; 
and [ believe I might as-well speak now as atsome other time in 
the course of this debate. 

Mr. President, the State of Colorado has been, is now, andis 
capable of being inthe future, the great silver-producing State 
in the Union. There is in the wenld only one ether political or- 
ganization, if we except the United States, that has produced as 
much silver as the State of Colorado, and that is the Republic 
of Mexieo.. Our population is comparatively small;, it isas great 
probably as that of the State of Maine; but itis infinitely bigger 
than the population of many.of the States which have represent- 
atives on this: floor who areconcerned in securing the passage of 
this act. It has a population. of active, intelligent, and aggres- 
sive producing men. We had 412,000 people according to the 
last census. Everybody in the State knew, however, thatit was 
a. defective census:. that we-had. many more people in the State 
than that. We have had large accessions toour populetion since 
that census was taken. So Lmaysay that undoubtedly our pop- 
ulation is.or was on the Ist day of July, 1892, nearly 200,000 greater 
than it was represented. by the census. 

Mr. President, we are to be greatly hurt by the legislation 
that strikes silver out of. the menetary system of the United 
States. Butif I believed that the retention of the Sherman law 
in our statutes would. be injurious tothe great. body of the people 
of the United States, L would not. stand on this floor and advo- 
cate its retention. If I did not believe that all the people of the 
United States were to suffer with us, would not. have protested 
for days and weeks, as [ have here, against the p issage of this 
bill. For myself, [ believe that. there are many sections of the 
country that will suffer worse because of this legislation than 
will the State of Colorado. 

Atfirst we shall de the great sufferers. You cannot destroy the 
industries of a State producing twenty-five or more million dollars 
of the precious metals annually without bringing great disaster 
and distress upon the people. But the people of Colorado are 
not the people tosurrender to adversity or to adverse conditions. 
They went to those wild, inhospitable lands, then the American 
desert, and since that time they have conquered the most stupend- 
ous obstacles. They took possession of a country distant from 
civilization. So far, Mr. President, was it from the civilized 
centers, that every pound of freight that we took into that coun- 
try for years cost.us a quarter ofadollar. We have built cities 





come into the Union in fifty years. 

We are neither castdown nor dejected. We know 
ture has done for us, and we know that a Strte 
than 100,000 square miles of territory, with more natura 
than any, State east of the Missouri River. will be 


| care of herself and tc’ maintain her financial integ: 
American peopiesome additional currency; it will keep silver in | 


respect.in the future as it hus done im the past. 

We do not disguise the fact that we are to go thr 
ley of the shadow of death. We know what it m 
out our 20,000 silver-miners in the fall of the year. 
what it means when every man in the State who 
money saved mus? put his hand in his poeket and draw 
to keep from stsrving the families of the laborers of our S 

While we are ready and willing to meet the occasion, 
anybody on this floor thinks for a moment that we ars to 
stroyed, I want him to understand that the State of C 
will be infinitely stronger and greater than many of th 
whose representatives are attacking us now by this 
financial policy. We have within our borders more ir 
almost.any State in the Union; we have five times the 
of coal'that the State of Pennsylvaniahas; we have gold 
are ausyetuntouched; and when, as weshall'by degre , t 
discarded silver-miners to mining gold, coal, building st: 
the more valuable stone, marbie, we shill still have : 
ence and.a@ prosperity that few States will have. 

But, Mr. President, the iron willenterintooursouls. W: 
not forget that in this contest, which has lasted for ninety 
the men with whom we have stood shoulder to shoulder i 
economic battles heretofore have almost to a man forsaken 
We in the States of Nevada and Colorado have held those S' 
in the Republican column for many a year: We have u 
tained’ a Republicen majority in this Chamber by our votes. 
have stood. by our Eastern brethren who believed in the prot 
ive system, as we did, even when it would have been to 
local interest to vote against certaim measures, 

But how much aid, Mr: President, have we had from th: 
How much sympathy? How much support? Has there be: 
hour when the opyonents of silver, the friends of repeul, : 
have held aquorum in this Chamber had it not been for th 
publicans in this Senate? We had supposed, Mr. Presi 
that we were entitled to atleast a little sympathy. As th 
ator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN] said, weare flesh of their 
and bone of their bone. We ars the children of New En 
and the East. We leftour friends-in the East, but we took 
us New England and Eastern ideas and incorperated the 





the autonomy and prosperity of growing States. We sh 
abandon the faith thatis in us. But when we shall be asked 


yield our judgment to their judgment upon economic 
in the future, if we do not respond as promptly as w 
sponded'in the past, I trust they will not be surprise. 

This great controversy ought tohave been settled by vea 
ble-concession. This great controversy, in which the .\me 
people are so greatly interested, ought to have been : 
all such great controversies have been settled in this c 
by compromise and concession. Why wasitnotdone? 1b: 
the members of the Senute on thisside of the Chamber reso 
declared from: the beginning that though the other side 
concede to us something that would save our industry and 
keew silver in the currency of the country, they would not. \ 
body that hears me to-night but will agree with me, th 
this side of the Chamber, the men sitting in frontof me ha 
as ready to concede som ‘thing to the friends of silver as me 
believed in repeal on the Democratic side of the Chamber 
would have been a compromise, not disgraceful nor dis 
but beneficial to us and beneficial to all alike. 

Mr. President, I know that compromises are not always 2 
and they are said not to be favored. Butin all the great 
troversies of the past, 1 repeat, that have gone on in this 
ultimately there hascome some concession, some mutual yie!: 
In this cxse there has been none. [ am told now there i 
none. The die is cast. Our industries are to be stricken ¢ 
without sympathy, and, I fear, without regret. 

But, Mr. President, let me say for Color .do that we owe t 
East large sums of money. We have taken their capital, 
we have returned to them honestly the gain. We shall « 
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vet. W e shall net repudiate a dollar of our obligations. The 
people . of the Bast who have foreed this condition upon us will 
Pr. ind ws retaliating by refusing to pay our debts. We shall 
ss ist fart hing. The y shall say th it we owe them nothing 
a the time shall he uve come fer payment. We have,l repe ut, 
* tural resources with which to pay. We shall husba nd « 

ces: we will develop other industries as far as possible 

all be independent. in the road that w have m 
slves, in which we have marched with oni. 

a 3 so far im our histery. There will be no repudiation. if 
, ilroxd companies in that eountry can not pay the 
sf t on the bends you hold, that is net. our fault. 

. ur person ul obligati ions on account ef money that we 
ha orrowed, and for which you hold our notes and bonds, we 
: nav those. All this we know we cin pay, and we intend 
4 [he credit of the State of Colorado as a State nd 
‘ lividuals in the ‘tate has been, l is now, as good 
as that of any other portion of the UnitedStates. [t willremain 
as will require a greater effort, greater s»erifices, and we 
chall be compelled at least for a time to go without profit, and, 
be. ore, the changed condition of affairs will bring dis- 
S stress. But the men who made their way over un- 
known plains. and through the mountain pusses, who have b iilt 
cit nd townsend established a civilization of the character of 
that of Colorado: are not the peop'e to sit down and surrender; 
an we feel that we have been unfairly treated it will make no 
di nee with us. It will but incite us to greater efforts in 
or that we may be in the future, as we have been in the past 
il dent of all menand all peoples, as we intend to be 

fi. President, I shall vote for this amendment, because if it 
« d pass it would bo some relief tous. It would be greater 
r to the people of the United States. 
) not intend to weary the Senate, but I can not allow this 
( sion to pass Without saying that to me it is the most terrible 
m ntof my legislative life. To me. Mr. President, it brings 
m mxiety, more fear, than any oiher moment since | entered 
public life. 
What dol fear, Mr. President? I fear that we are entering | 


pon a financial system from which there is absolutely no es- 
en [ know that some Sen tors on the aed v side of the Cham- 
ber will tell me that when this bill is out of the way they will | 
introduce other bills looking to the rehabilits stion of silv 
Mr. President, I have no hope in that direction. If know, as | 
know th it f stand here, there will be no favorable legistation 
for silver until the American people are heard from at the bal- 
lot box and heard from in a way that will eompel attention to 
their desires 

Mr. President, when I speak of what the people may do, I do 
not underrute the great agencies with which the people have to 
eontend. f knew that itis the combined capital of the world. 
I know that it is the money-lenders of Europe as well as the 
money-lenders and money-ehangersof this country. [know that 
they have the power to- eontvol the great agencies of thought. 
[ know that they can and will control the great press of the 
country. Nay, more, Mr. President; they have the abijity with 


press; they will 


and private influ- 


their wealth to control more than the great 
control public and private thought and public 


ence all over this land. 


Mr. President, the stake is too great: to be lig tly § given up. 
[t is not fora day; it is not for a year; itis for tue great Suttine 
they are contending. The men who own the money of the world, 
the bonds, the interest-bearing securities, know that if they can 
put — cointry upon a gold standard and keep it there five 
years, they have put the world upon that standard; and then w 


will vetorn to the e pager - things that existed prior to th: 


discoveries of gold in C rnia; prices will go as they have 
been going, gradually lower ‘ana lower: individual opportuni- 
ties will be less and loon: 

Mr. President, all men ought to have equik opportunities, 
They will not have it undera system that makes one-half of the 
men the slaves of the other half. With the grasp that these 


men have wpon the industries and the enterprises of the coun- 


try there is but little hope. 


Mr. President, [ am not. & pessimist. J never have been. | 
am an optimist. I have never seen disaster and distress grow 
ing out of policies simply because they did not meet = ap- 
proval. T have had faith = the American people, and I have 


am full of hor and courage in a 
[ can see the silver lining in 
< that I can not 


had faith in men generally. 
things concerning my cot ieee 


every cloud. There neveris a storm so dar see 
the coming light. on the mountain top. B it [ can not cont 
Plate the eonaition of the people now threatened without grave 


apprehension; nay more, without absolute terror. It a ikes to 
my very sowl, 

Mr. President, I want to warn the American people that if 
they do net. now ‘resist they will speedily enter upon a system of 
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industrial slavery which w 2 tl orst known to tl , 
race 

Mr. VOORHEES and M , é the Ch 

M Wo LL COTT. 

Mr. VOORHEES Ww " f we could 
disw ef the am a S t ( i 
fornia T w ld then \ to-n ( | 
Will accom te [ ) fre ( 
understood t t the Senato ) ) to 

ndment and to be’ heard ) ’ 
preferable to him to do tl t re 

M VOLCOTT. I have no amendment to off L } ‘ 
few words tosay which will ! yplieable to tl nd : 

m If the w does not ‘e a vot on } 
nov a over until to morro 

- ral SENAT« ~ 30 O 

D WOLCOTT L wi ) SS itor fi 1 i a 

res Joes the Senate Sil » to yield 

OORHEFS. Et tas enator tre ( raa 
‘ evs to go on no can dose 

Mr. STEWART. Let us as ’ 

MI WOLCOTT. Shall I go« 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senato om Col oO 
me by ex ressing ua pre L \ ‘ t i 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It re conven + 
ite will adjourn until to-morrow 

Mr. VOORHEES | | rte i 

M 3] is VW \ ‘iy ’ ) ' ~ ) 

ion to th enitor i ( ifo i to di 
men eaving off the latter port and taking a ve y on th 
question of coining the American produ 

VOORHEES. I can b ea alt V = I t ut 
he mate tuke a recess until to-morrow at bl oclock 

| 1 was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 42 min 
m iday. October 27) the Senate took a r ntil 
ro . rdav,. Oe bei §. 189 Ll o’eloek a. m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, October 1893. 

The House met at 12 o’clo oon, and was called to ord 

he Speaker. 

Prayer by Rev. IsAAc W. CANTER, of Washington, D. ‘ 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap 
aoe l 

»-AY OF CERTAIN EMPLOYES, OURT Ol APPEALS, WAS 

TON, D. €. 
The SPEAKER, laid befor e Liouse a letter fi 

retary of the Treusury, transmitting a copy of ac 1 
{ro ( f tice of yurt « appea sof 1 Visti ( 
( bim, requesting an appropriation to pay certai plo 
of court: which w or d to be printed, and refer 
the ( mmittee on Appropriations 

\PPROPRIAT N FOR DEPARTMENT O JUSTICE 

The SPEAKE R laid before the House a letter from the 

tary of the Treasury, transmitting acopy ofacommunieat 

the Att y-General. ub itting dditional estimate of 
( on for the use of the Department o! Justice re 
ind referred to the Com ti on Ap ro 

2 YD COMMISSiX + Ul ! 5 ND I 

SPEAKER laid e Ho a t om ‘ 

tz he T isury, transmitting acopy of a« mun n 

the S cre ry of the Interior, su tting im ites ol en- 
e@ appro iation for wel commiss1o r 
um sive ordered to be p ted. and refer to t) 
Committee on Approp tio 
I AVE OT LBS CE. 

; imous consent, sence Was gral 

BROSIUS, til Tuesday next, o ount of impor 
LLAD JO SOLI SIGNED 

PEARSON, from he Committe: n E ed Bills, re 

ported tha 1e@ com! t Ld mined and found tru! nN 

ro oint resolution | H. Res. 66) that the cknowledgments o 

the rnment and people of the Un ted States be tendered 

\ oreign governments of the world who have partic 
ated in commemoration of the discovery of Ameriea by Christo- 
pher Columbus; when the Speaker signed the same. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGI 
Mr. HUDSON. Mb. Speak r, | rjse to a question of personal 
privilege, and L send ta the Clerk’s desk an article from the 
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Kansas City Daily Journal, of October 24, which Iask the Clerk 
to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


HUDSON'S FINE PLAN--SCHEME PROPOSED BY HIM TO THE LAND COMMIS- 
S{ONER—LAMOREUX GIVES OUT THE STORY—INVESTIGATION WAS TO END 
WITH A FINE COAT OF WHITEWASH—THE LAND COMMISSIONER TELLS HOW 
HUDSON APPROACHED HIM, ASKING TO BE MADE A MEMBER OF THE IN- 
VESTIGATION COMMITTEE. 

[Special.] 
WASHINGTON, October 23. 

Commissioner Lamoreux of the General Land Office tells a story without 
reserve concerning Representative Hupson, and in his own language it is 
as follows: 

“Soon after HUDSON introduced his resolution to have an investigation of 
the department because of the charges coming from the opening of the 
Cherokee Strip, he came here to my office to see me. He introduced him- 
self as the man who had introduced that resolution and he said that while 
he was down in the Congressional Directory as a ts he was not in fact 
a Populist, except in name, and that he could be relied upon as a Democrat. 

** His position was such, however, that on the committee to be sent down 
to the Strip to make the investigation he could be sent with two members 
who were on the roli as Democrats and in this way the Republicans could 
be held off the board. 

‘* HUDSON said that we need not be afraidof anythingfromhim. He would 
see everything just as the two known Democrats in the investigation com- 
mittee, and in this Way he urgea the department to demand an investiga- 
tion and get a committee that would smooth over everything and make it 
all right, provided they found anything that looked like official misconduct 
on the part of any of the clerks. 

‘*He also became somewhat enthusiastic over the matter, and suggested 
later in the conversation that it might be a good scheme to make him chair- 
man of the committee, and this would give it the appearance of placing the 
whole matter in the opposition. 

‘*T told him, of course, that I would not agree to the scheme.” 

Aneffort was made to find Representative HUDSON about the matter, but 
was unsuccessful. This statement is given from Lamoreux without prej- 
udice or color, and in the event the proposition, as he states, was made to 
him by Hupsovn, it is very —_ how itisthat Lamoreux did not agree to 
it. It may be that he recalled that Crisp is Speaker of the House and has 
the matterin hand, and had the appointment of the committee, and the situa- 
tion between Secretary Smith and Crisp is such that possibly Smith could 
not get the Speaker to agree to a scheme of this sort. 

Possibly Ckisp would like to see the facts brought out, as it would shelve 
Smith in his efforts to be elected Senator from Georgia, and in this event 
the Hudson plan would not work. 

it is certain that HUDSON did not take under consideration the Georgia 
end of the scheme, or he would have at once reached the conclusion that the 
plan would not be practicable. The Commissioner saw it at once, and hence 
could well afford to turn his back on such a proposition. 


Mr. HUDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to have read to the 
House a letter from Judge Lamoreux, Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, Washington, October 26, 1893. 


Mr. HUDSON: My attention has just been called to an article in the Kan 
sas City Journal purporting to be a conversation had with*you in reference 
to your resolution pertaining to the opening of the Cherokee Outlet. I beg 
to state that the reported interview is entirely false, and in my judgment 
originated in the fertile imagination of some newspaper correspondent. The 
only remark I ever made about you in regard to the matter was that I un- 
derstood your affiliations prior to joining the Populist party were Demo- 
cratic, As you know we have had no discussion whatever about any com 
mittee except the few remarks made before the Committee on Public Lands 
of the House. 

Yours, very truly, 
S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 

Hon. T. J. HUDSON, 

House of Representatives. 


Mr. HUDSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say just a few 
words. I might very well let the matter rest here; and, per- 
haps, being a new member, not accustomed to deal with these 
newspaper articles, it would be better for me to doso; but I want 
vO Say that when I introduced this resolution I did so in good 
faith, and in order that a fair investigation might be had and 
the truth ascertained. 

There have been a great many things said about the manner 
of conducting affairs in opening the Cherokee Strip to settlers, 
and it has been charged that fraud has been perpetrated upon 
the part of some of the men appointed under the direction of the 
Seeretary of the Interior to take charge of that opening. 

Whether the charges are true or not [do not know. All that 
I have ever said about it I said to the Committee on Public 
Lands. I desired a fair investigation, one that would show 
exactly what the truth is. [ have not sought to whitewash any- 
one or to blacken the character of anyone; nor do I sympathize 
with any attempis that may be made by anyone to make politi- 
sal capital out of that matter. I do not believe that while I am 
acting as the representative of the people of my district I have 
the right to engage in any transaction or in any arrangement 
that will doan injustice toanybody; and I want to say that my 
intentions, thoughts, and purposes have been in favor of the 
ascertainment of the truth and nothing else. 

In addition to what Judge L\moreux says, I wish to say that 
Judge Lamoreux and I never had any conversation about this 
committee. I went to see Judge Lamoreux in order to secure, 
if I could, the location of a land office at Arkansas City, believ- 
ing that it would accommodate more settlers upon this Strip 
than any other location. That if the only time I ever went to 
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interview Judge Lamoreux that I recollect, except on 
rior to that, when I called upon him for the purpose of p+; 
information for those who wished to settle upon the Strip, ° 

The enthusiasm of the reporter in this case, as Judow 
oreux says, caused him to draw upon his imagination. for +} 
whole story. 

[ have never at any time sailed under false colors or pret 
to be any thing while in Congress but a Populist. 

I believe that is all I care to say. 

Mr. ALLEN. You donotknow anything about the Se; 
fight in Georgia? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUDSON. Idonotknow any thing about the S: 
fight in Georgia, but I have very great respect for the S) 
and if he wants to be Senator, I hope he will beelected. [La 
and applause. ] 
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J. J. HAYNES. 


Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2689) authorizin» the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to refund certain 
duties paid by J. J. Haynes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United St 
of America is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the amount of du 
ties paid by James J. Haynes on the importation of istle from Mexico into 
the United States, at the port of Laredo, in the State of Texas, durin 
périod from July 14, 1883, to February 26, 1884, both dates inclusive; a: 
said Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to refun 
to the said James J. Haynes any sum or sums so paid in duties not war. 
ranted by the law at the time of payment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have a statement of the case first. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman from 
Texas may make an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, during the years specified in that 
bill the claimant paid duties on a certain fiber called sisil,a 

pulp produced by reduction, as the gentleman from Maine 

nows, of Americanelm. He failed to make his appeal in due 
time to the Secretary of the Treasury, as required by law and by 
the customs regulations, and of course was compelled to come to 
Congress for relief. 

When the bill was originally introduced, several Congresses 
ago, it was submitted to the then Secretary of the Treasury for 
his consideration. He replied that sisil was not dutiable, and 
recommended the repayment to the claimant of the amount which 
was exacted from him at the custom-house of Laredo, on the 
frontier. It has repeatedly been reported favorably, and the re- 
port of the present committee wili show a letter that was re- 





ceived by Mr. Lanham, then chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, and which bears out the statement [ now make for the 
benefit of the House. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, the collector of the port im osed 
the duty on sisil on the supposition that the tariff provided 


for it? 

Mr. CRAIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And the Department has decided against 
him? 

Mr.CRAIN. Those are the facts. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state the amount in- 
volved in the passage of the bill? 

Mr. CRAIN. I had the statement, which I presented to the 
Committee on Claims. I think it amounts to upwards of $2 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? | After a pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the report be printed in the 
RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the report will be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2089) au- 
thorizing the Treasurer of the United States to refund certain duties paid 
by James J. Haynes, respectfully report: 

This bill was referred to the House Committee on Claims in the Fiftieth, 


and Fifty-first Congresses, and by both committees reported favor 
James J. Haynes, the claimant, imported into the United States fr 


ar 


ico, at the port of Laredo, between July 14, 1883, and February 24, 1854, a com- 
modity called istle, upon which he was charged and paid certain customs 
duties. It afterward appeared that said customs duties were erroneously 
exacted of him, and that the istle imported was a nonduitable article; all of 


which appears from the letter of the secretary hereto attached. 
Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 2, 1888 


Str: The Department is in receipt of your letter of the 28th ultimo, in 
which you request to be informed as to whether there has been a ruling of 
the Secretary of the Treasury that istie was a nondutiable article, and in 
reply ang are informed that under date of the 11th of April, 1884, it was held 
by Judge Folger, late Secretary of the Treasury, that the “dried ‘ber ofa 
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.ojes of American aloe or century plant, which is procured by reducing 
jeaves to @ pulp and then drawing out the fiber,”’ and which was com- 
the leoviy known as istle, was entitled to free entry under the provision of 
mercia’) * which are notedible * * * andnot 


. aT" * * 

, free list for “dried fibers 
ad anced in value or condition by refining or grinding, or by other process 
advavnufacture.” A copy of such decision is herewith inclosed. 
of mar e with reference to the bill inclosed with your letter, viz, 


{ would also stat — Se Sunnanaene aa 
H. R. 2966, entitled “A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury of the 


sited States to refund certain duties paid by James J, Haynes,’’ on im- 
U tations of istle from Mexico into the United States, in the port of 
sredo, that is 
Laredo, that dncided by the collector of customs to be liable to duty, and 
ees suty was duly assessed and collected thereon. 
+ wold further state that the reason why duties so assessed on the said 
randise, and paid by Mr. Haynes, were not refunded, is that the im- 


tle imported by the said Haynes was, at the time of its | 


= tm failed to comply with the requirements of the statute (section 2931 of 
se 2avised Statutes) as to protesting, appealing, and instituting suit,which, | 


= the express requirements of said statute, rendered the decision of the 
sliector of customs as to such assessment final and conclusive. 
Respectfully yours, a 
H. MAYNARD, 


Assistant Secretary. 


c 


I 


Hon. S. W. T. LANHAM, 

Vnited States House of Representatives. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading ; 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Dasost d. - : t 
*' On motion of Mr. CRAIN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


EIGHTH ELECTION DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, | rise to a question of high 
privilege, touching the validity of the election of a member 
now occupying a seat upon this floor. I have here the petition 
of Mr. Henry M. Youmans, of the Eighth district of Michigan, 
a member of the last House, and a candidate for election as a 
member of this House, alleging that for various reasons, which 
he specifies in his petition, the election of the sitting member 
is not legal and valid, and asking that it be inquired into by 
such means as the House shall determine to be proper. 

In connection with this matter { might say that it will involve 
an investigation of the existence nd animus of a society which 
has become very general throughout the United States—a. so- 
ciety which the petitioners and others contend is un-American, 
illegal, and, under the constitution of the State of Michigan, a 
treasonable organization. This society has gone to the length 
of ordering arms—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order, 
It is impossible on this side of the House to hear what the gen- 
tleman is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The House will please be in order. 
bers will take their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. WEADOCK. This society, which exists in several States, 
has become particularly offensive in the Eighth district of Mich- 
igan. Some of its members have gone to the extent of ordering 
arms in large numbers from the manufacturers of firearms in this 
country, and it is alleged that a reign of terror exists there ow- 
ing to the machinations of this orgar‘zation. I do not deem it 
eae at this time to go into the allegations of the petition. 

Mr. LUCAS. What society is the gentleman referring to? 
Mr. WEADOCK, It is named in the petition. 

Mr. MORSE. ‘Tell us its name. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Itis the American Protective Association. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is that a privileged matter? 
The SPEAKER. 


Mem- 


and | 
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ing papers, be referred to a select committee of seven members, with power 





tosend for persons and papers, administer oaths, and to employ a clerk and 
stenographer, and that said comniittee be authorized and directed to inves 
tigate the allegations of said memorial ar report to this House; and the 
expenses necessarily incurred in the exe n of this order shall id 
out of the contingent fund of the House 

Mr. HOPKINS of Lllinois. Now, Mr. § 


The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Michigan is entitled 
to the floor. For what purpose does the gentleman from Lilinois 
rise? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. There is nothi: in this resolu- 

| tion that gives the gentleman the privilege, under the rules, to 
make any statements of the character that he has been ind ing 
in. I move that this resolution be referred to the Commit on 
Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has not th 

| floor. The gentleman from Michigan is entitled to the floor 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, I make a point of ord 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of orde: 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. My pointof order is that th So- 
lution is not a privileged resolution and that under the r 
should go to the Committee on Ele ns. 

The SPEAKER. Resolutions of this character have repeat- 
edly been held to be privileged. The Chair understands that 
this resolution is copied from one which was held to be privi 

| leved after long debate in the case of an election some years ago 
in Cincinnati, when there was an investigation 

Mr. WEADOCK. In the Forty-sixth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. In the Fort: <th Congress, as the ¢ ir 
was about to remark. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Was not the resolution in that 


case brought up by the sitting member himself: 


The SPEAKER. Notatall. That was a memorial, as this is. 
This is merely a memorial. It does not seek, as the Chair un 
derstands, to set up a title to this seat on the part of anybody, 
but alleges that the sitting member is not entitled to the seat. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Well, then, I suggest, even h 
proposition is in correct form under the rules—and, of « yl 

| submit to the ruling of the Chair upon that point 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the po! ha 
been repsatedly ruled upon. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The gentleman from Michigan 
had better wait, as I understand that the sitting member is not 


The gentleman states that he rises to pre- | 


sent a memorial relating to the title of a member to his seat, | 


which is privileged. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Does that permit the gentleman to 
arraign any society? 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iam notarraigning any society. 

Mr. MORSE. We understand you are. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It seems to me to be arraigning a 
society when the gentleman says it is traitorous, and that it is 
procuring arms with aview of intimidating the public. All that 
does seem to me to be arraigning a society. 

The SPEAKER. 
stating some of the specifications contained in the memorial. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I make the pointof order that the 
statement of the gentleman is not privileged, under the rules of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any resolution? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I have aresolution. Let me state in ref- 
erence to the point of order made by the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will please 
send up the resolution, and then he can be heard upon it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Very well. 

The resolution sent to the desk by Mr. WEADOCK was read, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the memorial of Henry M. Youmans, an elector residing in 
the Eighth Congressional district of the State of Michigan, touching the 
e.ection of WILLIAM S. LINTON asa member of the House of Representatives 
to represent said district in this House be printed, and, with the accompany- 


| to the floor. 


| the election was illegal and asking that it 


The Chair understood the gentleman to be | 


present—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. [insist the gentleman is not entitled to take 
the floor away from me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois rose toa ques 
tion of order, which he does not press. The geontieman om 
Michigan is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, in the 
gress—— 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. [am informed by gentlemen: 
me that the sitting member, against whom this resolutior 
rected, is not present; and | submit that a matter of this ki 


Forty-sixth Con- 


ought not to be brought up in his absence, even in the most in- 
formal way. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In reference to that I desire to say that the 
sitting member is so rarely in his seat, that it is his fa not 
ours, if a matter of this kind is brought up in his absence. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. That is a cheap expression, Mr. 


Speaker; a remark of that kind might apply to a good many 
members. 

The SPEAKEI The gentleman from Illinois is not entitled 
The gentleman from Michigan will proc 


> 
ve 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, the resolution which | have 
submitted in this case is in substantially the same form as that 
which was adopted by this House in the Forty-sixth Congress in 
the ease of Youngand Butterworth. Inthatcasea petition was 


presented by the electors of the city of Cincinnati alleging that 
be investigated. 

The gentleman from Michigan will suspend 
»from the Senate can be 


The SPEAKER. 


a moment till a messag received 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


of its clerks, 
mendment joint 


A message from t one 


anno | that the Senate had pass 


e Senate, by Mr. PLATT, 


Inc¢ l without 


resolution and bills of the following t 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the repo , marking, and 

moval of derelicts; 

\ bill (H. R. 1986) to amend section 6 of the act approved 
March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
ind for other purposes; and 

\ bill (H. R. 3421) providing for the construction of a steam 


revenue cutter for the New England coast. 
The message also announced that the Senat 

bill 1040) to aid the States of California, Or 

ton, Montana, Idaho, Nevada, Wyoming, Colo 


had passed the 
gon, Washing- 
do, South Da- 
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kota, and Minnesota to support schools of mines; in which the Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, 


concurrence of the House was requested. 
KIGHTH ELECTION DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan will now re- 
sume his remarks. 

Mr. WEADOCK. In reference to the suggestion made by the 
gentleman on the other side {Mr. HoreKins of Llinois}, I will 
say thatif them »mber from the Eighth district of Michigan is in 
town J would have no objection to allowing this matter to stand 
over until to-morrow morning— 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the gentleman had better do that 
under all the circumstances. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The sitting member ought cer- 
tainly to have notice of this proceeding. 

Mr. WEADOCK, I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
ing can we not have the memorial as well as the resolution printed 
in the RECORD? We want to understand what tiis case is, 

Several MEMBERS. Let the memorial be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state tothe gentleman from | 
Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN] that in the case which has been re- 
ferred to as a precedent there was some discussion as to the pro- 
priety of printing the memorial in the REcoRD; and asthe Chair 
understands the conclusion was reached that perhaps it was 
hardly just to print an ex parte statement—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Well, [ will not press the request, although 
I have been unable to hear all that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan has said. 

The SPEAKER.’ In the case referred toitwas merely a state- | 
ment of the contents of the petition published in the Recorp. 
It was not given in full, because it was suggested that its publi- 
cation might do injustice to some parties. 

Mr. WEADOCK, I have carefully avoided making any state- | 
ment reflecting on either party, because I do not desire to do so, 
nor do I deem it proper. I simply referred to the general ques- | 
tions which were involved, which could not concern him any | 
more than anyone else and which affccted the general question. | 

Mr. PAYNTER. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I desire to know whether or not this reso- 
lution would not go to the Committee on Elections in the ab- 
sence of specific action by the House? 

Mr. WEADOCK. It is withdrawn for the present. 

Mr. PAYNTER. If proper, I now enter a motion that the | 
question be referred to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. It is not now before the House. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I will say, Mr. Speaker, to the House and | 
to the gentleman from Kentucky, that the same question was | 
presented in the Butterworth case, in the forty-sixth Congress, | 
and it was the judgment of Mr. Carlisle, Mr. Cox, Mr. Gartield, 
and others that an investigation should be made by a special 
committee rather than by the Committee on Elections, which is | 


If this matter goes over till to-morrow morn- | 
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| the copies of the REcoRD during this session instead of y 


OCTOBER 27. 





I The substitute was r 
That was the resolution read by the Clerk. 


I repeat, Mr. Speaker, the only necessity for it now is ; 


\ 


y 


until the regular session. 

Mr. DAVIS. The number is not changed? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. No, sir; just th 
was provided in the printing bill. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. [ could not hear distinctly t} 


| ing of the resolution, Mr. Speaker, and may have misun: 


| and Currency which I send to the desk, with the accomp 





supposed to b» here at the capital all the time during the ses- 
sions of Congress. 
The SPEAKER. The matter is withdrawn for the present. | 
ADDITIONAL CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I submit a 
privileged report. 

The SPLAKER. 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved dy the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), Thatthe Pub- 
lic Printer bedirected to furnish to each Representativeand Delegate 22 addi- 
tiona] copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, of which number 8copies shall 
be sent, oneeach, to such public or schoo! librariesas shall be designated by 
each Representative and Delegate. That the remainder of this number, I4 
copies, he shall furnish to each Representative and Delegate during the ex- 
tra session of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee) was read, as 
follows: 

The committee have considered the joint resolutionsof the House, Nos. 35 
and 47,to print additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and direct me | 
to report a substitute therefor. The substitute provides for the same num- 
ber agreed upon and fixed by the provisions of the printing bill which re- | 
cently passed the House. The committee recommend the adoption of the 
substitute herewith offered, and that the resolutions 35 and 47 lie on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The reason, Mr. Speaker, 
for presenting tnis now, and securing action upon it, is that we | 
may get the cums during the extraordinary session. [ have 
drawn the resolution to bring it in exact conformity with the 
— of the printing bill which passed the House last week. 

nless we pass the resolution now we will not get the extra 


The resolution of the committee will be | 





copies, because very likely the printing bill will not be considered 
by the Senate until the regular session. 


. Mr. DOCKERY. The substitute has not yet been reported, 
aa it? , 


it; but I wish to ask the gentleman from Tennessee 
As I caught the reading of the resolution, if this Ho 
it, it simply gives the additional number of Recor 
this extraordinary session. But the amendment agre: 
in the printing bill provided for fourteen addition 
for this session and eight additional RECORDS to be 1 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is exa 
vision of the resolution. It covers precisely what y 


q 


| in the printing bill. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. 
sion as passed in that bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
same. 

I ask a vote on the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee, a 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask that the orik 
olution referred to the committee be laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made. 
BANKS AND BANKING. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to submit a privileged rep 
ask the Clerk to read the report of the Committe: 


Then it does not change t 


e 


No, sir; it ise 


30n B 


resolution. 

The Clerk read as-follows: 

The Committee on Banking and Currency, to which was referred 
companying House resolution, calling on the Ser ry of the Treas 
certain information in reference to banks authorized to issue circ 
notes, having had the same under consideration, have instructed m 
port a substitute therefor and to recommend that the substitute be ad 
and that the original resolution lie upon the table 

Your committee are of the opinion that the information called for « 
furnished by the Treasury Department within a reasonable time, and w 
furnished it will greatly aid Congress in the consideration of pending fir 
cial measures. 

For this reason the passage of the res 
substitute is recommended. 

All of which is respectfully submitted 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the original reso 
tion and then the substitute. 
The original resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to inforn 
House the number and names of State banks and banking institution 
have suspened or failed since 1830, arranged by States, with the amou 
capital, circulation, and deposits of each at the time of such failure, an 
loss severally of stockholders, note-holders, and other creditors of said ba 
ovcatjned by such failures; the amount of outstanding circulating note 
State banks and banking associations each year since 180, and the rat 
exchange on New York, and the current value of the circulating notes 
State and national banks as between the State where issued and the city 
New York each year since 1830; togethor with the prevailing rates of inte: 
in State banks, banking associations, and national banks since 1830, and t 
legal rates of interest prescribed or authorized by the respective States { 
the same period. 


The SPEAKER. 








ution embraced in the foreg 


The Clerk will now report the substiti 


for this resolution, which substitute is reported by the Comr 
| tee on Banking and Currency. 


The Jlerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested to infor? 
House the number and names of State banks and banking institution 
have suspended or failed since 1830. arranged by States, with the amo 
capital, circulation, and deposits of each at the time of suci failure 
loss severally of stockholders, note-holders, and other creditors of said 
occasioned by such failures; the character of tho nominal assets and 
ties of each of said banks at the time of its failure from which on liqu 





| were realized less than their nominal value; the nominal and realiz: 


respectively, of each class of such assets or securities; the means \ 
and the extent to which the stockholders, the note-holders, and other 
itors of each of such banks were, respectively, protected by provision 
requiring security or otherwise, and the extent to which suca prov isio 
was complied with or violated; the amount of outstanding circulatin 
of State banks and banking associations each year since 1830, and t 

of exchange on New York, and the current value of the circulating 1 
State and national banks. and the commercial paper of business fir! 
good repute, as between the State where issued and the city of New \ 
each year since 1830, together with the prevailing rates of interest in | 
banks, banking associations, and individuai bankers and capitalists 
tively, and national banks since 1850, and the legal rate of interest pres 
or authorized by the respective States for the same period; and als 
nish copies of the laws in force in the several States on the Ist day o 
1860 @& 1893, respectively, for the organization of State banks, ba! 
institutions, and savings banks, and the regulation or supervision 0 


|; Same. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I will move the previ 
question and allow the debate upon this resolution to com: 


1893. 








operation of the previous question, if any debate is 


und r the . : a 
That will allow fifteen minutes on a side. 


sa1red. ” ; ~ _ 

~~ McoMILLIN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the 
-evious question. This isa pretty important resolution. 

PM . SPRINGER. Then I will withdraw tne demand for the 


pr vious question, and will yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
gouri [Mr. HALL}. How much time does the gentleman want 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. I donot want more than ten minutes, 
Mr. SPRINGER. | yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
esouri |Mr. HALL). 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, as a friend of the re- 
alof the 10 per cent tax on State banks, I am opposed to this 
resolution. Not that we object to any information of any kind 
or character that is fair. My objection to that resolution is that 
is for information that was gotten up by certain Repub 


Mt 
ad 


nei 


‘ie n agents of the Treasury after the Democratic party, in 1892, 
adopted a plank in its platform in favor of the repeal of the 10 
per cent tax on State banks; and I maintain that anyone who 
will examine that evidence will see that this information was 


Ty 
> Ve 


eotten out by Republican officials in the partment for the pur- 
pose of proving everything possible that could be proved against 
State banks, and nothing in favor of them. 

t to light, provided the light is t! 


We do not object 1rown fully 


on all sides and branches of the question, but if it is proposed 
simply to bring before the House thatex parte , one-sided, p irti- 
san evidence, gotten up in order to defeat a plank in the Dem- 
ocratic platform, | object to any such evidence being brought be- | 
fore this body. I maintain further that an investigation that 
will be exhaustive, as shown by the report of the Secretary of 


the Treasury in 1892, in response to a Senate resolution of a sim- 


ilar kind, can not be made complete, and that the evidence can 
not be obtained inside of three years’ investigation. I therefore 
oppose this, because it will bring before this body simply the ea 
part testimony gotten up by a body of men interested in defeat- 


ing that plank in the Democratic platform. 

ir. DINGLEY. Does not this resolution call upon the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to furnish this information, and do you 
think he would furnish partis in information? 

Mr. HALLof Missouri. The object of it is to get that infor- 
mation that was compiled by a Republican Comptroller of the 
Currency about a year ago. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you suppose the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury would send to this House any information that he did not 
believe to be reliable? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. The trouble of it is this: [can quote 
one passage of the Bible that says ‘there is no God,” but if | 
quote the entire passage it says, ‘The fool hath said in his heart 
there is no God.’ 

Is it fair to introduce then, as a statement from Holy Writ, 
that the Bible says there is no God? 

The gentleman simply wants to bring in here, by that report, 
everything against the State bank system, and nothing for it. 
In other words, I object to any unfair, one-sided, ex parte state- 
ment upon the subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is not an answer to my question. My 
inquiry of the gentleman was as to whether he had any reason 
to suppose that the Democratic Secretary of the Treasury, with 
the characteristic fairness of the present head of that Depart- 
ment, would, in response to inquiries of this House, send infor- 
mation to this House that would be otherwise than fair and just 
and covering the whole question? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. 
resolution pass*-d through this House, asking the Secretary of 
the Treasury to furnish specific information, that he, as a law- 
abiding officer, will compiy with that request, although that 
specific information there is, as | have said, of partisan bias and 
ex parte. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has the gentleman any additional informa- 
tion that he desires to incorporate in the resolution and asked 
for in the matter. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I can say that, following the report 
of the Comptroller of Currency in response to a similar in 
quiry from the Senate in 1892, his statement was to the effect 
that this information could not be had complete at a 
partially, by the expenditure of a sum of about $5,000, and th it 


S 


the 
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I will simply state this: that if the | 


ll, but only | 


it would take some years to complete an investigation upon that | 


matter. 

Mr, DINGLEY. re you opposed to this House having off- 
cial information on this important subject? 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I have no objection to official infor 
mation that gives information on both sides of the question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
ing for any additional informution? 

Mr, HALL of Missouri. I do object to having ex parte matter 
lugged in before this House. 

Mr.DINGLEY. But thiscomes from the Committee on Bank- 





ing and Currency, which has a Democratic majority, and i 

for information from a Democratic S¢ tary of the Tre y 
It is a most remarkable sugg n that a De ti m - 
tee on Banking and Currency la Dem ut etary would 


give only partisan information 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. If t nul 1 wants the matter 








i 
made a little more specific, [ will stat 1 
tion was passed by a bare majority of the committ \ , 
was just @ bare quorum present yin pr 1 of ih i 
Democrats who were Opponents 
Mr. MCcCREARY « K ICKY I ‘ [ t a 
man - 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Sp x I t 
of o r that 1e gentleman h no right to di 
tral red in the committee on th r of the H 
Mr. MCCREARY of Kent SKY I ba it 
The SPEAKER. The tlem in ym Kentucky 
pe The gentieman from Indiana j { ‘ e 
th is not proper to state on the fl t 
the mmmittee room, 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I did 1 
genticman. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. My pointofo 
proper to state on the Loor of th rious VI t isp 
the committee room 
Mr HALL of Missouri I did me 
dential nature which transpired in 1 
speaking of the number present 
Mr. JOH NSON of Indiana. \ i t i 
speaking of a combinat ( { part « t 
‘ ittes 
HALL of Mi di t « 
D rs Ir. S CAKE . 
) SPRINGER. I will yield five or seven : 
man from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSON]: but I und 
re man from Kentucky desires to lit a 
gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
from Missouri to state that he isar mber Oo 
Banking and Currency, and th t 
this resolution, which I have 1 1d ‘ ' 
amount of information to be furnished H 
ask the gentleman from Missouri] abo 
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to furn f 
to the House? 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I can on suggest what i 
the report I referred to a moment given by t 
of e Treasury in response to a somewhat I ] 
the Senate, in which he said it would take several \ 
DOCKERY. Will my colleague allow to 
t } [ did not cateh the read ( th l ) 
d and that the resolution ca on tl 5 t 
ury for information con lled during the Las Lin is 
‘+, HALL of Missour1 Th is al i 
\LLEN. I desire to ask the \ 
q stion. Is there anyt ing in the « the Se 
Tre ivy, or does this resolution recite the Sx 
Tr iry has in his office any information i 
failures of those banks that could on! four 
why should that inguiry be m of him a mol 
body else? 
Mr. HALL of Missouri. I ppose toe vel 
very well that the United StatesGovernment h I 
over tal b nks during the istence L} 
| to ; 
Fhe SPEAKER. The time of the gentlem: h 
M SPRINGER. Ho much t » does ti ‘ ia l 
I aesire?r 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indi i \ inut only 
time. 
ir. SPRINGER. I yield to the g l an from Indi 
Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speake L very gre 
gret that the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. H I 
to submit to the House the remarks which he h justi l 
am no e that the Committee on Ban! ( ; 
yet divided upon partisan lines, and it is hardly nece to 
pi t . division upon those lines into that ce \ittee from 
this ise. I want to say that, so far as lam concerned 
u er Ol the committe 6, lam in ch Of ali the ight 
he é with which it has to d which I can ib 
ul und I think that in this respect I am simply in th m 
boa ith all the other members of the committee, r« I of 


: | 
Do you propose toamend the resolution call- | 


information, 
ty to the 
vy to thi 


e ae ires 
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party affiliations.. The committ 
te ie end that it may be 

and to the country. 
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room simply because they may adv»cate particular views or be- 
cause they may belong to particular parties. Every means of 
information that the committee can possibly get it desires to se- 
cure, no difference from what source it is derived. I trust that 
Iam not revealing the secrets of the committee room when I 
say that gentlemen of this House have been heard there in sup- 
port of measures which are in the line of removing the tax upon 
State-bank circulation, and I doubt not that any gentleman who 
desires to present the contrary view will be hospitably welcomed 
by the committee. 

The objection of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HALL] 
that the report submitted by Secretary Foster in response to a 
resolution of the Senate,a year or so ago, was a Republican 
document, is entirely unfounded, from the fact that the infor- 
mation upon which that report was predicated was derived from 
the reports of Democratic officers in States where the State-bank 
system prevailed. Nor is it true that the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, when he submitted that report, said that it would take 
three years to furnish the information called for in the resolu- 
tion here pending. The information called for in that Senate 
resolution was much broader and required much more research 
than that which is called for in this resolution, and I am credi- 
bly informed that the present Secretary of the Treasury has in- 
formed certain members of the committee that the information 
here called for can be furnished, most of it, by the Ist day of 
December next, and all of it in a much shorter period than three 
years, or even in a shorter period than three months. 

This information is called for, notfroma Republican Secretary 
of the Treasury, but from Democratic source, from the present 
Secretary of the Treasury; but, whether it is called for from a 
Republican or from a Democrat is immaterial. It is sufficient 
for me to know, and in my humble opinion it ought to be suffi- 
cient for the House to know, that the call is made not upona 
partisan, but uponasworn Government official; and in God’s name 
if the time has come in this country when a committee of Con- 
gress can not appeal to & great official of the Government for in- 
formation and expect to get it in all its purity, untainted by par- 
tisan considerations or partisan feeling, then it is time for us to 
shut the doors of our committee rooms and cease to attempt to 
procure information upon which to formulate measures for the 
good of the whole a 

So far as I am personally concerned, I earnestly hope that the 
light which is asked for by this committee, and which can be 
obtained by the adoption of this resolution, will not be denied 
by the House, but that all means will be cheerfully and promptly 
authorized which will enable the committee to act intelligentl 
and to do justice to itself, to the House, and to the country; whic 
will enable the committee to lay before this House for its con- 
sideration, not some crudely constructed bill, but a measure of 
such merit that the House will be justified in adopting it asa 
just measure of relief to the people. I want to say, too, that the 
information called for by this resolution can as well be used in 
favor of as against a bill for the repeal of the tax on State-bank 
circulation. Information with respect to the operations of the 
national banks can be readily obtained, because they are of com- 
paratively recent origin, and, by the wisdom of the law under 
which they are organized, provision is made for statistics. 

The mere fact that it is somewhat more difficult to get infor- 
mation with respect to the organization and operation of the 
State banks which, particularly as banks of issue, run further 
back in the history of the country, is of itself a reason why this 
committee should & allowed to have the light which the offi- 
cials of the Government can furnish. I am prepared to accept 
that information when obtained and to rely upon it, whether it 
comes from a Republican or from a Democratic official; and I, for 
one, shall consider it far more valuable coming, as I say, from 
the sworn officers of the Government than if it came from some 
gentleman holding peculiar and illy digested financial theories, 
and who came before the committee perhaps to mislead rather 
than to give them trustworthy information on which to predi- 
cate their action. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. Speaker, I donot think that any member 
of this House would object to any fair inquiry into the matters 
covered by this resolution or would refuse to the House the op- 
~—— y to obtain in anyway information on these subjects. 
3ut on glancing at this resolution it is apparent that almost the 
entire scope of it relates to matters over which the Treasury 
Department never had any jurisdiction whatever. The greater 
— of the resolution has reference to the history of State banks 
or a period from 1830 to the beginning of the late war, and 
minutely pursues all the details of those institutions, the char- 
acter of their assets, the nature of their charters, the provisions 
of law ee them, the rates of interest that they charged, 
and the dividends which were received by creditors and stock- 
holders on the failure of such banks. 

The Secretary of the Treasury can himself have no official in- 
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formation on thesesubjects. It is said that there is in the T» 
we Department, in the hands of somebody there employe. ~ 
collation of data on this subject; but that would be ‘no ~ 
than a printed volume from any other quarter, except that i 
would come here through the official channel, without the om oi. 
sanction of the Treasury Department. If it is desired to y.in+, 
volume of information on this subject, I see no objection a 
being done in the proper way. But why should the Tp, o 
Department undertake its preparation? 

There is pending before the Committee on Banking and (yp 
rency a bill to repeal the prohibitory tax on the issue of 
banks. I acquit the honorable gentlemen of that comn 
whether on the majority or the minority side of this questio 
of any purpose of delay; but will not this resolution furnis) 
occasion for delay? And when it is remembered that to th; 
resolution a requisition on the Secretary for copies of all law 
in force in the several States on the Ist day of January, 1860 a, 
1893, respectively, for the organization of State banks, 
institutions, and savings banks, and the regulation or . 
vision of the same, it will be seen that in order to comply wit} 
this resolution the Secretary of the Treasury will be obli 
have compiled a volume as large as the Revised Statut 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The gentieman will allow me tosay that 
I understand the collation to which he has referred w 
during the last canvass by parties in the Treasury Depart 
with the view of embarrassing the Democratic party uj). 
plank in its platform. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is not the gentleman fr xas 
aware that the proposition is to address this inquiry to 0 
cratic official, who, if he considers the information al y col- 
lected inaccurate—— 

Mr. TURNER. Lyield tothe gentleman from Indixn. {Mr, 
JOHNSON] if he desires to make a statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I was making a suggestion in re- 
sponse to the remark of the gentleman from Texas [\Mr. CuL- 
BERSON. | 

Mr. TURNER. I yield to the gentlemanif he desires to make 
a statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I hope the gentleman is not of- 
fended. 

Mr. TURNER. Not at all. As I have said,I yield to t 
gentleman. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I was endeavoring to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], who tem- 
porarily had the floor; and I asked him whether he was not 
aware of the fact that this inquiry is addressed to a Democratic 
official, who may reject the data already on hand if he thinks it 
inaccurate, and may cause the work to be done anew. 

Mr. TURNER. I will endeavor to answer the remark of t 
gentleman from Indiana as weli as the suggestion of my friend 
from Texas. 

{ remember very well that-during the last Congress an effort 
was made to have printed by order of Congress some such com- 
pilation as that to which my friend from Texas has referred, and 
the House refused to have it printed, the motive for the refusal 
being that which he has suggested—that it was a compilation 
perhaps conceived, conducted, and prepared under the exigency 
created by a provision in the Democratic platform which had 
then recently been adopted at Chicago. I will not say that the 


a to 


person, whoever he may be, that prepared that compilation 
meant to deceive anybody; but we all know with how much sus- 
picion a specially prepared manual on a subject of that kind is 
justly regarded when it is inspired by a political exigency. | 


concur, therefore, in the spirit of the suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Texas, and say that if this volume thus prepared is the 
only collation of information we are to have in response to this 
resolution, I should myself regret to see it made the basis of 
discussion and action in the committee or in the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman kindly per- 
mit me? 

Mr. TURNER. Iwill. I was coming to the gentleman’s in- 


uiry. 
b Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, Is the gentleman afraid to trust 
so distinguished a Democrat as John G. Car'isle, the official who 
is to be requested to give information on this subsect to the com- 
mittee? , 
Mr. TURNER. I was endeavoring to come to that very pert! 
nent inquiry; it isa proper oneinthisdiscussion. If the prcsent 
Secretary of the Treasury himself or any other Secretary o! the 
Treasury of any party should send to this House a document 
repared under his own direction in response to a resolution, 
rom official data I should treat it with great respect. What! 
meant to say was that a political compaign document, prepared 
by some subordinate in the Treasury Department, for use in& 
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campaign, and from unofficial information, is not one that com- 
mends itself to my judgment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
he thinks—— ; a 

Mr. TURNER. If the gentleman will pardon me I will en- 
deavor to answer the full scope of his question. 

| have the most unbounded confidence in the present Secretary 
of the Treasury. He is incapable of any unfairness. And I con- 
cede with pride that a report upon facts within his jurisdiction, 
by any Secretary of the Treasury of any party would command 
the respect and confidence of every citizen. But to require the 
Department to seek outside information as accessible to each of 
us as to him, and to compile it for our use in so vast a volume as 
will be necessary, will not only be a mockery of his official func- 
tions, but will indefinitely delay the consideration of the meas- 
ure to which I have referred. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
information within a month. 

Mr. TURNER. And I tell the gentleman I know something 
of these matters myself. 
complete 
lution of inquiry—will require a force of clerks and clearness of 
judgment, an amount of careful and painstaking study and re- 
search, that would occupy the entire force of the Census O'fice, 
with all of its experts, for a long time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
for information that the Treasury does not possess. 

Mr. TURNER. Then the Trersury Department would have 
to answer that it could not furnish the information called for. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. But I simply callattention to this 
partof the gentleman's argument toshow the inconsistency. He 
says that the Secretary of the Treasury can not furnish the in- 
formation; which defeats his argumentthat the reference of the 
resolution to the Department would involve a considerable delay. 

Mr. TURNER. ‘Take either alternative: If we are to have as 
an answer to the resolution the campaign document to which | 
have referred, wedo not wantit. If weare to have the response 
to the inquiry that the information can not be furnished, it is 
equally objectionable; and if it is to be a complete collection of 
all the information necessary for a full answer to the interroga- 


May I ask the gentleman whether 


o 
5* 


[am assured that we can get the 


I know that to make this compilation | 
to answer fully all of the details involved in the reso- | 


But the gentleman says this calls 


So far as the campaign document, to which the gentleman 
from Georgia refers, is concerned, that is already in exi ) 
and has been printed by the Senate Finance Committee and is 
in the document room. If it is going to do anybody any harm 
that has been already accomplished. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Does not the gentl>oman know that the 
document to which he refers is only a part of the collation 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated that the do it to which the 
gentleman referred as the campxuign document is already printed 
and in the document room. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I beg to suggest that that state 3 
incorrect to this extent, that that document only pro i 
whether it purports to do so or not the fact is, that it o 
sents a part of that collation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated, and I hope the gentleman will 
inderstand, that the document to which the gentleman r ‘ed 
was already printed, and if it has not been printed heretofore, 
then the obje ection which he made does not apply; because ° 
was referring to something thnut had been printed heretofore, 
and which was given out as a e:mpaign document 

Mr. CULBERSON No, | do not understand that 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentlemanfrom Illinois pardon me 
fora moment? I understand that the document towhich refer- 

|} ence is made was not printed until two months after the election. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman referred to a certai eu 
ment asacampaign document. I will state that the do nent 
to which reference was made wis not printed by the T ry 
Department until January 28, 1893, and saw the light of day for 
the first time through the Committee on Finance of the “enate, 
after being transmitted by the Secretary of the Tre isury at nat 
time. So that if it was prepared for the purposes of the last 
campaign, it did not get to the people until after the election 
was had. But I want tossyto gentlemen that so far asI con 


tory, it must, as I have said, involve a considerable time and the | 


necessary postponement of the bill to which it relates. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgi: 
has eypired. 


Mr. PAYNTER. I would like to ask the gentleman from 


Georgia whether or not the resolution here proposed calls for | 


this campaign document? 

Mr. TURNER. My time has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will yield to the gentleman a moment 
longer. 

Mr. TURNER. Ican only answer in this way: that the in- 
formation I get from all sides is that there is a prepared state- 
ment in the Treasury Department already. 

Mr. PAYNTER. 
thinks that Mr. Carlisle would adopt that statement? 

Mr. TURNER. 


hands me now a volume which purports to contain some of the in- | 


formation called for. 

Mr. TRACEY. Which I think would satisfy the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. 
tleman from Indiana ” except to get the information which is so 
desirable. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of 


the House for a few moments I think I can explain this matter to | 


their satisfaction. 

The resolution as originally introduced by myself was deemed 
by one of the members of the House, not present now--I refer to 
Mr. WARNER of New York—as not calling forsuch information 
as those who favored the rehabilitation of the State banks de- 


cerned, I have not prepared this resolution with any desire what- 
ever to embarrass this question one way or the other 

Nor do I wish to be understood now as throwing any obstac! 
in the way of and the fin passage, if you 
please, of a measure removing the 10 per cnt tax upon > 
banks. 

I want to say further, and I believe I m » permitted to say 
it, in answer to the go f ! RNER!, who 


the consideration 


ntleman from Georgia |[Mr. Tt 
says that this was intended to delay that measure, that, without 
revealing the secrets of the committee of which I am chairman, 
I may state, as it was done in public, the rey 

that a day has been fixed by the committee, namely, th 
November, upon which day bills relating to this subject will be 


reporters being pres { 


| made a special order in the committee, as against all other mat- 
ters, and considered until disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I will ask the gentleman from IIli- 

nois |Mr. SPRINGER] if that is not the second bill that boing 


I wish to ask the gentleman whether he | 


And my friend from New York[Mr. TRACEY] | 


considered out of innumerable bills before the committee 
Mr. SPRINGER. All the bills on the subject of rep. 

State-bank tux have been referred to a subcommittce, at 

time for hearings upon that subject will expire on the I4th of 


the 


the 


next montb. Then the committee is to consider that subject 
until it is disposed of: and I do not believe there is a member of 
that committee, whether he be for oragainst the removal of the 


tax, but what is in favor of an early hearing of the question. 
| do not know of any desire on the part of anyone to throw 


| any obstacle in the way of reporting the measure to the House, 


Nothing will satisfy the “ gen- | 


sired, and in the interest of those who favo red the repeal of the | 


10 per cent tax on the State bank issues, the gentleman sug- 
gested a number of amendments to the resolution as originally 
prepared. 

These amendments submitted by Mr. WARNER were all ac- 
cepted and embodied in the substitute which has been reported 
tothe House. 
of the repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State banks than he, I do 
not know it. The gentleman from New York has at all times, 
on the floor of the House and elsewhere, avowed himself as an 
earnest friend of the proposition to repeal the tax on the circu- 


If there isa gentleman here more earnest in favor | 


lation of State banks, and he has suggested all of the proposi- | 


tions, save the last, which are embodied in the resolution, which 
will bring out, as he stated, the facts that those who favor the 
rehabilitation of State banks desire to draw out. 
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and I state here that the passage of this resolution will not de- 
lay the committee’s report on that subject one hour or one mo- 
ment, because I am in favor of the earliest possible report. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire to ask the gentleman if in 
this Executive Document 38, part 1, to which he refers, he does 
not find the following language? Afterstating that he had made 
various verbal reports, the Secretary of the Treasury says 

This opinion 

That is, the opinion that it is very difficult to obtain this in 
formation- 





is confirmed by that of Mr. Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, wh inder 
date of November 30, states that “ No systematic history or compré nsiv 

statement exists of the operations of American banks for the long p« ! 
since 1830, embraced in the Senate resolution of July 246, 1892 Mr. Spofford 
also expresses the opinion that “the information called for may be partially 
gathered from widely scattered sources inthe books, pamphlets, ar eriod 
icals of the last sixty years relating in a greater less degree to financial 


ibjects 


That is the kind of information that he i 
the action of this body. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I was just going to read the letter of Mr. 
Spofford, the Librarian of Congress, when the gentleman in- 
terrupted me, to show that the information which is called for 
by this resolution is not now members of this 
House. 


Now, weare about to enter upon the considerationof the ques- 


alling for togovern 


accessible to 
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tion of removing the 10 per cent tax upon State banks, a ques- 
tion of far-reaching consequence and importance. Everyone 
will concede that. Surely no member of this House desires to 
shut any avenue of approach to all the facts that are necessary 
for the thorough consideration of thisquestion. If the Secretary 
of the Treasury can not furnish this information he will tell us. 
If he can, he will give it tous. I do not wish the Secretary of 
the Treasury to make information, to manufacture facts, or to set 
up a job upon this House, to propagate any particular theory 
upon this subject. We simply call for facts. Whether they 
be favorable to or against the question Ido not know. Let us 
have the light. 

Mr. ALLEN. The gentleman from Illinois says, as I under- 
stand, this information is not attainable by members of this 
House. Will you tell me how it is any more attainable by the 
Secretary of the Treasury than by members of the House, who 
could secure it by an investigation made by the gentleman’s own 
comunittee, appointed for that purpose? |Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Secretary of the Treasury has a very 
numerous force, while the committee has but one clerk, and the 
memb rs are very busy in answering their correspondence and 
attending to their business. The Treasury Departmentisa vast 
institution. It has agencies all over the country. It has sub- 
treasuries in every part of the country. It has clerks every- 
where. It could call upon the agents of the Governmeat, in the 
employ of the Treasury Department, that he may select all over 
the country end speedily obtain this information. 

Mr. COSB of Alabama. I want to ask the gentleman if he has 
not been informed by the Secretary of the Treasury that it would 
require an additional force in his office, and atleast three or four 
months’ time to acquire this information? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have learned from inquiry that a large 
proportion of this information could be furnished the House on 
the first day of December next. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What portion of it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I can not go into the details. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not that portion which 
has already been compiled as to the affairs of State banks? 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). And that the other informa- 
tion, which is embraced in the resolution, and which can not be 
furnished by that time, could be furnished within three months 
from that time provided that Congress shall in some appropria- 
tion bill that may hereafter be passed make some appropriation 
for that purpose. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me to 
interrupt him, right in that connection, on the question of time, 
I find on page 3 of this partial report, the third paragraph on 
that page, the following sentence; 

The reports of the State officers charged with the duty of receiving and 
supervising bank returns quite generally give full and detailed returns of 
failures and resulting losses, but no abstractof the same can be made which 
would properly present the facts, save at very great labor and expense, which 
would require at least two years’ work of a thoroughly competent and ex- 
perienced clerk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That would be one competent and exper- 
ienced clerk; but we have more [force at the disposal of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury than one clerk. I have been informed 
since this other report has been submitted that a great deal of 
the information has been procured since this report was published 
last January. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Right in that connection you have 
called the attention of the House to the fact that the Committee 
on Banking and Currency has fixed a day for the consideration 
of the bill for the repeal of the State bank tax, and that that is 
to be about the middie of November, and we have resolved that 
that mutter shall be continued untileoncluded. Therefore, how 
can this information which you seek be of any benefit whatever 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, when they will have 
passed upon this matter long before the committee can ascertain 
what the information is to be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is generally supposed that there may be 
a vacation, which will carry the date beyond the day fixed, and 
that we will not be able to report upon this question before the 
first day of December next. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. It has to be discussed in the com- 
mittee still. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that while the committee would de- 
mand, if Congress were in session, the consideration of the sub- 
ject at that time, the time in which it would be considered has 
not been fixed. If we donot get the information nobody will 
be injured, and if we do get the information we will be that 
much better off. 

Mr. TATE. Do I understand the gentleman to say that he de- 
sires to get this information in order to reach correct conclu- 
sions upon this subject, and to aid him in that purpose, as well 
as the members of this House? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Are you through? 
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Mr. TATE. Is that the purpose? 

Mr. SPRINGER. My object is to obtain the informati, 
my own use, and for tie use of the gentleman from G: 
other members of the House. 

Mr. TATE. ThenI apprehend that the gentleman | 
formed any opinion as to how he shall vote upon this bil 
peal the 10 per cent‘tax on State banks, and that he is sti 
to conviction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. fam. I will come to no final 
until I have heard all the facts; and when I get them ] 
upon the question. 

Mr. TATE. Then you are still open to conviction? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam still open to the facts, and I hi 
my friend is open to the facts, and willalso open his mi: 
truth. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Is the gentleman fro: 
still open to conviction on this question? 

Mr. TATE. [am converted to the views of my pa 
question, as set out in the Chicago plat.orm. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will now yield to the gentl 
Maine, 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this is almost the firs 
my experience ir this House for many years that I ha 
resolution calling on the head of a Department for jp: 
formation on any important proposed legislation resist 
is before the Committee on Banking and Currency, and 
will come in some form before the House, one of the 
portant propositions of legislation that has ever been 
namely, the abolition of the tax of 10 per cent on State b 
eulation, with a view of rehabilitating State banks of 
lieu of national banks. In order to reach a correct jud 
respecting the matter, in view of the fact that State 
issue have not existed for many years past, it is of the 
importance that not only the Committee on Banking 
rency, but that every member of the House should hay 
possible information as to the workings of the State 
system during the period in which it existed in this count 

I desire that light: you, Mr. Speaker, desire that light. 
gentleman in this House desires or ought to desire wh 
light can be Shed upon this subject. It is suggested th 
information called for in the resolution submitted by the ' 
mittee on Banking and Currency is so voluminous that i 
not be presented in season for us to act upon it. I noticed w! 
the resolution was introduced by the chairman of the comm 
tee that it called simply for four classes of facts, which se 
to me, glancing over it hastily, to embody, with perh 
exception, all that was specially vital in the matter. T) 5 
ception was information as to existing statutes in the s 
States regulating the State banks which would govern th P 
case the tax should be repealed and they should proceed to i c 
circulating notes to be used as money. 

It seems from the statement of the chairman that the g 
men in the committee who are in favor of the repeal of the 
on State-bank circulation caused the resolution to be amend 
as tocall for a much larger amount of information, in directi: 
which they supposed would somewhat favor their positio 
Therefore, if more information is called for than could ha\ 
been readily obtained, it is simply because gentlemen who a1 
in favor of repealing the tax on State-bank circulation have in 
sisted on changing the resolution by adding these addition: 
items of information, and calling upon the Secretary of the 
Treasury to furnish them tothis House. I desire for one to ha 
not only the information requested in the original resolution, b 
all the information that can be obtained on this subject. 

I want all possible light in reference to this question, and 
am sure that the information called for,so much of it as may ! 
be in the Treasury Depirtment, can be obtained by the Secr 
tary of the Treasury either at the various State capitals wh 
it is a matter of public record or from other accessible sourc 
There is no difficulty about that, it seems to me, and I under 
stand the chairman of the committee to suggest that substan 
tially all this information, all that is essentially vital, may | 
ready by the Ist day of December. 

If gentlemen want this information there is no difficulty in o! 
taining it in season to act upon this exceedingly important su 
ject. If they do not want it, if they want this House to be force: : 
to a vote on so vital a question as this without light, then the) 
will continue to resist this resolution and will endeavor to pre- 
vent the obtaining of this information. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that this House, whatever my 
be the views of gentlemen respecting this question of State banks, 
can not properly defeat an effort to obtain whatever information 
ean be secured in season to be of service to those who are call 
upon to take action upon this important question; for to my 
mind, Mr. Speaker, no more important question, as affecting the 
currency of this country and our prosperity in the future, can be 
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presented to this E«use than that which is involved in the prop- | It shows the difficulty, and it | the impossibility, of obt 
osition to rehabilitate the old State-bank system. the in ormation soug bt. 

[ hope, therefore, Mr. Speaker, whatever may be our present seve the meme 1 e _ 
views respecting this matter, that the House will insist upon OATES. Will t t yw me toask him 
obtaining all the information that is practic vble upon a subject | Won’ le ls 
of so great importance as this, and I think I can not be mistiken wr. MCMILLIN. Myt do 
in saying that if this House shall vote down the prop sition to | p e aoa i a i. 
obtain this information—not partisan in.ormation, but informa- | _ si RINGER. | Lyield three minutes to £ 
+3 sought through a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury in | ev Hampshire |Mr. BLAD 
whom we have confidence, information that must in its very na- Mr. BLAIR. Mr. Speake ut 
ture boa official—that action will be taken by the country as a dis- | | know that the people do in my rtoit 16 
ti +t declaration that this Houseis afraid of the light which this | refer« nee to party that the suds Lin the fu 
inform ition would shed upon this most important issue. LIhope, | of Stite banking for that of nation un king 
Mr. Sp2aker, that the resolution will be adopted. nd those interested in the natior banking 

Mr. SPRINGER. How much time have I[ left, Mr. Speaker , presidents of banks, : other re, | kn 

»,SPEAKER. The gentleman has thirteen minutes re- us With relerence to the ort * 
‘ ng. e established. If an stem lopted, thos« 

Mr. SPRINGER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from | W° Wt! of necessity organize the banks and adminis 
Tennessee | Mr. MCMILLIN}. shoe banking Dusiness Of the coun , 

MoMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Main ae ee eee ae Bye 
‘Mr. DINGLEY]| begins his address with the announcement that , ‘as % T .. . - - ei 
; lone experience he has never seen a call for information re- - ee ee eee : —— 
LT he t 7 — > é eal er! and wel in pr oO l I on en 
sisted in the House. Let us not be misled by that specious dec ed the country. and they a oman 
laration. Why did not the gentleman state the fact that this is | .0 oes of info itn eatin idl . that 1 
extraordinary resolution, that this is blazing out a new way, | poi). exhausted. Tr rae iam ap. Saenannie 
that this resolution is seeking to call on a Department of t ae a ieteidiont $ret info oF : y , oie 
Government for information that is not in possession of that D + a ind to be matte — fr to an 6 as 
yartment and over which it has no jurisdiction. No one who 2 tha Sts one cae of 4 tes 
resists this resolution desires to shut off any light. The gen ees a tes ; : S a 
in need have no fear of that disposition prevailing her gh = = 4 ms oe Sas 
That does not characterize the members on either side of tl w a ot ‘ ; ie ri { | erat 
House .O his infor? ation has bee! o } ‘ T it ¢ 

But what is this resolution? Why is it resisted? Why d ook ich I hold os und = “ti n do é \ 

eet with resistance which is not ually given to resolution or what I for one w d like to see is t inont 4) 
ae for inform ition: it - becaus a p teem - ree roe oe ine information be obtained as fully a i ind that 
solemnly calling upon the Lreasury Vepartmen or th ‘ompl 0 us throuch the medium and de ‘ , 
tion of statistics that it has not got, information in relation to other partv uow in possessi  f Cov 
acts that Congress never passed; information that it has never av obtain the whole. Ot! ; 
been the duty of any Secretary of the ‘l'reusury to compile or t ai vould be likely 1 id ‘ 2 : 

p. This resolution calls upon the Secretary for informatio nartisal f fon embrac do F 
concerning the failures of State banks, information that nev wre) “4 } no other info on « . ; 
was in the Treasury Department, that never was supposed to be | aountry as auth niin 
within the jurisdiction of that Department, that never will be in| wy. SpRINGER. Ivield mil 4 
that Department, and which, even if it could be obtained, would | , mins tic Mr. SPERRY 

inaccurate and misleading,from the fact that the sources of M tRY. Mr. Speak ng the m« res 
that information have never been accurately kept. Now, tan th the country looks to this C 3 
pose we could get a report such as is sought here. t important o l—a measure which 1 

What you wantis light, yousay. The gentleman from Maine | go tlation in relation to our banking system 
[Mr. DINGLEY] wants light; the gentleman from Indix: ystion. [ hope. is dis ed of: at it 
Mr. JOHNSON] wants light; the gentleman from L[llinois [! he sentiment of this House exp! 3 tl if 
SPRINGER] wants light. Would any data prepared under th ind if the Senat ill follow tl ( 
resolution, even if accurate, lead to any accurate conclusion : 
to the merits of State bank institutions? We all know that in ne the tal | be so amended tl th O 
the midst of their greatest power, and probably in the midst of ' oe of for at least ten vears. Oneo ost 
their greatest prosperity, an unfortunate civil war broke out remainit uestions—and it si s to me mor 
which rent asunder the Union, which separated the States, which | than the tariff— of what shall be our form of ba 
put citizens at war with each other, and through which not uestion is before the Banking Committee: that co 
only private fortunes melted az snow before the sun, but State | working fait lly upon it and will continue to wo 
banks burst, and even the credit of the United States went : it can present to this House son em which 
down until its obligations were not worth 50 cents on the dollar. | p jority of the committee shall f d in recor 
And now it is proposed to get here as data that shall guide the | ors permanent system of ban in: 

House, information concerning that period, and from a source Now, I think this House may be div on th 

that never could give accurate information on the subject. And | jnto several parties. One party would be 

this is to be our guide. In addition to the calamities that over- | national debt for the sake of continuing t tion 

took the country by reason of that war, these very institutions | gy I am not one of that party. A party i 

in the midst of their enthrallments and troubles were taxed out | +} , Government should be the only source of i 

of existence by the Gevernment of the United States. Hen o- I am notof that party either. TI 5 un 

the information sought will not be such as to lead accurately) it counts among it mbers strong and very 1 

members who are to legislate. incere in ir motives and in th otes ho 
Now, what if we were to call on the State Department for thi ious. by a of the tax on State-bank sue 

information? There is just as much law for that Department t rain into the State banks i their 1 

keep data of this sort as for the Treasury Department; there i in all t} ngth—to do it even hasti nd I ma 

just as much law for calling on the Secretary of the [nterior to | out tion and without the opportunity for 

obtain information of this sort as there is for calling on the Soc- | obtain formation (which is clearly v rea 

retary of the Treasury. Neither of these Departments has eve tion to the history of the State banking systems. 

had jurisdiction of the subject-matter and neither of them has| Now, my friend from Ten ee [Mr. MCMILLIN], n 

ever kept any compilation of the kind sought to be brought in | from Georgia [Mr. TURNE! nd me y all the other gen 

here. Who is to doit? Where are the clerks to come fro who have spoken on this question, have told you that the 

How the data obtained? of the Treasury has no jurisdiction of this subject and no 

mation upon it. I t to 1 friend from Ten 


Besides it will be utterly impossible, as has been shown here, 
to get the information within the time indicated by the gentle- 
man from Indians; and in proof of that I would, if I had time, | iss 
read a paragraph handed to me by my friend from Missouri{ Mr. | tio 
HALL], from the letter already referred to of the Secretary on } 
this subject. 








friend from Geor 





Mr. OATES. 


As my time is about to expire I can not do that. | way of suggestion? 
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Mr. SPERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. OATES. The gentlemanfrom Maine thought no inquiry 
for information had ever been rejected, I find however that in 
the last Congress, at the first session, a resolution making sim- 
ilar inquiry, but not going as far as this, introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsyivania {[Mr. DALZELL], was laid on the table 
by a yea-and-nay vote of the House. This present resolution is 
80 sweeping in itsnature that the information can not be obtained 
in any reasonable time. 

Mr. SPERRY. I think, in answer to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
the proper official to inform the House whether or not that infor- 
mation is otainable; and in that connection I do not hesitate to 
believe that the Secretary willsend promptly all the information 
that is obtainable. 

Now, further in that connection, Mr. Speaker, and for the in- 
formation of my friend from Tennessee, among others, I beg 
leave to read from this partial report, which is already made, a 
resolution which passed Congress July 10, 1832, looking to the 
compilation of information as to the condition of State banks 
throughout the country: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to lay before the 
House at the next and each successive session of Congress, copies of such 
statements or returns showing the capital, circulation, discounts, specie de- 
posits, and condition of the different State banks and banking companies, 
as may have been communicated to the Legislatures, governors, or other 
officers of the several States within the year, and made public; and where 
such statements can not be obtained, such other information as will best 
supply the deficiency. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent that five minutes 
additional time be given to the gentleman. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPERRY. In that connection, Mr. Speaker, the infor- 
mation was furnished regularly from the different States and 
embraced, for the most part, at different times all of the States 
up to 1864, when the national system of banking in connection 
with the internal revenue system had seemed to make it unneces- 
sary for State banks to render further reports. 

Mr. HALL of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to make 
a correction of his statement taken from this same document? 
On page 4 I find this language: 

‘The first report therennder was made by Secretary McLane under date of 
February 12, 1833, and stated that returns had only been received from the 
governors of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Pennsylvania, Kentucky, 
Ohio, North Carolina, Georgia, Indiana, and Arkansas, and that no reports 
had been received from the governors of the States of Connecticut, Rhode 
island, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, South Carolina, Tennes- 
see, Louisiana, Mississippi, Dlinois, Alabama, and Missouri. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I stated, after reading the reso- 
lution, that thereafter reports had been received for the most part 





from all of the States, and that I believe to be absolutely true. | 


I have not said, however, that these reports were received dur- 
ing the next year from all the States, for it would have been 
almost impossible, because at that time it is not true that all of 
the States had the information at hand ready to give. Butit has 
been compiled from time to time, and the information is scat- 


tered through various public records and reports. It contains | 
invaluable information; but it is inaccessible to any man unless | 


he devotes his individual time to search for it. 

If there isa subject on which the House needsinformation, and 
the debate discloses indeed the fact that it does need it—even 
my friend from Tennessee needs information—l say if there is a 
auestion on which we need information it is as to the system and 
operation of State banking which existed previous to the adop- 
tion of the national system. 

Mr. McMILLIN. [If the gentleman will yield to me, as I de- 


sire to get some information, for I confess my need of it, I will | 
ask the gentleman, while they were providing in this resolution | 
to ascertain the rates of interest charged by State banks, the | 
amounts lost by reason of the failure of State banks, and other | 


information of that character, why they did not also incorporate 
in the resolution a request that the Secretary of the Treasury 
should inform the House as to the rate of interest charged by 
national banks, and the losses that have been sustained by them 
or through them; also, whether they have paid their depositors 
in full, and what proportion have they paid them, and informa- 
tion of a similar character? 

Mr.SPERRY. That part ofthe resolution to which the gentle- 
man from Tennessee refers, according to my best recollection, was 


attached to the original resolution by a friend of the State bank- | 


i 





j 
| 


ing system, who said he would vote for the repeal of the tax un- | 
der all circumstances. And the only fault with the resolution is 


that it was amended by a man who claims to be a friend of the 
State banking system, and he is too sincere a man, in my judg- 
ment, to have attached that amendment, which occasions all of 
the delay now, for the sake of occasioning any delay in casting 
bis vote for the repeal of the State-bank tax and the raising 
them up again. That is my answer to the gentleman. 


I have already stated that the resolution is in my op} 
somewhat more comprehensive than it need to have been 14 
is more comprehensive than the resolution of July 10. {s 
Under that resolution information 
been furnished year by year by the Secretary of the Treas) 
down to 1864, and that information at least is information w}, 
Il am sure the House ought to have; 


which I have just read. 
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and I am likewise su 


“al, 


easum 


it is perfectly within the reach of the Secretary of the ‘I've 
and can be furnished without unreasonable delay. 


Mr. OATES. 


length of time. 


The trouble is just there, that the infor 
on which we are to act can not be furnished within a reaso) 
This resolution is so comprehensive that it 
take a great deal more time to furnish than the information y 


quired by the resolution of 1832. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 
cessible now. 
Mr. SPERRY. 


By no means, 


Mr. Speaker, in response to the suggestio 
the gentleman from Alabama, I will! state that it is not 1 


The information is more a 


HaAvlory 


Wiil 


re- 
re 


1 Ol 


ny pur- 


pose to propose any amendment to this resolution. The regoly- 
tion has been presented in good faith with a view of eliciting 


portant information. 
lam sure, tothe judgment of the House. 


It is a resolution which commends itself, 
If, however, the chair- 


man of the committee should see proper to suggest an amend- 
ment that this information shall be furnished to the House by 
the Ist day of December or the Ist day of January, or whatever time 
may suit the gentlemen now making their objections to the reso. 
lution on the score of time, it will be entirely acceptable to me, 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


adoption of this resolution. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The SPEAKER. 


will report the resolution. 
The substitute reported by the committee was again | 


I move the previous question upon the 


The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution reported by the committee as a substitute. The Cler! 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 


ayes seemed to have it. 
Upon a division, demanded by Mr. ALLEN, there were—ayes 


75, noes 44, 
Mr. ALLEN. 
Mr. SPRINGER. 


No ior 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas {5, nays 59 


not voting 199; as follows: 


Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
Boatuer, 
Boen, 


| Brawley, 


Bretz, 
srickner, 
Broderick, 
Caldwell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Il. 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Ind. 


Curtis, Kans. 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Bower, N. C. 
Cabaniss, 
Capehart, 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 


Abbott, 


Baker, Kans. 


Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Tex. 
Black, Ill. 


YEAS—495. 


Curtis, N. Y. 
Dingley, 
Dootitile, 
Draper, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Eriman, 
Forman, 
Funston, 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Hainer, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hare, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Haugen, 
Hitt, 
Holman, 
Hopkins, Il. 
Houk, Tenn. 
Hudson, 
Ikirt, 
Jobnson, Ind. 
Joy, 





Kem, 
Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Lapham, 
Layton, 
Loud, 
Lucas, 
Lynch, 
Mahon, 
Marsh, 
Martin, Ind. 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 

til 


* 





McNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Morse, 
Outhwaite, 
Page, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 


NAYS—59. 


Cobb, Mo. 
Crain, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Epes, 
Fithian, 


Hammond, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N. C. 


Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Maddox, 
Mallory, 


McCreary, Ky. 


McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Money, 
Montgomery, 


NOT VOTING—199. 


Blanchard, 
Bland. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Branch, 
Brattan, 


Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Bynum, 


Breckinridge, Ark Cadmus, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Caminetti, 


Brookshire, 
Brosius, 


Campbell, 
Chickering, 


demand the yeas and nays. 


Pence 

Pigott, 

Ray, 

Richards, Ohio 
Ritchie, 

Ryan, 

Settie, 

Shaw, 

Sipe, 

Smith, 
Somers, 
Sperry, 
Springer, 
Stone, C. W. 
Sweet. 
Talbott, Md. 
Tarsney, 
Tracey, 
VanVoorhis,Ohio 
Weadock, 
Wells, 

White, 
Wilson, Wash. 


Moses, 

Neill, 

Oates, 
Pendleton, W.Va. 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Robbins, 

Sayers, 

Strait, 

Tate, 

Terry, 

Turner, 

Turpin, 
Williams, Miss. 
Woodard. 


Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Cockrell, 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fila. 


cee 


7 


— . 
eoa aia 


eee 


a 
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Cooper, Tex. 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Covert, 
Cox 
Crawford, 
Da ! 
Daniels, 
Davey, 
Dp ' 
Del orest, 
enson, 
) ery, 
yolliver, 
onovan, 
nn, 
unphy, 
yurborow, 
munas, 
is, Ky. 
sh, 





mi 
nloe, 

hverett, 
‘ellows, 
‘jelder, 

‘itch 

‘letcher, 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 

Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 


I 
L 
] 
I 
i 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
FE 
a 
F 
I 
I 





Hager, 


ee EE 


Haines, 
Harmer, 
Harter, 

Hatch, 

Hayes, 
Heiner, 
Henderson, Ill. 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 
Hooker, Miss. 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, Ohio 
Hulick, 

Hull, 

Johnson, N. Dak. 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jones, 
Kilgore, 
Lacey, 

Lane, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 

Lilly, 

Linton, 

Lisle, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Magner, 
Maguire, 
Marshall, 
McCleary, Minn. 
McDowell, 


No quorum voting. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. LANE with Mr. CHILDS. 
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MecEttrick, 
McGann, 
McKaig, 
McLaurin, 
Meyer, 
Milliken, 
Moon, 
Morgan, 
Murray, 
Mutchler, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
O'Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 
Perkins, 
Phillips, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 


Reed, 
Reilly, 
Rey burn, 


Richardson, Mich. 


Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Shell, 
Sherman, 
Sibley, 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 


Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. 
Mr. WHEELER of Alabama with Mr. HICKS. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr. LOCKWOOD with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. HENDRIX with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. ABBOTT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. HARMER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. 


Mr. 


Mr. BLACK of Illinois with Mr. FuNK. 
Mr. SCHERMERHORN with Mr. VAN VoOoRHIS of New York. 
Mr. CORNISH with Mr. GARDNER. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


WISE with Mr. WILSON of Ohio. 
ELLIS of Kentucky with Mr. HopKINS of Pennsylvania 
DURBOROW with Mr. PERKINS. 
ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 


Mr. STEVENS with Mr. RANDALL. 


Mr. 





Sickles, 
Simpson, 
Snodgrass, 
Stallings 
Stephenson, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 
Strong, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tawney, 
Taylor, ind 


Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker 


Tyler, 
Updegraff, 
VanVoorhis, N. Y 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wheeler, Il 
W hiting, 
Williams, Il. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wise, 
Wolverton, 
W oomer, 
Wright, Mass 
Wright, Pa. 


3,ARTHOLDT. 


BLANCHARD with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. 


LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 


Mr. SIMPSON with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 


Mr. Cox with Mr. BRostrus. 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. Hopkins of Illi- 


Mr. 
nois. 
Mr. 


*RAHAM with Mr. LINTON. 


Mr. REILLY with Mr. NORTHWAY. 
Mr. BRANCH with Mr. HOOKER of New York. 
Mr. LESTER with Mr. HILBoRN. 
Mr. SICKLES with Mr. DOLLIVER. 
Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. BOWERS of California. 
Mr. GEARY with Mr. CousINs. 

Mr. CADMUS with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. FIELDER with Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 


Mr. GEISSENHAINER with Mr. WRIGHT of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BUNN with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O’NEILL of Penn- 
syivania. 

Mr. EVERETT with Mr. DRAPER. 

Mr. O’NeErn of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Until next Monday: 

Mr. COVERT with Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. 

For this day: 

Mr. McErrrick with Mr. WHITE. 

Mr, HOOKER oj Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. MUTCHLER with Mr. HAGER. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. STORER. 

Mr. FELLOWS with Mr. CHARLES W. STONE. 

Mr. McCuLLocu with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. McGANN with Mr. HULICK. 
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Mr. RAYNER with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr. REED. 

Mr. STONE of Kentucky with Mr. LAcEY. 
On this vote: 

Mr. DOCKERY with Mr. GrovutT. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL MONDAY. 
Mr. BAILEY. lIask unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from T Mr. B y] 


asks unanimous consent that an order be made that wh the 
adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday next. Witho 
objection that order will be made. 

There was no objection. 


sent 


House 


LEAVE OF 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted t 


MURRAY, for one week, on account of important business 


ABSENCE. 


\V 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. OATES to 
print in the RECORD some remarks made by him on his bill to 
repeal the 10 per cent tax on State-bank circulation 

The result of the vote by yeas and nays was then announced 
as above recorded. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SPRINGER (at 2 o’clock and 
} utes p. m.), the House adjourned until Monday, October 3 
at 12 o'clock noon. 





£ 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees 
from the consideration of the following bill 
referred as follows: 
The bill (H. R. 2500) to 


were disch irged 
which were re- 


increase the pension of Gertrude V. 
, widow of John Munroe Ross, late tenant Twenty- 
second Infantry, United States Army—the Committee on War 
Ciaims discharged,and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 1548) for the relief of William D. Bangs, grant 
ing him an honorable discharge—the Committee on Military 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 


fair 5. 


> ti + 
Ross Irst 


PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule X XII, bills of the following titl 
introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 4281) toamend an act entitled 
‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the United 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service 

By Mr. WILSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4282) to aid the 
States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Ne- 

ida, Wyoming, Colorado, South Dakota, and Minnesota to sup 

c to the Committee on the Public Lands 

\ bill (H. R. 4283) to provide for the pur- 
erection of a publie building thereon in 
to the Committee on Publie Build 


swere 
otates 


port schools of mines 

By Mr. McKAIG: 
chase of a site and the 
the city of Cumberland, Md. 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: A bill (H. R. 4284) to regul 
taking of proofs in certain land cases—to the Committee on th: 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York 
the efficiency of the militia—to the Comn 


A. bill (H. R. 4291) to p ote 
} ittee on the M tia 


satay 
PRIVATE BILLS, ETC 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
itles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ALDERSON: A bill H. it. oO ‘anting a 1 j yn 
o Ann Eads, widow of Augustus Eads—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) granting a pension to Capt. Woodson 
Blake—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R. 42° for the relief of Adams 
and Wickes—to the Committee on Military A Ss. 
By Mr. DOOLITTLE: bill (H. R. 4288) to promote Lieut. A. 
B. Wycoff, United States Navy, retired, to the rank of lie unt 
commander on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 
| By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H.R. 4289) granting a pension to 
| Catherine H. Thayer, widow of Daniel Thayer—to the ‘ nit- 


on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. POST: A bill (H. R.4290) for the relief of Druzilla J. 


i tee 
B 
| Rigg, of Macomb, Ill.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions adopted by the executive com- 
mittee of the Board of State Viticultural Commissioners, of Cali- 
fornia, favoring the retention of duties on raisins, and asking for 
the imposition of a duty of 24 cents per pound upon all Zante cur- 
rants—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memoria! of Mr. J. E. Dunn, of Washington, D. C., ask- 
ing that the gripmen and motormen of the street railroads of 
Washington be required to passan examination as to their quali- 
fications for the discharge of their duties, and for the appoint- 
ment of an inspector—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Memorial of the Afro-American Legal Fra- 
ternity, relating to the general welfare of their race—to the Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Remonstrance of 138 workers on iron and 
steel plates in Coatsville, Pa., against any change in the tariff, 
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because present agitation has depressed industries and reduced | 


wages—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, October 28, 1893. 
[ Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1898.) 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate resumes its session. 
The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (H.R.1) to repeala part of an act, 
approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the pending question is on the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS. | 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 
rum present 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

‘The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Mr. President, I think there is no quo- 


Allen. Dubois, Mc Millan, Sherman, 
Berry, Faulkner, Manderson, Smith, 
Blackburn, rye, Mills, Stewart, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Butler Gorman, Morrill, Teller, 
Caffery, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
Carey, Harris, Palmer, Vest, 
Cockrel , Higgins, Peffer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hill, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Hoar, Pettigrew, White, La. 
Daniel, Hunton, Power, Woicott. 
Davis, Kyle, Quay, 

Dixon, Lindsay, Ransom, 

Do!ph, Lodge Roach, 


Mr. DIXON. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] is 
detained by the serious illness of a member of his family. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-three Senators have answered 
to their names, A quorum is present, 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. ¥ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
may now consider the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further ur- 
gent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for 
other purposes. It is a very short bill, and will only take a few 
minutes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Appropriations with amendment. 

The first amendment was, on page 2, after line 13, to insert: 

Light-house at Solomon’s Lump, Virginia: That the Light-House Board 
be, and is hereby, authorized to use, so far as may be necessary, for the re- 
establishment of the Solomon's Lump light-house, in addition to the amount 
appropriated therefor, any wnexpended balance of the appropriation for 


the reconstruction of the Wolf Trap light-house that may remain after this 
last-named light-house shall have been reéstablished. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 21, to insert: 

World's Columbian Exposition: Thata diplomaof honorable mention may 
be conferred upon designers, inventors, and expert artisans who have as- 


sisted in the production and perfection of such exhibits as are awarded 
diplomas in the World’s Columbian Exposition or are formally commended 


~ 
x 
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by the director-general thereof; and authority is hereby given tot 
of Lady Managers of the World’s Columbian Commission, acting 
tion with the Associated American Exhibitors, to present said 

honorable mention to said designers, inventors, and expert 

ever a certificate is filed with said Board of Lady Managers | 
who has received a medal and diploma or the formal comm: 
director-general setting forth the name or names of design 
and expert artisans who have assisted in the production an 
the exhibits for which said medals and diplomas were aw 
mendation made, the aggregate expense thereof not to exc: 
paid from the sum of $100,000 appropriated by an act approved } 
making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Go 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, for t 
of judges, examiners, and members of the committees to be 

the Board of Lady Managers as authorized by section 6 of a1 

April 25, 1890, authorizing the World’sColumbian Expositio1 


i} 








|} ing money therefor 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 49, ¢ 
SENATE. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 52, 1 

or payment to R. R. Quay for salary as clerk from March 1 
1898, $500.33 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 55, to 

To pay clerks to Senators and per diem clerks to committ« 
the service of the Senate during the recess of the Fifty 
under resolution of the Senate of September 30, 1890, $22,08 


Mr. DOLPH. Before that amendmentis adopted | 





| call the attention of the Senate toit. On the 30th d 
| tember, 1880— 


tingent Expenses of the Senate. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con 
to whom was referred the r 
mitted by Mr. MORGAN on the 23th instant, reported the folloy 
tute; Which was considered by unanimous consent, and agre 

‘* Resolved, That the per diem clerks to the committees of t) 
the clerks to Senators be retained in the service of the Senate 
coming recess, and that the Secretary of the Senate is hereby) 
and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate t 
now allowed such clerks by law during the sessions of the Sen 

[t will be remembered that that session was very long; 
not terminate until the Ist day of October. The clerks o 
mittees and secretaries of Senators, and everybody « 
with the Senate had had a very long and tedious sessi: 
business of Senators had got in arrears and it was necess:1 
Senators to have clerical assistance here after the ad journm 
For that reason the Senate adopted the resolution, a 
diem clerks and secretaries to Senators were retained in si 

It turned out that there was not a sufficient amount in th: 
tingent fund to pay for the salaries of the clerks and secret 
The first time the opportunity was offered the Senate | 
upon an appropriation bill an amendment for the payment o 
clerks and secretaries. It was a bill to supply a deficiency i: 
appropriation for public printing and binding for the first 
of the fiscal year 1591, and for other purposes. The Senator fi 
Maine [Mr. HALE], who is a member of the Committee on 
propriations, in submitting the conference report on that b 
and stating that the other House refused to agree to the ame! 
ment for the payment of Senate clerks and secretaries, said: 

The House conferees were so positive upon this matter and would yield 
no suggestion on the part of the Senate conferees, that at last the Sen: 
conferees, seeing that the important deficiencies in the bill were being he 
up and that the Public Printing Office was in trouble because of the dela 
gave way, but with the notification that the whole subject would come 
again on the iegislative appropriation bill, where an attempt will be m 
to settle the question upon the basis of a reasonable annual salary to t! 
per diem clerks. I may add that any one who reads the RECORD will | 
that when the report was presented in the other House it was there st: 
that members of the House must understand that this did not involv 
permanent recession on the part of the Senate but that the House m 
prepared to consider the question upon the next appropriation bill. 

1t is for these reasons that the majority of the conferees on the par 
Senate, being very desirous that the Printing Office should be relieve 
{ts trouble and that this appropriation bill should go through, gave wa 
the present. The whole matter will come up, undoubtedly, on the legis 
appropriation bill, and in the next deficiency appropriation bill the | 
ular items that are out here will be considered more fully inconnection 
other deficiencies. I do not think it wise to prolong the contest upo: 
bill in view of the condition of the Printing Office. 


The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], a member of 
committee, said: 


I desired the Senator in charge of the conference report to make the e: 
nation, because 1 was unable as a member of the conference committ 
agree to the report, for the reasons stated, that Ifelt that the Senate 
a moral and legal obligation to provide the funds for the payment 
clerks who were employed between the adjournment of the last sessio 
the Ist of October andthe beginning of the pres nt session, They have | 
formed the service and are entitled to compensation for it; and in t! 
sence of the senior Senator from iowa [Mr. ALLISON], I declined to agr 
the conference report. Lamglad the question is to be kept up in t! 
the conferees have placed it. I shall not, therefore, antagonize this pa 
ular report. 


The Senate Committee on Appropriations did, in asubseu 
bill, as I recollect, place this amendment and it was agreed to 
by the Senate, but it was lost in conference. 

The pending bill, I understand, provides means to pay clerks 
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ae acne a 
of members of the other branch of Congress, and it appears to oe er of pod wy shall deem proper: o tras suave it 
me as a very appropriate bill upon which to place this matter. | piinois: f led. Tha : oa eo 
I am very glad the Committee on Fe ar eis as aN various bureaus of the ; 
the amendment. I hope it will be adopted, and when it is adopted | t) eo a iemy 
I hope it will be insisted on. ‘ be . oe aaa ; 

[ consider it as dishonest for the Senate longer to decline to | | Mr. H ALE. 1] irst, the reason why I | 
pa this compensation. I regard it not onlyas a legal and mot | | jution to pass to-day 1 t 
obligation, as stated by the Senator from Missouri, but I fe« be pa i there, and it ought all to 
that I am legally bound so far as | am interested in it tosee that | ton closes, he Senator kr 
: itis paid. The work was performed, and, as I said on another In answet to his objection that it 
' occ sion, Mm ny of the young men who stayed here and pei ormed will state t Lat it only a 
this duty borr ywed money, as | happen to know, to pay thei x- | I it ( f brick nd 1 tar yas a 
penses during the time, and they have never yet been able to | battles hin It i no me to the G 
' y it. > Wit. fi NINLS til not ut 
r . Me HALE. As the Senator from Or gon quoted from some- Mr. HALE No s sim 
thir which I said in a pr vious Congress when this provision Mr. HA LRIS. I haven 
; was considered, I merely want to say to him that he does nm explanation. 
F n Mae ene O00 trouble about the attitude of the S« Mr. HALE tl I 
ate inthis matter. It has committed itself more than once to | 1t would satl | ) 
t) 3; proposition. But the trouble will lie inanother body. A recely 
that can be expected is that the representatives of the Senate in ) 
co ‘ence will uphold the wishes of the body to every re 1 I 3 V t I 
able extent. I shall hope that when it comes up in conferen , 
the other House will yield; but if there is any trouble it will be So nobody objects, 
there, not here. Mr. MANDERSO oO 
7 Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, I have some knowledge of | take made by the Senator ler 
the point which is under discussion and have had from the start. | guage of the joint resolution, wl LY 
I most heartily concur in the views expressed by the Senator | of the bat hips Indian Lt 
from Oregon. I know there was great injustice and inequity | It may b base imitation; 
practiced toward cer tain employés of this body. If there isany- | The language ought to be « 
thing on which the Senate, as any other deliberative body, should Mr. HALE, Thi 
keep its honor cleur and its contracts sound and pure it is inr 5] g book the S tor and I studied in 
gard to those whom we employ here in our service. t a facsimile is a close i tion 
[ not only express my appreciation to the Committee on Ap- | tation as can be got oul rick and } \ 
propriations, but earnestly hope that they will find it in the to get rid of it, the lllinois people : 
ower to enforce with the other branch of Congress our rights. | what itis worth; and 1 » nobody v 
There has been a good deal of talk rece nt y about Senatoria Mr. CULLOM. If] ma e 
rights. One of the highest rights of this body is to pay its em- | I will state that this ship, : 
ployés honestly for the work they perform. That is one of the | mortar and poss bly sor { . 
rights which I hope will never be yielded under any circum- | vaiue to anybody if turne to the D 
stances. the materila!s that might b tten out 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th ould cost more to do that tl th 
amendment of the committee. _ There is: naval reserve, an Illin 
‘he amendment was agreed to. | in our State, which cou'd ut t 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the | quarters, perhaps to some purpo d 
amendments were concurred in. interest to the people of the Ws co 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to tood there has attracted almost as : 
be read a third time. else connected with th eat Ex) tio 
The bil! was read the third time, and passed. people in the West tl 
should remain thers 
MODEL BATTLESHIP ILLINOIS. Mr. HARRIS if ¢ x ' 1 ' 
: Mr. HALE. With the leave of the Senator from Indiana - | muss, I will say that ! ot only w t 
Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. to the State of Illinoi it if the Set lesit ! 
Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Naval Affairs a uld agree to pay the State something to ta i 
joint resolution, and I ask that it may be put upon its passage. fr. CULLOM. We do not 
The joint ceded (S. R. 36) transferring the exhibit of the | Mr. President. 
Navy Department, known as the model battleship Illinois, to the The VICE-PRESIDENT. T! oint 
State of Illinois, as a naval armory for the use of the naval mil- | Senate as in Committe» of the V | 
itia of the State of Illinois on the termination of the World’s The joint resolution w reported to 
Columbian Exposition, was read twice by its title. amendment, ordered to b o} for a t} 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no objection the joint | the third time, and passe 
resolution is before the Senate as in Committees of the Whole, 
and will be read at length. 

2 Mr. HARRIS. I did not understand the Senator from Maine | 


Mr. VOORHEES introduced a 1 (S. 1135 


to ask that the bill be now considered. to Mrs. Katharine rodd ¢ ose a Mata = 
Mr. HALE. Yes: I take it that it will give rise to nodebat title and referred to the Committee on Pen 
Mr. HARRIS. I beg to say to the Senator that I think the PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION 
bill as reported had better be printed and go over until the next Che Senate, as in Committee of the W 
legislative day. side tion of the bill (H.R. 1) to repeal a partof ar 
pie The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there ol jection to the present | July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act directing th ( ‘ 
as consideration of the joint resolution? bullion and the issue of Treasury notes reo t ‘ 
¢ Mr. HALE. After a little explanation perhaps the Senator | purposes,” the pending que e on t 
em will not insist upon its going over. posed by Mr. PERKINS. 
¥ Mr. HARRIS. I have notinterposed an objection, but I make | Mr: WOLCOTT. Mr. President, yesterda hat 
Ps the suggestion to the Senator. I confess that I should like to | amendment to the bill which would give | n 
se see the bill in print, and I should like to know upon what exact | lost,1 great majority of the Senate voting against ( 
; ground it is that we are to turn over a naval! vessel, if it bea ves- | amendments will meeta like fat Chey are only good in that they 
sel of the navy, to any one of the States of the Union. are better than unconditional repeal, and it seems idle to go 
Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator. First, I ask the Secre- | through the formof voting uponthem. lam indifferent w] ‘ 
tary to read the joint resolution as reported. Then the Senator | | voteuponthem or not. Someof them have been introd : 
will see what it includes. Senators who intend voting for unconditional repeal, and the 
The ees read the joint resolution, as follows: ; amendments may save for them something of the appearance of 
Resolved, efc., That on the termination of the World's Columbian Exposi- | things. Nobody is really deceived, however, as to who are the 


tion at Chic “ed Lll., in November, 1893, the exhibit of the Navy Department | friendsof bimetallism. The courseof debate and the 
of the United States Government, better known as the model battleship 

Illinois, a facsimile of the battleships Indiana, Massachusetts, and Oregon, 
With such of her boats, equipments, and appurtenances now on exhibition 


1 


terday have given us the names, and these additional ro] 
serve to emphasize the defeat which the cause of silver has s 
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cess. We have met overwhelming and disastrous defeat, and 
the reasons are not far to seek. 

The fight for silver has failed because Democratic support and 
Republican encouragement have been withdrawn. 

The true situation has never been understood by the public; it 
has never developed on this floor; it has never been exposed to 
the light. 

There has been talk of closure, and Senators across the Cham- 
ber have leaped into sudden reputation by advocating it; have 
posed as if they were each a Columbus discovering some new 
land, or an ingenious and adventurous spirit who had found a 
clew to the Senate maze; they are lauded by ametropolitan press 
as men who were to be saviors of their country, and unsavory 
criticism and bitter denunciation have changed and blended into 
acclamations and praise. 

Why, Mr. President,even the newest Senator here must have 
understood perfectly that closure as applicable to this measure 
was an impossibility; that it could find no foothold or abiding 
place in this Chamber. These arguments have been for the 
gallery. for a gullible public. 

lor my own part I should be delighted to see it enacted. We 
have from the first inviteda vote upon itsadoption. The majority 
will need it later. It will not beso ardently pressed by thisside 
of the Chamber in the winter months when the repeal of the 
election law and tariff revision come up for passage. When that 
delectable time shall come the silver State Senators will no 
longer be the “goats.” While we may not be able to emulate 
the subserviency recently displayed by this side toward the Ad- 
minisiration, we shall hope to exhibit our earnest desire for 
progress in legislation by taking to heart the lesson which has 
been taught us, and by lending our presence at all hours for a 
quorum and a vote. 

The open and avowed sentiment of the large majority of this 
body is against the introduction here of the previous question or 
of any other form of closure. That majority believes that the 
privilege of free discussion is a safeguard which should not be 
removed, and thai while delays may arise because of the right 
of unlimited debate, yet the sum of the gain it brings is infinitely 
greater than any inconvenience which may be occasioned. Nor 
does the dignity of the Senate suffer by this right of debate. 
This Senate loses its dignity, Mr. President, whenever it be- 
comes the simple mouthpiece of the Executive will, and when it 
y — to influences which should have no share in shaping leg- 
islation. 


No, Mr. President, it may as well be understood that the va- | 


purings here and elsewhere about closure have had no sort of 
influence on the result of this debate; and I state without fear 
of successful contradiction that nobody who has advocated it had 
the slightest idea that it would pass, even if there should have 
been no discussion respecting the proposed change in the rules. 

iver since this measure was first reported, the opposition to 
it has been based solely upon the belief that unconditional re- 
peal, unaccompanied by affirmative legislation, would bring suf- 
fering and disaster to the whole country, and not upon the de- 
struction of the welfare and prosperity of the silver States only, 
which would necessarily follow the passage of the bill. It was 
from the outset distinctiy understood thatif the support of friends 
on the other side of the Chamber should be withdrawn, while 
we folt that an irreparable wrong would be inflicted upon us by 
unconditional repeal, we should nevertheless cease to oppose the 
vote. The time has come when we are left alone. Party exi- 
gency and other controlling motives have led to an acquiescence 
by the other side in the inevitable result. There is not the 
slightest criticism to be offered to such a conclusion. For two 
months we have fought together for the maintenance of the 
double standard, and we have lost. 

Some of the criticism to which we have been subjected by 
Democratic Senators is misplaced. We have been told by some 
of them that our course has been obstructive and revolutionary. 
This sounds droll to those of us who witnessed the contest over 
the force bill. Senators who are vaguely understood now to 
favor closure, and who have denounced us, filed out solemnly, 
again and again, into the cloak rooms, or ensconced themselves 
in committee rooms to avoid aiding to make a quorum. That 
struggle lasted as long as has this, and the organization of speak- 
ers and the machinery of contest were periectly equipped and 
oiled. A Senator on the other side has spoken critically of the 
speech of the Senator from Nebraska because it occupied fifteen 
hours. I remember one speech on the force bill, that of the Sen- 
atorfrom West Virginia, which consumed twelve hours. The dis- 
tinction between the two is slight, and the able address of the 
Senator from Nebraska will not suffer by comparison with any 
other, long or short, which has been uttered in this Senate. 

I do not refer to these force-bill days by way of criticism, but 
only to emphasize the fact that fine distinctions breed nice dif- 
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fered. We came here buoyed by hopeand confident of final suc- | ferences, and to insist that in view of the few months that } 
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ave 


passed since that somewhat memorable event, and the character 


| of that contest, the utterances of some of the Southern Senators 


have been uncalled for and out of place. Most of them stoog 


nobly by their Western brothers, but a few of them dey. loped 
bitter hostility towards our section and our interests. We who 
are from States where silver is produced claim and have claimed 
no especial consideration growing out of the fate of that meas. 


ure, but I confess we had expected that the struggle for ye. 
istence which we have made on this floor would bring us 
pathy and not denunciation from representatives of a 


VY @x- 


5ym- 


ectio 
which not long ago made an appeal on similar grounds, and aid 
| not make itin vain. [I have not been many years in public life. 
| Mr. Presideng, but I have been here long enough to hear us de. 
| nounced by certain Southern Senators as obstructionists, because 
we stood for the vital interests of our people, as well as for what 
we conceived to be for the interests of the whole country: long 
enough to hear it proposed that the doors of the Senate should 
be opened to expel a Senator who, in the exercise of his consti. 
tutional rights, sought by withholding his vote to postpone, if 
only for a day, the dire suffering which must be inflicted upon 
his State by the passage of this bill. 
One Senator attempted to hold up the Senator from Kansas to 
ridicule, and told us that those of us who stood for the double 
| standard were following that Senator and the doctrines of his 
| party. Mr. President, the Populist party hold tenets to which 





| * * * : . * 99 
addictus jurare in verba magistri. 
| to recant the utterances of former years, or found it expedient 





I can not lend my approval, and many of its doctrines seem to me 
to be wild and visionary. I would infinitely rather stand, how- 
ever, in the place of the Senator from Kansas than in that of the 
Senator who made him the target for hisderision. The Senator 
from Kansas, at least, swears in the words of no master, ‘' 3 
Nor has he felt called upon 


to change front on this great question. And however much some 


| of us may hereafter differ with the Senators who belong to the 


Populist party, the sincerity and courtesy and ability which 
they have displayed in this contest entitle them to the gratitud 
and esteem and respect of every man who believes that the pros- 


| perity of our country must rest upon the standard of silver as 


well as of gold. 


The course and period of this debate, long as it has been, have 
been supported from its commencement by a majority of this 
Chamber. There has never been a moment when we h:ive not 


been encouraged to continue by a clear preponderance in num- 
bers of the members of this body. Democratic Senators have 
told us that they must vote against us, but that we must win in 
the end. Over here on this side we have been assured t! 


| threatened interference with the tariff was the real cause of ex- 


isting troubles. For a time we were encouraged to act as a 
buffer to the threatened appearance of the bill to repeal the 
election law,and throughout there has been hofe that we might 
succeed in order that while the struggle lasted the inability of 
the Democracy, the dominant party, to control the action of the 
Senate might be used to its discredit; and that should a settle- 
ment be forced odium might be cast upon the Democratic party 
for suffering or permitting it. Except, however, as we might be 
used as an instrument of party political success in the Eastern 
States, we have been, with the exception of the support of the 
courageous Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], abso- 
lutely friendless on this side of the Chamber, and all talk of 
sympathy for our section has been a pretense and a sham. 

When there is a national election we are coddled and consid- 
ered; we are invariably given a beautiful plank in the party 
platform, and in national conventions we are treated with con- 
sideration. At all other times, and on all other occasions, our 
interests are treated with contempt. When some question of 
the tariff arises we are urged to stand with the party which made 
labor free and seeks to ennoble it. When some mud bar at tide 
water in Connecticut or Oregon or Delaware is to be removed, 
or some unknown estuary of the sea made navigable, we are 
urged to stand by the flag and an appropriation. When we hesi- 
tate about the exclusion of foreign-built ships from home protec- 
tion and ownership appeals are made to our patriotism. But 
whenever the welfare of our own States is involved we are treated 
with contumely and disdain. Out of all the millions of annua! 
appropriations no dollar blesses our great section, and now you 
are to deprive itof its chief industry because a contracted cur- 
rency appeals to Eastern greed and meets British approval. We 
are not to be driven from the Republican party. We believe 
that we stand for its truest principles; but for one I am tired, 
heartily tired, of the policy which is being followed of using us 
when we are needed and treating the reasonable and proper 
claims of our people with scorn and neglect. [Manifestations of 
applause in the galleries. | 

The immediate contest, Mr. President is practically ended, 
and the purchasing clause of the Sherman act will be uncondi 
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tionally repealed. Tbe real struggle has only begun, however, 





stal and a standard of value. Some of us may give place to 


n > } . 
othe rs as the fight progresses, but whoever shall represent ou! 
States will stand ready to sacrifice everything that life holds | 


dear in the battle for the interests of the people. 

Ror Colorado these are grave days. I speak only for my own 
I am advised that an adjoining State, Wyoming, desires 
The Senator from Minnesota made proffer of its vote, 
and his authority has not been questioned. But I know my 
own people, and | know as no other member of this Senate ex- 
cept my colleague can know, the import and meaning to ‘ olo- 
rado of the vote which shall be had upon this measure. We 
came into the Union of States in the centennial year, and in the 
laxy of Commonwealths we are usually known as the Centen- 
nial State. We were fitted for statehood by population and re- 
gources. Our people came from all the States in the Union; 
they found a desert; they have made it a garden. They were 
encouraged to search for the precious metals, and they poured 
millions of gold and silver into your Treasury. 
cities, founded schools and colleges, erected churches, and estab- 
lished happy and peaceful and contented homes. 

The action you contemplate is as if youshould take a vast and 
fertile area of Eastern lands, destroy the structures upon it, and 
sow the ground with salt, that it might never again yield to the 
hand of the husbandman, 
for us. 
mountains, and compels the abandonment of hamlets and of towns 
that but yesterday were prosperousand populous. 
our hands to new pursuits and seek other means of livelihood. 


State. 
repeal. 


oa 


We shall not eat the bread of idleness, and under the shadow of | 


our eternal hills we breed only good citizens. The wrong, how- 
ever, which youare inflicting upon us is crueland unworthy, and 
the memory of it will return to vex you. Out of the misery of it 
all, her representatives in this Senate will be always glad to re- 
member that they did their duty as God gave them the vision to 
see it. [Applause in the galleries. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires to remind occu 
pants of the galleries that manifestations of approval or disap 
proval are in violation of the rules of the Senate, and if the of- 





fense be repeated it will be the duty of the Chair to have the | 


galleries cleared. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
and the Senators from the other silver-producing States have my 
profound sympathy. Iam perhaps more familiar tlian most Sen- 
ators with the region of country from which they come. I have 
traversed every State and Territory in what are known as the sil- 
ver-mining regions; I have beheld and admired the grand scen- 
ery and the broad plains, and I could foresee the undeveloped 
resources of the future. I knew then, as I know now, that this 
magnificent country of ours, better, far better, than the moun- 
tain country of Europe, was destined to be a great, growing, and 
powerful portion of our nation. 

I admire the ability, the tenacity, and the courage with which 
the Senators from that region have conducted this contest, as 
they call it, for their local interest, the interest of silver min- 
ing. Noman questions their ability, no man could either have 
heard or read the appeal made last evening by the senior Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] or the eloquence of my young 
friend on my right[Mr. WoLcortT], in behalf of the interest of 
their people, without being moved. 


If this were a thing which could be granted by favor; if this | 


were a question which did not seriously involve the greatest 
interests of our country, 
peals, and grant them all they ask. The cost of their silver 
would be comparatively nothing to the Government of the United 
States. It is only because we believe that the further purchase 


of silver and making it the standard of value in our country | 


would work irreparable injury to the business of the whole 
country, and to the wages and property of every citizen of the 
land, that we can not respond to their wishes. We believe that 


to adopt the policy they propose would be to degrade our money | 


by lowering its purchasing power and producing all the dire re- 
sults which have been pointed out. 

_ The debate on our sideof this question has not been conducted 
insuch voluminous terms, and long speeches have not been pre- 
sented; yet the ground of our opposition to the measures pro 
posed in behalf of free coinage is not on account of our want of 
desire to do anything 
States they represent; 
it without sacrificing the interests of the entire people of the 
United States. 

The silver mining interest, although important to the people 
whom these Senators represent in the mining region of the 
country, is not nearly as important as they think; it is a com* 
paratively small industry; it does not compare with any of the 
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They built | 


These are indeed grave and sad days | 
Your action drives our miners from their homes in the | 


We shall turn | 


Mr. President, the Senators from Colorado | 


we should willingly yield to their ap- | 


we can for our fellow Senators and for the | 
but it is because we believe we can not do 
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great industries which underlie the riches and the wealth and 
and will not end until silver shall be rehabilitated as a money | the production of our country 


wheat, and the 
almost innumerable products I might name, which are immeas- 


cotton, corn, 


} urably more valuable in their annual supply than silver can be. 
After all, it isonly fifty or sixty miilion ounces of silver which 
are yearly taken out of the earth, and itis tl nterest that we 
are appealed to to protect, even though in subs tuting that silver 
for the standard of money in our country we detach o ves 
from all the commercial nations, separate ourselves a r 
standard of value from all the Christian people of the world « 
cept only in North and South America, and join the old ns, 
| India and China and the South American Stutes. 
| I beg the Senators who come from the silver-producing es 
| to feel on this subject asI do. It is not that we desire to injure 
| them; itis not that we do not admire their courage; w k¢ 
| pride in their efforts, but we think, on the whole, it is nm i 
to adopt silver 1s the stanaard of value and the only stan Lo 
value in this country. 
Why, Mr. President, have not parties in the North and par- 
ties in the South, Senators Republican and Senators Democratic, 
| joined in endeavoring to establish by experiment whet! Wwe 
co prevent the further depreciation of silver. Wel! l 
two experiments, which have cost the Government of the | d 
| States more than $100,000,000. If we should ‘mpt to s 
ver we have purchased under the laws [I shall mention, we ild 
lose out of the nockets « f the people this en rmouss mi OL me 
Why? Because with all of our effort, with : of o eri 
| ments, with all the officers of the Government aiding them to 
the extent of their power, so far as I know, we have shown that 
it is impossible for the United States of America to pre 18 
depreciation of silver bullion, and it has gone steadily down, 
| down, down. 
he Bland-Allison act, as it was known, was an experi tin 
itself. For twelve years we continued that experiment with a 
constantly losing market year by year, and thearticle we bough 
| dey iating in value. It was measured by millions and of 
| millions. So at the end of that » we wanted to make anothe 
|} experiment in order to try another way by which we could pre 
| vent the depreciation of silver. We did it. The me Wis 
| calle i the Sherman law, although I was the lastmanont! ide 
of the Chamber to agree to it, because I feared the exp ent 
and feared that with the enormous purchase o 00,000 ces 
of silver bullion a month we could not maintain the price of sil- 
ver, but I yielded, because.I wished to see the experiment tried. 
[did hope and did believe that the purchase by the United ites 
of all the silver mined in this country—for that was th ount 
of it—would prevent the depreciation of silver, but it did no It 
depreciated more and more, and we lost more and more 
wo years after that act was passed, for which I vot nd 
Aca st which every member on the other side of the Ch er 
voted, I saw that the experiment had been fairly tried and that 
we must stop purchasing silver or we should stranded upon 
the single silver basis, detached from all the European nitions, 
by having silver alone, a constantly depreciating com ty, on 
| our hands in immense sums, forced to buy and to tak sil- 
ver of the world, and urged by the constant demand of Senators 
| from the silver-producing States to attempt the free coi of 
| silv *. They insisted, and the honorable Senator from Colo 
rado|Mr. TELLER], with the frankness which always character 
izes him, while he voted for that bill, did not give up | im 
| and his demand for the free coinage of silv: 


At the end of that two years [ became satisfied that it was 


+4 






wrong tocontinue the purchase of silver bullion at this oss. 
Other Senators around me were of the same opinion. tro- 
| duced a bill here with that end in view. It was voted ainst 
by all our friends on the other side of the Chambei e are 
not, as I said the other day, new converts on this subject. We 
tried the experiment at the cost of many million dol to the 
| people of the United States. We tried to stop that experiment, 
| and failed. We took our position long before Mr. ‘ id 
| hecame P eside nt of the United States. But our friends on th 
other side were not satisfied. They thought thee 1ent 
( ught to be continued. 
Finally we met here, after failures whic nvolved °C 
| losses to our people, after the suspension of many bra 3 of 
dustry, arising, as they said, out of tl tha l be 
compelled to continue our silver purchases and go to t rle 
silver standard. We were told bv the Pres it of th ited 
States that the first thing to b aone was to op the pur ise of 
silver bullion. We had thought that two years ago and so voted. 
We were ready to say ‘‘Amen!” atonce to the President of the 
United States, because that was coming to the position that we 
had occupied for the last two years. Wewere ready, therefore, 
to vote for the suspension of the purchase of silver bullion. 





Then it was, while our friends around us here, who had been 
standing for silver, said we were striking a blow at silver, after 
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we had been buying more and more silver and losing more and 
more, until it was feared that the nation would become bank- 
rupt by the continued purchase of silver bullion, and all our in- 
dustries would be disturbed. What could we do? Must we go 
on and buy silver more and more, with the certainty that it 
would bring us to a single standard of silver? Feeling, as we 
have, that it was wronging our laboring people whose wages are 
now measured by the best kind of coin, coin of the highest value, 
we could not do otherwise, sir, than we have done. 

I have sympathized with these gentlemen. Ilikethem. Iad- 
mire them. My friend from Nevada {Mr. JONES] is full of ideas 
floating airily upon the wing, and listening to him one could 
very easily fall in his wake. But now the stern fact remains 
that if we maintain the purchase of silver freely then we become 
a silver standard country, a monometallic state. But that they 
would not like at all. Gold would be hoarded and kept by all 
Christian and civilized nations of the world, and by far the great- 
est power now upon this little globe of ours, the United States 
of America, composed of free men, women, and children, with 
all its boundless resources, must follow the example of these 
states that are not so rich, not 80 populous, not so powerful as we. 

What was the best thing to be done? We sympathized with 
these gentlemen when they told us their troubles. God knows 
I do, and that I will do anything to helpthem. ButIdo believe 
now that as the result of the suspension of silver purchases, sil- 
ver will be used more and more and ought to be used more and 
more. We have now $677,000,000, according to the statistics. of 
silver in existence in our country. We never had as much be- 
fore. When coinage was free we never had over $50,000,000 of 
silver in existence at one time. Now we have $677,000,000 in 
sight. Have wenotdone that much towardshelping them? Can 
we co more? 

I think we could domore. I believe that by a free issue of 
what are called the minor coins, or the fractional coins, rather, 
we could probably float many millions more of silver bullion 
which could be used to the fullest extent possible, because that 
kind of coin can not go out of the country« It is freely taken by 
every man in this country not because it is not worth its value, 
gold value, but because it is convenient, the people desire it, and 
the people like it. 

There is the condition. If these Senators will only delay their 
jeremiads for awhile and wait a ye.r or two, they will find 
thatthe end of the world has not come because we have stopped 
the coinage of silver; that silver mining will go on; that Colo- 


rado, with her undeveloped resources of gold. copper, lead, and | 
many Other metals, will prosper; and that the good people of | 
Colorado, now frightened out of their wits because they have | 


lost one of their industries, will find ample freedom for the exer- 


cise of their faculties in the development of their soil and in the | 


development of their mines. 

Sir, the United States of America ought to encourage every 
interest in every part of our country. But it ought not to en- 
courage those interests to the destruction of any interest of the 
people of the United States. I am one of those who believe in 


the broadest protection to every American industry. If I had | 


my way I would, by reasonable tariff duties, build up every in- 
dustry in our country that could be carried on with safety and 
with profit. If silver-mining industry could be carried on with- 
out endangering the standard of value upon which all our com- 
merce and industries rest, I should be very willing to see it car- 
ried on. 

Mr. President, perhaps I have said all that is necessary to be 
said. I do not want our friends here on this side, or the Popu- 
lists, with whom I do not agree, to feel hurt because we have not 
been converted by their long speeches. Idonot complain of the 
length of their speeches, because I could always retire outside of 
the Chamber when I did not caretohearthem. But, Mr. Presi- 
dent, we can not indulge in any of these phantasies when the 
general interests of the people of the United States are involved. 
Nor will I now repeat the arguments in regard to the con- 
tinued free coinage of silver and its disturbance of all the in- 


dustries now existing and to be created, because that would be | 


only renewing the debate. 

There are, however, one or two things to which I desire espe- 
cially to call the attention of Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber. I doubt very much whether the bill, when we pass 
it, will meet the expectations of many people who probably 
have made a bugaboo of the purchase of silver to disturb their 
dreams o' nights. I believe that it is necessary to superadd to 
this measure proposed by the honorable Senator from Indiana 
other measures even more vitally important than this. He does 
not desire, however, to have an amendment oltered, and, after 
thinking the matter over and giving it careful attention, I believe 
it would not be wise to offer any proposition of a new character, 
raising other questions of doubt and dispute with reference to 
this bill, because this having been fairly discussed, there is now 
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no longer any ground for argument upon this bill, an 
duce new subjects might open up new debate. 

But it is absolutely necessary, in my judgment 
legislation be had in reference to the fund on hand f 
tenance of resumption, and also to haveaclear co: , 
that fund. I believe that the fund at this moment j 4 
trary to the provisions of existing law. It is nec 
that attention should be called to this subject. 

The provisions of existing law are very familiar 

In 1875, after a stormy and tumultuous debate in by; 
of Congress, it was finally concluded that it was b 
for the resumption of specie payments and bring o 
to par in coin. Then a bill was passed, a copy of whi 
before me, and which provided for the accumulation « 
and bullion in certain proportions up to a certain d 
provided that in order to raise this fund the Sec 
Treasury was authorized to issue bonds of acertain | 
scription, set out in the law, in the refunding act, as it 
Under that act the then Secretary of the Treasury did 
to the amount of #95,000,000 in coin, and thus secu: 

a basis for the maintenance of the resumption of | 
notes, and for no other purpose whatever. For pur; 
curacy, [ will read a portion of this law to the 
Senate, and call their attention to its construction: 

And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to prepare 
the redemption in this act authorized or required, he is a 
any surplus revenues from time to time in the Treasury, not « 
propriated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less tha: 
either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States « 
act of Congress, approved July i4, 1870. entitled ‘‘An act to a 
funding of the national debt,” with like qualities, privileges 
tions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into full effec 
the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. 

That is, for the purposes of maintaining our notes at 
coin. On the Ist of January, 1579, there was in the T: 
the United States $140,000,000 with which to pay Unit: 
notes; $40,000,000 of this, however, was necessary for +] 
expenses of the Government. It has become the rule i 
ministration of a great Government like ours, that it 
sary always to have in the Treasury an amount of m« 
cient for paying the expenses of a month. $30,000,(0 
000,000, whatever it may be, because, as the expen 
not equally distributed throughout the year. somet 
necessary to have more on hand and sometimes less. ‘I 
| called the resumption fund, was not only intended 
| resumption, but it was a fund from which the ordinar 





of the Government were drawn. 

In 1882 Congress took up the matter and determin 
was wise to separate the resumption fund from the ordin 
for the payment of current expenses. In a section whic! 
before me, passed in 1882, as an amendment to one of th: 
priation bills, there is a provision that the resumpti 
should consist of money received from the sale of bon 
should not exceed $100,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What act is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The act of 1882. Here is the exact | 
sion: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to 
gold coin with the Treasurer or assistant treasurers of the United S 
insums not less than $20, and to issue certificates therefor in denominat 
of not less than $20 each, corresponding with the denominations of Un 
States notes. 

Then there is this proviso: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall suspend the i 
| such gold certificates whenever the amount of gold coin and gold bul! 
| the Treasury resarved for the redemption of United States notes fa! 
| $100,000,000, 

Although this is somewhat blind in its language, yet it 
| always been construed by the Treasury Department that t 
| 





a fund specially set aside for the maintenance of the resum] 
of specie payments, and can not be used for any other p 
whatever. 

A question arose in the last Congress upon the constr 
| of this act. The question was referred to the Judiciary ‘ 
mittee of the House of Representatives, and I find, in a: 
| made by Mr. CULBERSON, on behalf of the Committee on 

Judiciary of the House, a report reciting the facts I ha, 
| ready stated, in which he reports to the committee that no | 
tion of this $100,000,000 derived from the sale of bonds co 
used for any other purpose whatever except to maintain the } 
ment cf United States notes. 

Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senator if the late Secretary. \! 
Foster, did not declare that it could |e used for any purpose, a 
whether the Senator does not understand that that decision w 
made after reference of the question to the Attorney-Gener 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I have inquired for | 


opinion of the Attorney-General, and I do not think it was mice. 
Indeed, I have been informed by a member of the Senate tha 


the present Attorney-General, who has been quoted with refel 


re 
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___ieeniaemmat ana . satiate 
ence to the question, has declared that there was no suc h opinion. | taking any issue with him as to the construction of the ac 
I know of no suc h opinion. i | 187 De [ put the question to him because when the Secretary 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know what the late Attorney-General | the Treasury paid out gold upon what are « d bullion tes 
a ; know that Mr. Foster so held it. I do not know whether giving the option to the holder of the notes as to what coin he 
he consulted the Attorney-General, but it was reported that he | should receive, the defense for that action v d upon the 

| Clause of the Sherman act to which led i e with 
7 M SHERMAN. Ido not know about that; but, of course, | the Senator from Ohio that under 1 of IST5 t 1 se3 
Mi foster not being a lawyer nor familiar with the construc- | 0 st reserve were specilically m e ildo ; 
‘ t law, the opinion of the Attorney-General would have | t the clause of the Sherman act to wh | 
reat weight with him. I have never seen such an opinion as | st ively repealed any part of the act of 187 
‘hea Senator refers to. If the Senator from Colorado or any one Mr. SHERMAN. Thatist construc ii 
alee has, | should like to see it. | Mr. VEST. But I want the Senator 1 Ohio 

In my judgment the language is so clear that tare weak to | « on, because that is the fense 1 to 1 
be no co! ntroversy. Here is this report from the Committee on | Treasury Departmentin paying ou ld 
thi riary of the Hous »,submitted by Mr. CULBERSON, which on these bullion notes. 
wats the question out in the strongest way, and among the quota- Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, there is anoth 
tions nade by that commit ee to this matter, ' see in th i ‘n in regard to the construction o 
this report a quotation from Mr. ALLISON, who was here at the whether the Sec iry of the Treasury « 
ti that the bill w: .8 passed, in which his opinion is distinctly | ¢ onds provided for in th \ i on 
given that the money coul ld not be used for any other purpose ver exc t l el ce \ ) 
exe t the redemption o! United States notes 

‘lr. Bayard’s opinion is also quoted, and I read this for the { yn tl have very cl co ‘ | 
henefit of my friends on the other side: r he iether | am right or n I y law 

Vr. BAYARD. But it can not be too emphatically stated repeated that nust p On | Su se th SEK < Ly 

lat was bought with bonds of the United states for one purpose, al 1h a | ide existine law to provid ‘ 

é niv. It was to procure and to maintain resumption, and if 4 - 
¥ anything else, it is a perversion of the fund and a breach of the erve, tor instan now CO LO ’ 

: , : money How can he getit Che « \ 

; Mr. Bayard’s opinion on the subject. I see, also, in | | secretary of the Treasury to issue be is I 
the report the opinions of others quoted. Therefore, the com- | I have already adverted. That izes Dl l 
mittee re es d that this fund is a sacred fund for this purpose hirty-year bonds, or 4+ per cent fifteen-year nds, ¢ ! 
or that is, for the redemptionof United States notes, whether | ‘ mds running ten years. But th tho 0 188 
m \ Sa weoemnde of bonds sold or from the surplus revenue, vecifically for the purpose of maint ! - ipblo ) 
or h. | ted States notes. There has been no stion of th 

Mr. President, under the provisionsof the law as it now stands, Now, I should like any lawyer here to teil 1 vhe the 
and with this construction upon it, there is no doubt whatever t t has passed since that time there is the slightest pr 
~~ this fund must remain intact in the Treasury and can not | Vision that can be const ut to th 
be taken for any purpose whatever without a breach of law. tary of the Treasury to sell these ept for the | 

; am told, perhaps in conformity with the practice adopted by | ‘ f maintaining the payment of Unite t note L 
Mr. Foster—whether that is so or not [do not know—that this | if you leave the Secretary in the pre condition oF all 
fur riseeel being used to pay ordinary current expenses of the | armed with authority to borrow mon pon the credit of the 
Government. It must be manifest to Senators on the other side | United States. you neglect your pubiic duty when has D 
. it if that practice is continued long, if it be not promptly ar- | plainly called to your attention. | say myself, a lawye 

ested by wise legislation, the hopes of those who believe in nder existing law, there is no power to the three classes 
sound money and the maintenance of a specie standard will fall | bonds, or either of them, except for the purpose of s ne 8 
from under them. That fund ought to be restored and made in- nough with which to redeem United States 1 
t [t is now reduced, I believe, to about $83,0/0,000, and at Chen I say further that no Secretary of the Treasury 
one time it was $81,000,000, It ought to be at once supplemented | dare to issue either of those classes of bonds ¢ 1 if tl 
by gold. How? By the sale of bonds. That isa very delicate itted him to do it. 
question with some Senators. . Mr. BKACKBURN. Will the Senator from Ohio ] 

Mr. COC 1K RELL. To whom will the bonds be sold? tion? 

Mir. SHERMAN. They will besold toour own people. I will Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Ww r everything I have in the world that within five days after Mr. BLACKBURN. Is it not true tha 0 t At 
the beginning of the issue of a popular loan at3 per cent, run- -General have taken a different vi nd b b n 
ning only for three years, it would be taken. The people of this | the Treasury Department has the authority to sell those . 
country, men who have doubts about the fidelity or of the ability SHERMAN. I think not. [said here a mom zo 
of banks to pay, will seize upon these small bonds or small cer- | perhaps the Senator from Kentucky was not in at the t 
tificates and pay coin for them as eagerly as the French people Mr. BLACKBURN. I heard the Senator’s rep to t 
did when their country was involved in financial danger. tion of the Senator from Colorado. 
(ir. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator from | ick 

tion oa fore he leaves that point of his argument? | or refer me to any such opinion [ s! ery glad t 

.SHERMAN. Certainly. p it this point. 

. VEST. One clause of the so-called Sherman act provides Mr. BLACKBURN. I know that it 
that ‘it is the policy of this Governmentto maintain the parity be- | late Attorney-General did during the a nistration ( 
tween gold and silver metals Now suppose that in the exigen- | tary Foster hold that the power of the Secretary for t of 
cies of finance it became necessary to maintain the parity between these bonds to make good the deficit in this gold reser fund of 
the gold and silver metals, and there were no other means avail- | $100,000,000 existed. 
able except to use this so-called gold reserve, would not the Sec- | SRM Al yes, but my nd trom Kentuck) co 
retary of the Treasury have t he right t » do it? t no Seer ry of he Treasury has dared to ex 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will answer frankly. I } pov Not a single dollar of those bonés has been so 

say that the law of 1875, which provides for this fund, hk $ not | purpose except for the purpose I have named. 

been changed by subsequent law. There is no language in any Mr. BLACKBURN. Ladmit that there has been no exe 
subsequent law that sesks to change it, or which points out any | of the power. I concur in the opinion of the Senator a 
change in it. This fund was set aside in pursuance of the re- | I deny that the Treasury Department at this time u 

sumption act. The bonds were sold. They weresetaside inthe | ing law has any such authority . But the question wi 

Treasury, and there have been held intact ever since. There is | as to whether the last Attorney-Gener Lt rds d 
no subsequent law that has any reference whate ver to it except | ministration of Secretary Foster, hold that the power for the 
the one I have stated here. of 1882. The re is no law whatever | sale of these bonds existed. 

that has any reference to this fund in any of the various acts that SHERMAN. ThatIcan not an [do not knov 
have been passed on the sub‘ect. [ have not looked into it. 

I shall be very mind | now to have the opinion of the Senator Here is the situation. It is now stated on both sides of the 
from Missouri, or the judicial opinion of this Senate, with ref- | Chamber that there is no power in the Secretary of the T 
erence to these laws as they stand, but I have given the bost | ury to issue any kind of bonds which any Seer tury would issue 
construction that [ can give to them. However, it has been so| even if he had the power to do so. What Sceretary of the 
long since I practiced law that perhaps I have forgotten how to | Treasury would dare issue a thirty-year bond at 4 per cent wh: 


construe law. 
Mr. VEST. 


I hope the Senator from Ohio will acquit me of 


we cin easily get money at 3 per cent? 
If he should attempt to sell the bonds at a premium, then no- 
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body except the capitalist who looked long ahead as to the value 
of accruing interest would be able to purchase them. They could 

not be distributed among our people. Our banks could not use 
them at all, because they could not afford to pay the high pre- 
mium and issue only 90 per cent of notes. Our plain people 
would look at a bond if it was running for three years and say, 

‘*T can keep it for a while and after a while buy a house for my 
wife and children.” There is the difficulty. Any man who will 
attempt to sell those bonds now would meet with difficulties that 
could not be overcome, 

Now, I have seen in newspapers, and I am tired of it, much 
said about the President of the United States doing this or do- 
ing that in regard to financial matters. The President of the 
United States is not usually invested with any power over these 
financial questions. From the beginning of our Government to 
this hour the powers conferred by Congress to deal with money 
questions have always been given to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. You do not find the name of the President in these laws. 
The President is not usually designated to exercise financial 
power. Itis delegated by the Congress of the United States to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who reports to Congress direct, 
and not through the President. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Ohio if the 
present Secretary of the Treasury has asked for the authority 
which he is claiming he ought to have? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would not like to answer that. 

Mr. BUTLER. It must be public. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think he has asked it. 
he does not ask it now. 

Mr. BUTLER. It must be a matter of public record, I should 
think, if he has asked it or communicated it to Congress. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know of any record which con- 
tains his opinion on the subject; and it would be a very delicate 
matter for the Secretary of the Treasury to attempt to originate 
that idea when the Congress of the United States is the proper 
place for it. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Would there be any impropriety in the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, if he thought it was necessary to sell 
bonds, to address a communication to Congress on that subject? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notat all. 

Mr. TELLER. Would it not be a proper thing for him to do 
if he thought he ought to sell bonds? 

. Mr. SHERMAN, [ think the Secretary of the Treasury never 
volunteered such a thing; at least I do not know of any case in 
the history of our Government where he has done it; butalways 
Congress has called on the Secretary for his opinion on the sub- 
ject, as we could now call on him. The Senator might call for 
1is opinion on that subject by offering a resolution. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio another 
question, If there is a deficiency in the revenues now, and 
likely to be in the future, is not that a proper subject for the 
President of the United States to address Congress on, under 
the constitutional provision that he shall inform Congress as to 
the condition of the country, etc.? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That has not usually been done. Perhaps 
the Senator overlooked it, but this information has been already 
communicated to the Committee on Finance. It called on the 
Secretary of the Treasury to inform it as to the alleged defi- 
ciency, how much it is, etc., and that has been printed. 

Mr. TELLER. WhatI ask is whether the President, in the 
exercise of a proper power conferred on him by the Constitution 
to keep Congress advised as to the condition of the country, 
could not make such a recommendation to Congress? 

Mr. SHERMAN. He can doit, of course. But the Senator 
has been a Cabinet officer, and is probably aware that all ques- 
tions of finance are dealt with directly by Congress on confer- 
ence with the Secretary of the Treasury. I do not now recall a 
single instance in which the President of the United States ad- 
dressed Congress except in his annual message upon a distinct 
financial question. That has always been a matter of communi- 
cation between the Secretary of the Treasury and the two 
Houses. I know when I had the honor to hold that office I was 
summoned often, very often indeed, in the nature of a witness 
before the committees of Congress, and i was very willing to go. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Ohio can not have forgot- 
ten that in the last message the President of the United States 
sent to Congress he devoted himself exclusively to the financial 
question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, when calling an 
extra session, he would communicate to Congress, by the Consti- 
tution, the cause of that call. 

Mr. BUTLER. I think under the Constitution he is required 
to do it from time to time, if he thinks proper to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I say there is no question about his power. 


I can say 
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He can address Congress upon any subject at any time, ang ner 

essarily when he calls Congress in extra session he would ». 

them the reasons for that call, and if they happen to be ¢;..° 

cial, well and good, it makes nodifference. But I say as a »» a 

| tice, as a rule, in all communications about appropriat lee ce 

have never asked the President whether it would be wel| ;, be 

propriate money for a saw mill up in Minnesota or somew)e y 

or anything of that kind. Asa matter of course it goes th», 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not want to annoy the Senator fy, m 
Ohio in reference to the question I submitted to him a fey n 6 
ments ago; but whilst the Senator from Ohio is denying thy 
under existing law the power for issuance of bonds to maintg; 
the gold reserve fund of $100,000,000 exists, and whilst I am ne 
ing with the Senator from Ohio in his construction of the |ay 
what I wanted to get at is this: Does the Senator know that dy. 
ing the last Administration that power was held to exist in the 
Treasury Department, and that upon the then Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr. Foster, of Ohio, asking the opinion of the Attorney. 
General, does the Senator from Ohio now know that thit A+ 
torney-General prepared an opinion, which was not promulvated, 
but upon which the then Secretary of the. Treasury acted, to the 
extent of having the plates made from which the bonds were t 
be printed, and that those plates were prepared in the Bureay 
of Engraving and Printing, and are there now, but that the bonds 
were not issued, not because of any denial of the authority to jis. 
sue them, but simply because Mr. Harrison, the President, de. 
clined to have it done, after they had gone tuat far? 

Does the Senator know that the Secretary of the Treasury 
called upon the Attorney-General for an opinion, and acting 
upon the Attorney-General’s advice he had prepared and | 
the plates, and that those plates are now in existence in the |}u- 
reau of Engraving and Printing, showing, if that be true. that 
the last Administration did hold and did believe that the 
for the issuance of bonds for this purpose existed? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, [ do not know of th 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then, Mr. President, I will say t L de 

Mr. SHERMAN. If theSenator saysso, it is no doubt correct, 

Mr. BLACKBURN... I know it to be true. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But I do not know it myself; and if the 
Senator says that is the true situation, I think he ought to call 
upon the present Secretary for a formal opinion. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Iask the Senator if he feels at liberty to 
answer, without annoyance, whether he himself was not con- 
sulted on that very subject at that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I never was. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will say to the Senator that a 
subpoena duces tecum served upon the Superintendent of the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing will bring those plates to this 
Chamber within an hour. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should think the Committee on Finance 
would be very glad to see them. 

Now, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but! 
wish to call his attention to the Constitution as to the power of 
the President. It seems to me that if this matter comes to us it 
can come, and ought to come, from the President. The Consti- 
tution says that— 


we 


wh 


Yree- 


Q 


He shall from time to time give to the Congress information of the state 
of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient. 


Mr. SHERMAN. No one denies that he has the right by the 
Constitution of the United States. I certainly have not done it. 
I will agree with that. All I said was that a custom has grown 
up, which I believe goes back to the time of Alexander [.vmil- 


| ton, probably originating with him, that nearly all communica- 


tions upon financial subjects, and I do not know of any notable 
exceptions, come from the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Ohio let me make a 
suggestion? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will give up the floor entirely. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I merely want to make a remark as to 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido not understand the Senator from Ohio 
to deny that the power exists in the Secretary of the Treasury 
to sell bonds for the redemption of United States notes. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not understand the Senator from Ohio 
to deny that proposition; and as I understand the opinionso! the 
different Attorneys-General to which the Senator has alluded, 
they were simply that the Secretary of the Treasury had the 
power, under the act of 1875, to sell bonds for the maintenance 0! 
a reserve fund to redeem United States notes. Now, whether 
the Secretary of the Treasury has the power to sell bonds to re- 
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deem other notes is the question which I understand the Senator 
from Ohio to raise. bs eae 

Mr. BLACKBURN. With the p rmission of the Senator from 
Ohio, I should like to answer the Senator from Rhode Island. 

\ir. SHERMAN. Iam disposed to give up the floor and let 
ther Senators proceed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. ThenTI want to say, in response to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island, that I understand 
juring the last Administration, towards the close of that Ad- 
ministration, when the proposition for the issuance of bonds was 
g considered by the then Secretary of the Treasury, it was not 


€ 


m 


hel 





n 


with a view of providing a fund to redeem the notes of the Gov- | 


ernment, but a raid had been made under that Administration 
ipon the reserve fund of $100,000,000, and Mr. Secretary Foster 
proposed to issue bonds to make good that deficit and bring the 


reserve up to $100,000,000, where the law put it, and he called | 


upon the then Attorney-General for an opinion as to the power 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to issue the bonds, whether 4 
pe . oP ie ae , 
torney-General gave his opinion (that opinion never having been 
promulgated for reasons that I have just stated) and assured the 
Secretary of the Treasury that he had the right to issue the 


sr cent or 44 or 5 per cent, under the law of 1875, and the At- | 


bonds, not to get money to redeem the outstanding notes of the | 


Government, but to make good the deficit in the $100,000,000 
gold reserve fund; that the plates had been prepared. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the Senator has gone as far as an 
ordinary interruption. 1 do not wish to be discourteous to the 
Senator, but I should like to go on. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 


subject, because I consider it vital. 
a little while, 


[ fear very much that after 
as to the results of the me that we are about 
to accomplish, the suspension of the purchasing clause of the 
act of 1890, the people will find out that it has not been the 


sure 


germ and root of the evil under which they are suffering, and 
they will look to us for having provided an ineflicient measure, 
a measure that will not meet the exigency. 

On the other hand, jf the Seer y of the Treasury was armed 
with this power he probably would not find it necessary to 
it for more than $50,000,000. This proposition is to authorize 
him to issue $200,000,000 3 per cent Treasury notes or bonds, 
coupon or otherwise, bearing 3 per cent interest, and that they 
shall be sold, not through the agency of bankers or syndicates 
or anybody else, or the money power which is so much feared by 
some of our friends here, the Populists, but that he shall let them 
be sold through the post-offices and through the subtreasuries 


wherever the Government has any money or any power to } 
money. I will venture the prophecy, as I did awhile ago, that 
these bonds would be eagerly taken by the laboring men of our 
country, by business men, by those who are seeking to gather a 
nest for a house or a home. I have no doubt whatever that 
would be the direct effect, and it would have an enormous effect 
upon the public credit. 

The fact that the Government of the 


mY 


United States, with its 


| unquestioned credit and unquestioned power, came with $200, 


[ understood the Senator from Ohio to | 


say that he had yielded the floor to the Senator from Rhode | 


Island. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought of doing so. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. 
taken to interrupt any further if I had known the Senator still 
had the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds to main- 
tain the fund set apart for the redemption of United States 
notes. Nobody questions that. 
But what I do say is that I do not believe any Attorney-General 
has made up his mind that the bonds can be sold for the purpose 
of carrying on the ordinary operations of the Government, and 
the fund can not be used for that purpose. That is all there is 
about it. The fund can not be reduced;, it must be kept intact: 
and the Secretary must look to other sources of revenue, or he 
must stop the expenditures, or he must appeal to Congress. 

Now, I have not said one word in criticism of the honorable 
Secretary of the Treasury, who I believe isconscientiously doing 
his full duty; but I say that unless you give him further power 
he will be unable to meet the deficiency of $50,000,000 during the 
current year; and it is necessary as soon as possible, not to look 
to the old law of 1875, not to look to any extraordinary powers 


conferred for resumption purposes, but he must look to Congress | 


for some authority to borrow money. 

Mr. President, i was nearly through. I intended to offer an 
amendment, if it had been thought wise to offer any amend- 
ments to the bill, but I do not think now, under the circumstances, 
it is wise. 
bill, which has been debated so fully, stand. But, in order to 
express my idea in the fewest possible terms, I ask the Secretary 
to read the proposed section which was intended to be offered to 
the bill. I do not offer it, but simply ask that it be read as part 
of my remarks. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read as re- 


Src. —. That to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain the | 
parity of all forms of money coined or issued by the United States, and to | 


strengthenand maintain the reservein the Treasury authorized and required 
by the act entitled‘*An act to provide for the resumption of specie pay- 
ment,’ the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to issue from time to 
time as required for such purposes in a sum not exceeding in the aggregate 
200,000,000, coupon or registered bonds of the United States in such form as 


redeemable in coin of the present standard value at the pleasure of the 
United States after three years from the date of their issue and bearing in 
terest payable semiannually in such coin at the rate of 3 per cent per an 
num. The said bonds and the interest thereon shall be exempt from the 
paymentof all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation 
of any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority, and the said 
bonds shall have set forth and expressed upon their face the above specified 
conditions, and shall with their coupons be made payable at the Treasury of 
the United States. The proceeds of such bonds shall be used for the purposes 
defined in this section and none other. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, the passage of some 
such provision is undoubtedly necessary, and I trust that the 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber who have the con- 
trol necessarily, who have the majority, will make some such 
provision as this. I feel at liberty to call their attention to the 


| We have not been called upon for more than one-third of 


000,000 of bonds in their hands, offering them for coin to main 
tain the parity of all these kinds of money, would settle tl 
question of parity and resumption. Under the resumption act 
we have been called upon for the payment of only $38,000,000 in 
the fifteen years that have transpired since that act took effect. 
the 


1e 


| actual coin held as security, and yet the coin thus deposited per- 


I beg pardon; [ should not have under- | 


There is no doubt, and nobody questions | 


I said that at the beginning. | 


It is better to let the amendments fall and let the | 


formed its full function by giving confidence. If youwould give 
the Secretary of the Treasury the same power the Secretary 
had fifteen years ago in regard to resumption, there would be 


no fear that all forms of money would be maintained at a parity 
with each other. These are questions which should be consid- 


ered immediately after the passige of the pending bill. 

With these remarks, Mr. President, feeling a real sympathy, 
as I said in the beginning here, for our fellow-citizens in the 
mining States, and while they may suffer fora time considerable 
loss and injury, I believe it is for the good of our whole country 
and the best interest of our people of all classes and condit 
of life to stand upon the double ndard of gold and silver, one 
the real standard, and silver to be used as fully as possible with- 
out demonetizing gold. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, [have notdetained the 
many mome in the discussion of the pending quest 
have studiously refrained from doing so. But I can ielp 
observing the very remarkable attitude of the distinwuished 
Senator from Ohio, who is the acknowledged leader on the other 
side of this Chamber, and of more than half the Senators who 
support the bill for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the 
so-called Sherman law. His anxiety for its repeal, his support 
of its repeal, is perfectly well understood: but at the same time 


ions 


st 
st 


“enate 
its ior 


not 


that distineuished Senator has well known the fact that the 
passage of the pending bill was impossible at any time except as 


a nonpartisan measure, except by the support of the twenty- 
five or twenty-six Republicans on the other side of the Chamber 
and the twenty-one or twenty-two Democrats on this. 

[ts only hope of success from the beginning until now has been 
unity of action between gentlemen who have such divers« ‘ws 
upon general political questions, and not to bring in the mere 
party question and attempt to take party advantage of 
lays, of the mistakes, if there have been mistakes; and now, in 
the closing hours of the struggie, which will go down in history 
as one of the most remarkable that has ever taken place in this 
Chamber, that distinguished leader tells us and tells the coun- 
try that the measure itself will be impotent, that it eliminates 
silver or the further use of it for the present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say a word to that effect. 


j 
de- 


On the 


| contrary, I spoke strongly in favor of silver to its largest extent, 
he may prescribe and of denominations of $50, or some multiple of that sum, | 


| 


so that it would not demonetize gold. 


Mr. GORMAN. If 1 have misunderstood the Senator, all 
around me here seem to have shared with me in misunderstand- 
ing him. He has said that the passage of the bill as it stands 


will not give the relief to the country that the country has ex- 
d. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
of the people. 

Mr. GORMAN. [If his argument was understood at all on this 
side of the Chamber, he said that when the bill is passed the 
Treasury will not be in a condition to meet the wants of the 
country, or to keep the finances in a healthy condition: and the 
only relief suggested by the Senator is to issue bonds, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Treasury to use them not only for the 


ect 


[ said it might not meet the expectations 
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purpose of maintaining the parity between the two metals, but 
for the ordinary expenditures of the Government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr.GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How does he propose to pay the deficiency 
in the revenues of $50,000,000, reported by the Secretary of the 
Treasury? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
don me a moment. 

Now, Mr. President, if I understood the position of the Dem- 
ocratic pirty in the beginning of this controversy, it was that 
we pledged ourselves to the repeal of the Sherman law. 

Mr. BUTLER. A part of it? 

Mr. GORMAN. No, sir; the whole law. Our platform de- 
manded it. Every newspaper that has breathed a Democratic 
breuth at first demanded that Congress should carry out the de- 
cree of the party. I take it thatother Senators like myself were 
questioned by the great metropolitan press as to whether we 
were in favor of the absolute repeal of that law, the whole Jaw, 
without conditions. When that was being strongly urged I do 
not think I am mistaken when I say that the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Ohio in a speech or an interview in his own State de- 
nounced the repeal of the entire Sherman law, and stated that he 
would favor the repeal of the purchasing clause alone. I am not 
mistaken in that. IfIam, Lask the Senator tocorrectme. The 
Senator says that now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that is what the bill professes 
te do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; that is what the bill professes. I am 
coming to that. The President of the United States, anxious 
and earnestin his desire for its repeal, was too astute and learned 
a statesman not to know that he had not the power in his own 
party or with his.own party to repeal any portion of that law, 
because the division is so sharp and great among both parties 


CONGRESSIONAL 





{ will come to that, if the Senator will par- 


that neither party would have the power to deal with thisques- | 


tion and make the repeal, and we were compelled to take the 
terms offered by the Senator from Ohio. He held the key of the 
position. You have dictated the terms to us. It was the only 
thing we could get you to.agree to for the relief the country. 
Then, Mr. President, when Congress met, we came here with 


forty-four Senators on this side of the Chamber, elected as Dem- | 


ocrats, only one-half of this body, with the perfect knowledge 
on the part of every intelligent man in the Union thatthe party 
was hopelessly divided upon this question, as your party is also 
hopelessly divided. It may be said with truth that a large ma- 
jority 0’ the Demecrats were at the beginning of the session 
against the repeal even of the purchasing clause of the Sherman 


act. 

Mr. BUTLER. Unconditionally. 

Mr. GORMAN. The unconditional repeal. It was known 
that you had from thirteen to fifteen Republicans opposed to re- 
peal. It was believed, and I think it was a fact easily made 
perfectly plain to everybody, that a clear majority of all the 
Senators elected were not in favor of the unconditional repeal, 
but they wanted some modification. 

Complaints have been made of delay in this matter. Iam glad 
of the opportunity to say, and I say it in justice to those who 
have fought this bill, that those of us who intended to vote for 
its final pxssage believed that we were in the minority, and a de- 
lay of weeks became necessary that we might convert enough to 
our side to pass the bill. It was not brought into this body from the 
Committee on Finance until days after we had met. The Senator 
from Ohio, a great member of that committee and an authority 
in this body on financial questions, and with a reputation such 
as few men herve ever had in the country, was too astute a min 
to try to foree its early consideration in this body. When his 
colleagues on the other side, impetuous and anxious to put the 
Democratic party in a false position, demanded a vote upon the 
bill the first week of the session, the chairman of the Finance 
Committee, and even the Senator from Ohio, checked their im- 
petuosity, and said, ‘‘Oh, no; let the Committee on Finance first 
consider the bill.” 

The fact of it was that we were not ready for its consideration. 
As time went on the debate became sharp. And, Mr. President, 
I want to remark right here that it has been a great debate. 
The annals of Congregs will not show one equal to it, and those 
who participated in it will go down to posterity as men who were 
equal to any who have preceded them. When the contest be- 
came sharp the doubt was then expressed as to the power ef the 
Senate to pass it, not as to the power to reach a vote, but the 
power to pass unconditional repeal witha majority. Inthe very 
midst.of the fight, in the hottest of it, when men were.anxious, 
when every Senator was desirous that something might be done 
(and when I say every Senator I mean all on both sides of the 
Chamber) to relieve the great distress in the financial interests 
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and in commercial affairs, the first note of warning tha 

publicly uttered, came from the Senator from Ohio, 1 

| who led more than one-half of the repeal column, { 
impossible to pass it. Here is his interview, publish 

5, 1893, in a telegram to the Cincinnati Enquirer d 


ington, October 4: 
(Cincinnati Enquirer, October 5, 1893. ] 
WASHLNGTON, D. ( 
I called on Senator Sherman to-night. More than any ot) 
the Senate he represents his party. I asked him bluntly if } 
law which bore his name would be repealed? 

His answer was frank—direct: 

**I do not,”’ said he. 

“'Then,’’ said I, ‘‘ what next?” 

“I can not,” said he, ‘be explicit as to what next. The p 
Republican members of the Senate is now passive. The De) 
deavoring to arrange a compromise. If they succeed, they ca 
promise measure no matter if the Republican Senators are so 
against it. Our side, or rather the large majority of our sid 
to vote for unconditional repeal whenever the Democrats fi 
vote. We are even ready to support a closure.” 

‘Have youany idea,”’ [ asked, “of the terms cf compromise 

‘‘No,’’ said the Senator, “Iam not inthe secrets of thos: 

There have been several propositions involving the issue of 

| reduction of the monthly purchases of silver. My judgmen 
however,a judgment, that in the end the Democrats will unit 
tion to extend the provisions of the Sherman law three years 
tion of the monthly purchases of silver to 2,500,000 ounces of 
of 4,500,000 ounces as now.” 

**Do you think the President would sign such a bill?”’ 

“TL have no reason of knowing. Yet Iam impressed he wil 
compromise. If he does not he will destroy his party, and his 
tion will be broken down. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. I think the reporter has been 1: 
| accurate than usual inthat interview. I think that vy 
| stance of what I said. Idesire merely toadd that | 
| bill would not have passed but for the abortive attem 
| promise, which, falling through, left nothing else to 
| pass it. However thatisa mere matter of intervi 
| ourselves, 
| Mr.GORMAN, October 4 is the date of this inters 
| Senator from Ohio knew perfectly well, as every othe 

the country knew, that he was laying down a conditi 
| Democratic party to unite. He knew to unite was as in 
| as it was to fly, unless it meant the extension of the p 
silver to some future period. He knew that the den 
country for its unconditional repeal coming to us th 
press and trade organizations in every section w: 
the entire Senate was most anxious to do something 
anxiety. He knew another thing, that with the di 
| views upon this financial question between the East and 
and the North and the South it was impossible to pass \ 
call in the Eastern States a sound financial bill with bonds 
we had his co5peration and the cotperation of those on | 
side who thought with us: and when you placed the con 
upon the Democratic party, as you had the power to do, hi 
the key of the situation with your 25 or 26 votes, you for 
into a position to take a measure that would not be satis 
to the people for whom the Senator from Ohio speaks an 
I have the honor to represent in part on this floor. 

But, Mr. President, there was an earnest desire, th: 
been from the beginning of the session an earnest desire 
side of the Chamber, toframe such legislation as might re 
to the interest of all the people of this country. Sharp as 
division was upon the particular measures, there is not a Di 
crat upon this side of the Chamber who was not impressed 
a desire to harmonize the party, to sustain the Democratic 
ministration. All were willing te make sacrifices of op 
and to set aside the convictions of a lifetime and unite in doi 
something which would relieve the business distress and s 
their Administration from defeat. They tried to get tog 
They tried todo whatwasright. There were many of th 
shared the conviction that it is extraordinary, unusual, and u 
fortunate to strike down summarily, without an hour’s warnin 
any great interest that we had built up or made possible by |1\\> 
no matter how vicious and bad the laws themselves. Their 
liberations could have been carried to a consummation with | 
bonds that the Senator from Ohio speaks of. 

I do not complain of him for making the suggestion of b 
except as to the time and manner of doing it, for I from the be 
ginning, not of this Congress, but in the last, under Mr. [vr 
son's Administration, believed that with the extravagant appro 

riations that have been made, with the growth of expenditur 
or pensions, and otherwise, which can not be eliminated, ther 
is not revenue enough to pay the current expenses of the © 
ernment under your present laws, and at the last session of (°°! 
gress | voted with the Senator from Ohio to authorize the 5« 
retary of the Treasury to issue bonds for all these purposes. 

If, Mr. President, there had been less partisanship in this Cham: 
ber when we came to consider a ———— that would h ave 
practically united this side, if we had had a response from the 
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tor from Ohio and those who associate with him politically, 
we could have passed a bill repealing the purchasing clause of | 
+). Sherman law, no matter whether it takes effect to-morrow | 
6 next day, and we would have strengthened the Treasury, 


Sen 


= n the Secretary power to issue $200,000, 000 of gold, and it 
a d have been a notice to the world that this country, in that | 
matter as in all others, had the power and the will to maint: in | 
a honor and keep our finances to the very highest possible 


le ram not here, Mr. President, to violate the confidences that | 


! heen given to me in all the suggestions that have 
: » by members of this body, or gentlemen outside of the body. | 
I c say, though, with propriety that there is scarcely one of 
ns who in the very heat of this controversy has not been most 
‘ 1 to make the suggestions and look to a better bill than 
one we now have. Thatis past. The responsibility— 

SHERMAN. I wish to say a word, if Ido not interrupt 
the Senator. 
Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lam quite sure if our Democratic friends 
on the other side of the Chamber had made any proposition, such 
as the Senator now mentions, providing for the coinage of what 


is called the seigniorage, and providing for the maintenance of 


een 
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| 
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1 | es 
all forms of money at par with each other by authorizing the 
sale of $200,000,000 of bonds, the proposition would probably 


have been very agreeable to this side of the Chamber; but, as I 
understand—as a matter of course I do not ask for any secrets 
our friends on the other side of the Chamber declined to agre« 
to any proposition which contained authority to issue bonds. | 
think that was the general understanding on this side. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, as I said, I would not, 
lieve myself from being misunderstood or for any other purpose 
in the world, violate confidences or repeat conversations which 
have been had; but I have a right to say that we have been most 
unfortunate if we were not understood to say that a provision 
for a proper bond issue could have been passed without much 
difficulty. 

[ agree now with the Senator from Ohio. The day, the hour 
for all that has passed. I should not have referred to this mat 
ter but for the fact that the Senator in his remarks, which will 
be found in the ReEcoRD of the 1sth of October, on page 2758, at- 
tempted to place the entire responsibility on the Democrats. 
He said: 


to re- | 


| 


The President suggests, however, that the firstand most important meas- | 


ure, before further action, is to clear away the present silver-purchasins 
clause of the act of 1890, Ve have thought so too, butif the other side » | 
not think so it camnot be done, for their voteis potent. They carry the mat- | 

| 


ter in theirown hands. Let them agree upon something 

In times past, when they were in the minority and we were in the ma 
ity, we never shrank from responsibility. Wewere Republicans becau 
believ din Republican principles and Republican men and Republican m« 
ures, and whenever a question came into the Senate Chamber to be deci 
we never pleaded the baby act and said “we could not agree.’”’” We m 
gether in conclave; we measured each other’s opinions, some giving wa | 
and finally we came to an agreement. In this way we passed all the creat 
laws which have marked the history of the last thirty years of our country, | 
and it was not done by begging votes of the other side. We knew that 
the usual and almost universal habit of the Democratic party, they would 
oppose anything we should propose, even the Lord’s Commandments or the 
Lord's Prayer. [Laughter.| 


a Rg wh e x 3 @ 


Sir, these are public duties that can not beavoided. You must decide this 
silver question some way or other. If you can not do it and will retire from 
the Senate Chamber we will settle it on this side, and we will do the best we 
can With our silver friends who belong to us, who are blood of our blood and 
bone of our bone. But you have the majority on this floor to day, and thers 
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fore I beg of you, not in reproach, not in anger, because I know the creat 
dificulty and the difference of opinion that exists in the two parties; you 
have the supreme honor of settling this question now, and you ought to do 
it. That is all Icare to say on that point, 

And again to-day, wittingly or unwittingly, he endeavored to 
place upon this side of the Chamber the responsibility of any 
future failure, or the failure of this act, to give relief. Mr. 
President, the responsibility does not belong to one party. If 
the act does not meet public expectation, we must on both sides | 
share the responsibility; but it may turn out to be the wisest | 
thing that this bilishall pass just as itcame from the committee. | 
If so, we will share the credit. 

Mr. President, that there is to be further trouble with our | 


financial affairs everybody who has watched the operations of 
the Treasury must know. We have come into power, but we | 
have inherited an enormous debt, imperfect revenue laws, and | 
Stagnation in every industry. The Treasury is bankrupt, says | 
the Senator from Ohio. It was bankrupt when we accepted it 
and when we came into power. Who is responsible for it? 

We are $50,000,000 short, says the Senator from Ohio. Why, | 
Mr. President, I hold a statement in my hand showing that dur- | 
ing the last three years there have been appropriated for various 
purposes, including $49,000,000 per annum for the sinking fund, 
$362,000,000 more than the revenues. The money has, of course, 
not all been spent, because we did not have it in the Treasury; 


the obligations of the Government created by law have not ‘ 

| discharged; but after paying the amounts which were abso 
necessary to keep the Government running, including the pa 
ment of pensions, there isa shortage of $50,000,000, soon to b 
creased to $80,000,000, which must be met. The Government of 
the United States can not repudiate itsdebts. It isnot the fault 
on this side of the Chamber as a party. Cone \ Ss y« 
may, you Can not n ike party capt: Lo of 1 ‘ onest men 

| of the country will know what the facts 

Mr. SHERMAN, - I will ask my friend, | Ww 
whether the last House of Repres :ntatives is no 
Democratic, and whether all the appropriations for the ! 
of the Government did not originnte there I f suy 
that both parties shared in the 1 onsibility f ‘ 
propriations. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Presi nt. it Is true tI | St I 

| of Representatives was Democratic: it is true that the Re 

|} can party have had possession of tl XeCl Mt nd « 
this branch of theGovernment: and itis true th ecould! 

| down these expenditures unless w had control « ll branches 
oft the Wovernoment. Now, that we h et t con . we ho 
to cut down expenditures as rapid ossible 

But we have inherited another t Y { 
been made by law. and from which there no } oO 
ions have been incurred on all sides. They must be met 

\ll | complain of now is that Senato or he o ) 
this Chamber at the end of a gre crisis in this bod t 
ope, almost at the end of a great financial panic, should | 
up this question for the purpose o inin rty advant 

Mr. President, we shall take the resnpor ty ¢ 
Lan hich will be enacted during the time we a in pow 
We shall co as far as it is possib! » for men to goin ir 
country of the bad laws now upon the statute books: we sh in 

| sist upon the consideration of iegislation for that purpose i 
son and out of season if necessary, but we do obje« ) 
held up to the country as responsible for laws which we 
our enacting. 

[ trust the Senator from Ohio and Senators ¢ Le « 
of the Chamber, who unite with the P ent up 1iS OF 
measure, will yet witt their } Sam « nd 
hat this is a question abo rty,and which could not be] d 
if it were a party question We must all share the full respo 
bility of whatever muy come from this enactment. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, when the author of tl 
monetization of silver sees fit to place t representati of tl 
mining States in the position of beggars, of suppliants askcir 

w pity, L feel called upon to repel the in t Th ontis 

of our prop ty by the machinations of that Senator ought t 
duce him to refrain from placing us in tl umiliating 
tion. 

We laid the foundation of an empire by the discove ‘y an i 
velopment of mine Che daring and enterprise involved inac 

| complishing that great result has no parallel in the industria 

| en ies of the American people. 

When the mines had been developed and the foundation laid 
for the prosperity of this cou try by an amy supply of gol nd 

and when silver was 3 per cent premium, the Senato 


from Ohio, through English influence, destroy 
the benefitof Envlish creditors. 


managed to , 
[ speak from the recor 


ver fo! 














when I sav that it was through English influence, and I ecnl! tl 
Senator from Ohio himself as my witness. On the 6thof March, 
1876, in this Chamber, the Se or from O used the fo 
; né we: 
‘ came into or itlo t Ist i 
1 } dollar piece the sole unit va while ‘ he 
yf the new silver trade dollar and the llar 
‘ un! exceed #5 in« byment I t ! 
y ously existing was finally aboli ia Un iStatesa 
é by G t Britain in ng gol ou na 
Th ‘ngland, but dos 
[ ok oceasion on the 5th of September last to follow the slim 
tra s of the act of 1873 throug 1 the records of the two Hous 
of Congress, and | pointed out why it was that Thurman, Conk- 
noe. B Line, Ke e ind a very large number of others vyho 
were paying particular attention to legislation, did not know 
h the act passed, and the President of the United States was 
lso ignorant of the fact when he signed the bill that it demon- 
etized silver. When the Senator from California!Mr. PERKINS] 


said that it had been passed with entire honesty, I think he had 
id the history of that unfortunate legislation 
[ wish to say, further, that the Senators representing the sil- 
ver States have not placed their opposition to this proposed 
legislation on the score that it destroys the principal industry 
of seven States and Territories. The fact that those States are 
in poverty and misery, the fact that the people are there starv- 
ing for bread by having been thrown out of employment, the 
fact that those States must remain comparatively a desert land 


not 
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for generations to come in consequence of this destruction of 
their industry, the fact that the great continental railroads and 
all the railroads leading there are threatened with bankruptcy 
by a destruction of their business, is small in comparison with 
the effect that the legislation I refer to, procured through Eng- 
lish influence, is having upon the whole country. 

When the Senator from Ohio says that we must be sacrificed 
for the general good of the whole country, we say if this pro- 
posed legislation was for the general good we should not be heard 
here; but it has been demonstrated to the satisfactionof all who 
have listened that this is a question affecting humanity; that it 
has already prostrated the industries of this country, and that 
the wheat-growers and the cotton-planters have suffered equally 
with us. While the Senator was enjoying himself in the cloak 
room, for he said he had avoided the discussion in that way so 
as not to be inconvenienced, it has been demonstrated over and 
over again, and now we hear him pleading for the public good. 

For what public good is he pleading? He is pleading for the 
public good which he says produced this result—English in- 
fluence; he is pleading for that public good which Gladstone 
said consisted in obligations against foreign countries and in 
favor of England, amounting to ten thousand million dollars of 
bonds. That public good is to increase the purchasing power of 
those bonds, as Mr. Gladstone contended, and no other public 
good has ever been pointed out to be accomplished by the destruc- 
tion of one-half of the world’s money. That is the only public 
good. The greed of English foreign bondholders and American 
bondholders is the only good which has been pointed out in all 
this debate, that is to be secured and is to be augmented by the 
utter destruction of the mining interests and to the utter pros- 
tration of the agricultural States, and we find that Senator here 
pleading for more bonds, more interest, to augment the colossal 
power of the bondholding fraternity. 

The Senator truly says that our Treasury is in a bankrupt con- 
dition. Of course itis. Who placeditin thatcondition? That 
same relentless hand which struck down silver has pulled from 
under the fabric of credit in the Treasury Department the foun- 
dation which our fathers reared—coin. With $600,000,000 of 
silver coin in the country, we are told that we must abandon it 
and borrow gold, and augment the wealth of the bondholding 
fraternity. 

I shall not repeat the arguments which have been piled up 
here to show that the shrinking volume of gold means misery 
to the human race, if that is to be the only basis of our circula- 
tion and credit. That gold is already hoarded or pooled by the 
few, and the attempt to purchase it will simply load us with 
more debt. 

What else was done through English influence and strategy 
in this Chamber? We were denied the right guaranteed by 
the Constitution to mine and coin our own money, and have a 
big surplus for the creditor class. Well might Senators leave 
the Senate Chamber when I commenced these remarks. Many 
of them are interested parties. As rumor has it bank stocks and 
bonds are not strangers here. More bonds, more bank stock, 
more taxation, more contraction, more falling prices, and more 
hard times is the motto of those who are forcing this legislation 
through Congress, 

I do not intend to protract my remarks at this time, because 
there is an amendment pending to which I desire to call atten- 
tion, and for which I should like to vote. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest the lack of a quorum. I find by ac- 
tual count there areonly fourteen Senators present in the Cham- 
ber at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LINDSAY inthechair). The 
lack of a quorum being suggested, the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Aldrich, Dixon, Lindsay, Pugh, 
Allen, oe Lodge, Quay, 
Bate, Faulkner, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Berry, Frye, McPherson, Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Martin, ~ Shoup, 
Brice, George, Mills, Smith, 
Butler, - Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Stewart, 
Call, Harris, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Camden, Higeins Murphy, Vest, 
Carey, Hill, Palmer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hoar, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Irby, Peffer, Walthall, 
Davis, Jones, Ney. Perkins, Washburn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-two Senators having an- 
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. STEWART. I now call attention to the amendment un- 
der consideration. I agree with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
WoLcort] that the free-coinage Senators will all vote for this 
amendment, not as a substantial proposition, not as being what 
we ought to have, but because it recognizes silver to a limited 
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extent, and recognizes the principle which has been go , 
talked about, of coining the American product with aseivnjo»... 
of 20 per cent. z 

This American product idea has been interjected 
mining States very extensively by politicians from 
When they go to the mining States the gold men us 
“Are you not satisfied with having something don 
American product? Why do you want to benetit fo: 

We have told them that there was no good faith i; 

the representatives in the East would not voie for the. 

the American product if it was proposed; but the Senat 
California [Mr. PERKINS] has brought forward a pro; 
and I am very glad of it, for I want to test the sinceri 
advocates of the American product policy: but the amend 
is in such a condition that I can not vote for it as it stan 
presume the Senator would like to have it put in suc] 
would express fully the idea. 

Section 1 of the amendment reads as follows: 

That the mints of the United States shall be open to the coinag 
of proved American production at the same parity now existi 
gold and silver, with a minting or seigniorage charge of 20 per cv! 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 


I do not know what ‘the same parity” means. I suppose the 
Senator meant the ratio of 16 to 1,or the present legal ratig. [> 
use the words ‘‘ the same parity ” would undoubtedly dete; ¢ 


law by some construction of the Treasury Department 
can do almost. anything with that word ‘ parity,” and con 
quently the amendment should be amended so as to be in con 
formity with our coinage laws, and should say what it und 
edly means. 

The second section of the amendment reads: 

That hereafter no gold pieces for circulation of a less denominarion thay 


810 be coined, and no more legal tender, national currency, or Treasury notes 
of a less denomination than #5 be issued. 


I think that is bringing in another question which requires 
considerable consideration. I do not think I am prepired to 
vote for such a proposition without being better advised as to 


what its operation would be. 
The next section of the amendment reads: 


That the holder of any standard silver dollars which have been or may 
hereafter be coined may deposit the same with the Treasurer or any as 
sistant treasurer of the United States in anysum, and receive therefor 

of denominations less than $10 only, which notes shall have the sam 
tender = as the coin for which they are exchanged. The 
posited for or representing the said notes shall be retained in the Treasury 
for the payment of the same on demand. 


I do not know that silver certificates ought to be confined to 
$10. | think probably that $5 or less would be better. | do not 
think the limitation of the amendment would be well. 

The next section of the amendment reads: 

Sro, —. That in order to protect the mints against imposition no °! 


shall be coined under this act except such as is produced by smelters sit 
ated in the United States. 





I suppose, of course, that would exclude all ores reduced by any 
other process than by smelting. I suppose the Senator is awar 
of the fact that in the United States ores are reduced by other 
processes than the smelting process. The process of amalgam- 
tion has been carried to a very great state of perfection. 
whole Comstock mining was reduced by means of amalgamatio! 
There is another process called lixiviation, which has been prac- 
ticed in the United States; and then there is another process 
which consists insmelting. This section of the amendment con- 
fines the operation to the silver produced from smelting. I 
not know that the Senator intended that. I think I can reliev: 
the situation by an amendment I have drawn up, which I think 
embodies the principle which the Senator desires to accomplish. 
I shall read that amendment and explain how it might be in- 
cluded in carrying out the idea of coining the American prod- 
uct. 

I find that there is a great difficulty in this country in obtain- 
ing enough subsidiary coin. The Secretary of the Treasury has 
the power to purchase silver, and coin it into subsidiary coin 
That power was given under the act of 1853, and it has not 
taken away; but the power has not been well exercised. It ver) 
frequently happens that it is almost impossible to make change 
and there is notenough in themarkethere. You will find: bout 
half the business in dealing there is running about getting chan 
in order to do the ordinary marketing in this town and every- 
where else. So I have thought it best to restore the old law 0! 
1837, and the same principle which existed previous to |5):, 
that silver for all coinage purposes should be obtained in the 
same way and brought to the mints by depositors, and the su 
sidiary coin should be full legal tender. They could have as 
much then coined at the mints as they desired tohave. So 
have embodied in the first section the same principle, and, 10 
fact, the same language as that contained in the act of 1537. 
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src. 2. That the silver coins of the United States shall be composed of stand- 
ard silver. That of the silver coins the dollar shall be of the weight of 412} 
. ina: the half dollar of the weight of 206} grains; the quarter dollar of the 
e ‘ght of 1034 grains; and the dime, or tenth part of a dollar, of the weight 
of 413 grains. And that dollars, half dollars, quarter dollars, and dimes shall 
be legal tenders of payment, according to taeir nominal value, for any sum 
whatever. 3 

That is the law of 1837. 

sgo.3. Thatsilver bullion brought toany mintofthe United States for coin- 
ageshall be received and coined by the proper officers for the benefit of the de 
‘ositor: Provided, That it shall be lawful to refuse, at the mint, any deposit 
r less Value than $100, and any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for the 
operations of the mint: And provided further, That it shall be lawful to ra 
fuse at the mint any depositof silver coin or bullion which is not the product 
of the mines and smelters of the United States. ; ae 

anc. 4. That the depositor of silver bullion at any mint of the United 
States for coinage, as hereinbefore provided, shall receive therefor 80 per 
ce nt of the coinage value thereof, either in silver coin or in Treasury notes 
of the United sates hereinafter described, and the remaining 20 per cent of 
such b on suall be coined and covered into the Treasury; such Treasury 
notes shall be prepared and issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in such 
form and in such denominations not less than $1 nor more than $1,000, as he 
may prescribe; and such Treasury notes shall be redeemable on demand at 
the Treasury of the United States, or at the office of any assistant treasurer 
of the United States, in silver coin, and such Treasury notes shall be a legal 
tender in payment of all debts, public and private. 


The seigniorage here is the same as that suggested by the 
Senator from California, and the language used, I think, carries 
out the conception which he had in presenting the amendment. 
This is the seigniorage of 20 per cent. <A seigniorage of 27 per 
cent would place the value of silver bullion precisely on a par 
with the value of rupees as established by the Indian Govern- 
ment in the recent order suspending the coinage of silver. 







Twenty-seven per cent seigniorage would value the bullion pre- | 


cisely as Great Britain valued the silver in the rupee. 

I shall ask a vote on this amendment with 20 percent. I shall 
then ask a vote on my amendment proposing 27 percent. Twen- 
ty-seven per cent would reduce the value of the silver in the sil- 
ver dollar to 78 cents, and it would be, as I before remarked, 
precisely on a par with the valuation placed upon silver by the 
Indian commission, which recommended and secured the order 
of the Indian Government suspending the coinage of silver. 

| offer this amendment as a substitute for the amendment of 
the Senator from California, and ask a vote upon itin thatshape. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
take the place of the amendment of the Senator from California, 
or as an addition to that amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. I offer it asa substitute for the amendment 
of the Senator from California. Perhaps, however, he will ac- 
ceptit as a substitute. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, | think my proposition isa 
very simple oneand very easily understood. Perhaps the amend- 
ment might be modified in section 4, after the word ‘‘ smelters,” 
by inserting ‘‘ or by refineries or mills,” if the word ‘‘ smelters” 
is not definite enough. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘Refineries or mills” would not cover it. 
A good deal is produced which is not reduced in the mills. 

Mr. PERKINS. If the words I have proposed do not suit the 
purpose, then I shall modify the amendment by inserting after 
the word ‘‘smelters ” the words ‘‘or other saving devices.” 

I will say to my friend from Nevada that we are doing pretty 
well if we get the Senate to adopt the amendment I offer. Iam 
satisfied with small favors and large ones in proportion. I pre- 


fer my amendment should stand as it is, with the modification I | 
If the Senator sees proper to offer his amend- | 


have suggested. 
ment as an amendment to mine, of course, he has that right. 

Mr. STEWART. What does the Senator mean by coinage at 
‘the same parity?” 

Mr. PERKINS. Itisamisprint. The word “ parity” should 
be “ratio.” Itisso written in the original amendment upon the 
Secretary’s table. 

Mr. STEWART. 
for the amendment of the Senator from California, and upon it 
I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the amendment be reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Nevada will be reported. 

The SECRETARY. After section 1 it is proposed to insert: 

Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. StTEwARrr to the bill (H.R. 1) 
to repeal the act of July 14, 1890, entitled,“‘An act directing the purchase of 


silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other pur- | 


poses,” viz: After section | insert the following: 
So, 2. That the silver coins of the United States shall be composed of stand 


@rd silver. That of the silver coins the dollar shall be of the weight of 4124 | 


ains; the half dollar of the weight of 206} grains; the quarter dollar of 
he weight of 1034 grains; and the dime, or tenth partof a dollar, of the 
Weight of 41} ains. And that dollars, half dollars, quarter dollars and 
dimes shall be legal tenders of payment, according to their nominal value 
for any sum whatever. 

Sec. 3. That silver bullion brought to any mint of the United States for 
coinage shall be received and coined by the proper officers for the benefit of 


of the depositor: Provided, That it shall be lawful to refuse, at the mint, | 


any deposit of less value than $100, and any bullion so base as to be unsuit 
able for the operations of the mint: And provided further, That it shall be 


XXV—183 


Does the Senator offer his amendment to | 


I offer my amendment,then, as a substitute | 
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not the product of the mines and smelters of the United States 

SEo. 4. That thedepositor of silver bullion at any mintof the United St 
for coinage, as hereinbefore provided 
the coinage value thereof either in silver coin orin 1 


| lawful to refuse, at the mint, any deposit of silver coin or bullion which is 


1tes 
shall receive therefor 80 per cent of 
easury notes of the 











United States hereinafter described, and the remaining 20 per cent of such 
bullion shall be coined and covered into whe Treasury; such Treasury notes 
| Shall be prepared and issued by the Secretary of the Treasury in such form 
and in such denominations, not less than #1 nor more than 81,000, as he may 
} prescribe; and such Treasury notes shall be redeemable on demand at the 
| Treasury of the United States or at the office of any ass : r of 
| the United States in silver coin; and su l'reasury notes sha gal 
tender in payment of all debts, public and private 
| Mr.SHOUP. Mr. President, the question involvedin the bill 
} upon which we are expected to cast our votes is, in my opinion, 
| the most important national question presented to Congres 8 
| the organization of the Government. It is a question as momen- 
| tous to the West and to the people of the who!e country as was 
the great question before Congress in 1861. Then th v 
| domof a race was atstake. Now it is the financial liberty of all 
| classes that hangsin the balance. Thenthe unity of States was 
in d inger. Now the classes seek to dominate and ens! the 
massesof all the States. Over the first contest the nation was 
so violently shaken that the g eat structure c e near to utter 
ruin, 
“here will be no appenl to arms in this contest, but t ile 
| are and will be deeply stirred, and the ballot will repudi 1d 
| correct the action this day taken before the final act can con- 
| summated. 
W hen the Union was in great peril the people of the Westoffered 
their services and took an activ: part in the conflict. Now, can 


it be possible, in defending what to us seems to be a question of 


| such overshadowing nitional importance, and which means ruin 

|} and desolation to so many firesides and to so many of the people 
we represent, that we can be expected to willingly consent to un- 
conditional repeal. 

No, Mr. President, we will not, and we enter our earnest pro- 
| test against forcing upon us such unpatriotic and vicious is- 
| lation. 
| This isa question affecting the masses of the people of this 

great nation; and yet one which you absolutely refuse to submit 
| to the people. 

We know what their verdict would be, and we suspect that you 


| know equally well that there would be an overwhelming major- 
| ity for silver as money. I[t is one of the main supports of the 
| superstructure of this Government. 

Mr. President, since the memorable day when our liberty-lov- 
ing ancestors declared their independence, no people in any land 
have been more proud of theirancestry and of their achievements 
than have the people of the United States. Mr. President, lam 
compelled with deep regret. but in all sincerity, to declare that 
in my judgment the independence which we have enjoyed, and 
| which was purchased at such great sacrifice by those we revere, 
is this day placed in jeopardy. 

Mr. President, the biil reported by a majority of the Finance 
Committee, and which itis proposed to foree upon the people, is in 
violation of the spirit and promise of the Constitution of our Gov- 
ernment. It is in violation of the principles of our Government 
| because we submit to the dictation of capitalists of a foreign na- 
tion, voiced, I must admit, for selfish interests, by allies in our 
own country, who, as I stated in my remarks not many days ago, 





| are resorting tothe most extraordinary methods to coerce Con 
| gress into enacting a law which will place this Government 
| financially at the mercy of thestrongestand mostexacting mon- 
| etary people on the globe. Theresre some of us, however, who, 
| if we could prevent it by lawful means, would never submit to 

this humiliation. If we did, we would noton y degrade ou lves 


in our own estimation, and in the estimation of our people, but 


as we believe, in the estimation of the people of all cir ed na- 

| tions. 
Mr. President, if Senators would consent to the passage of the 
| pending amendment, with or without seigniorage, we would, in 
| my opinion, become the greatest of all monetary nations. We 


are contending for one of the greutest principles of a free people. 


If you believe that our mints should not be open to the coinage 
of silver from other nations, why not open them to the produc- 
} tion of the mines of our own country? I for one believe in the 


unlimited coinage of both gold and silver. I have no fear of 
| possessing too much metallic money. 

While I shall vote for the pending amendment, which restricts 
the coinage to the product of our own mines, believing, as I do,that 
no more favorable legislation can be obtained for silver, I can 
not, since you confine the coinage to the production of our own 
country, understand why you exact a tribute of one-fifth of that 
| production. Why not exact the same tribute from the owner of 
| go.d bullion? Are you afraid that the energy, courage, and 
skill of the silver prospector and miner will be rewarded beyond 
| his merits? This proposed seigniorage is nothing more nor less 
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than a tax levied upon the enterprise of the boldest, and for the 
welfare of all, most desirable, even needful character. Satisfy 
your consciences on that point and pos will satisfy me. Butcon- 
fined to our own product, I certainly think that every principle 
of justice demands equality for these metals. 

The purchase or coinage of a small amount of silver monthly, 
as suggested in some of the proposed amendments, would serve 
only to degrade the metal still lower; would give it less standing 
than it nowenjoys. In order to give silver a fair test the entire 
product should ce absorbed. Give it a trial, and if our predic- 
tions that it will bring prosperity to the nation are not realized, 
you will then have just cause, and not until then, to legislate 
againstit. It is not just to compromise our principles away, 
and then hold our cause responsible for disastrous results. 

If France, with a population of but little more than half the 
»opulation of this country, can hold with perfect ease $700,000,000 
in silver the United States can without embarrassment maintain 
a much greater amount. It is the small transactions that re- 
quire a large volume of money; large transactions are usually 
settled by checks or bills of exchange. Silver is therefore the 
money of the people. 

Every laboring man and woman, every business and profes- 
sional man, every contractor, manufacturer, or others employ- 
ing men, the head of every family, and every shopman and 
vender need silver. And if all bills under the denomination of 
$5 is withdrawn from circulation as provided in this amendment 
a very large sum of silver would at once take its place, and 
would at once perform a much broader function as money; and 
to further enlarge its usefulness provision should be made re- 
quiring banks to hold a portion of their reserve in silver. 

Mr. President, 1 know that objection has been made to the re- 
tirement of sm. bills on the ground that silver is too bulky to 
carry. But, Mr. President, in the section where I live we sel- 
dom see a bill of less denomination than $5, and no complaint is 
herd of silver being cumbersome. The greatest troubie we ex- 
perience is that we can not obtain enough of it. The question 
of supposed convenience is a question of prejudice, if it exists at 
all, and one which use would most speedily overcome. 

Mr. President, Wall street and Broad street continue to flood 
the Senate and the country with misstatements of facts. The 
following quotation is from a prominent Wall street institution: 
New YORK, October 21, 1893. 


Still the Senate debate drags its weary course, and still Wall street as 
wearily waits forits conclusion. If evidence were wanting of the serious 
effects of this delay, it stands out clearly in the fact that another of our great 
railroad corporations has been compelled to seek protection in a receiver- 
ship. The statement of the Union Paciltic’s finances, on the application for 
a receiver, is mainly a recital of the great losses of business pending the iate 
silver depression and the protracted deferment of repeal, and it is very 
doubtful whetherthe company would have drifted into its acknowledged 
bank ruptcy had it not been for these drains upon its business. 

The Union Pacific is by no means the only one of our railroad corporations 
that has serious) y suffered from this cause, and there is too much reason to 
fear that, if the silver question were allowed to remain much longer unset- 
tled, other embarrassments may not unlikely result. The signs at Wash- 
ington, however, are now looking brighter, and we may be permitted to hope 
that the deadly incubus of suspended legislation will soon be removed from 
the business and the credit of the country. The people are so positively in- 
gredulous that the Senate will dare to persist much longer in disregarding 
their unmistakably expressed will, that their attitude is one of impatient 
Waiting rather than despondency; nor is it supposed that even were the re- 
peal measure to fail of adoption in the Upper House, such defeat would 
amouut to anything more than a transient postponement of success. * * * 

But while this confidence, in the ultimate suspension of silver purchases, 
serves as a@ strong support to the market, the delay of that conclusion acts 
in many ways as a drag upon both values and transactions. lt keeps upa 
reservation in the larger operations of corporate credit, which tends to the 
embarrassment of railroad finance. It puts obstacles in the way of the re- 
suscitation of important roads now in the process of financial reconstruc- 
tion, and it throws a certain cloud of suspicion around pruperties which 
otherwise would enjoy unqualified confidence; all of which has a certain 
effect upon railroad investments for the time being. 


Mr. President, was there ever a series of statements more mis- 
leading than those contained in the article just quoted, especially 
as to the cause of the financial embarrassment of the Union Pacific 
and other Western railroads? If these money-changers would 
state the actual facts they would say to their customers and to 
the country that on account of the low price of silver, caused by 
the closing of the India mints, and on account of the arbitrary 
ruling of the Secretary of the Treasury, amounting in fact, as I 
understand the law, to a nullification of the purehasing clause 
of the Sherman act, and with the apprehension that Congress 
will repeal the law, many of the es suspended operations; 
that orders for mining machinery were countermanded; that 
merchants cut down their orders for supplies more than one- 
half, and that as a result of it all the earnings of many of these 
railroads were reduced more than 50 per cent. 

Had it not been for the unfriendly attitude against silver by 
the Government, whose duty it was to foster and protect it, and 
for the manufactured sentiment created against it by such arti- 
cles as the one I have just quoted, the West would to-day be 

. prosperous, and all the railroads penetrating that region would 
doing a lucrative business. 
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How or in what way the destruction of silver can 
Western railroids, or any roads or lines of transportatioy , 
trating a silver-producing country, is beyond my com, 
sion. With its total destruction there will be a c 
work on all silver mines, thereby still further reducing {|} 
ings of the transcontinental roads. If reducing their | 
60 per cent or more will place these roads on a sound | 
basis, then that result is in a fair way to be accomplish: 

Had the Secretary of the Treasury purchased the ful! 
| of silver as provided by the law of 13890, he would hay 
the West, as it would have placed in circulation in th 
States several millions of dollars, and silver would at 
time be worth much more per ounce than it is to-day. 
there should be such a relentless war upon silver can not 
counted for, unless it be for the sole purpose of yieldin 
greed of the English and Eastern money-lenders and s 
holders, thereby making a rich class richer at the ex) 
the great masses, who are toiling to develop the reso 
this country, and at the same time to establish fitting h 
American citizens. 

The desire of those who flood us with literature pro 
that the Sherman law must be repealed, and that ther 
| further production of silver, have, in my opinion, but on 
in view, and that is toconcentrate the money of this co 
place itin the possession of afew thousand men alrea 
| mously wealthy. I do not charge that the President or 
retary of the Treasury are in collusion with this cl 
must believe that they have givene:r to them to the ext 
they have lost sight of the true interests of the peopl 
nation. 

Mr. President, we claim that both the Democratic «: 

publican parties, through the President and their repr 
tives in Congress, have abandoned their pledges to the 
Each party declared their intention and determination 1 
and protect silver. The Democratic party went so far : 
in their platform, adopted at Chicago, that the Shermai 
1890 ‘* was a cowardly makeshift; * * * that we hol 
use of both gold and silver as the standard money of th 
| try, and to the coinage of both gold and silver, with 
criminating against either metal or charge for mintage. 

Mr. President, let me inquire what this declaration 1 

Can it be interpreted to mean anything else than this: T! 
Sherman act did not go far enough, and that if the Dem 
party was successful at the polls they would repeal the 
substituting an act for free coinage? If they did not mea: 
why did they proclaim, ‘‘ we hold to the use of both gol 
silver as the standard money of the country, and to the c 
of both gold and silver, without discriminating against 
metal or charge for mintage? ” 

The people of the nation believed, and yet believe, th: 

was an open and gincere declaration for free coinage, and y« 
not convince them even now that it meant anything else 

What will Congress have accomp.ished provided the bi 
the unconditional repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sh 
man act of 1890 becomes a law? In reply to my inquiry the hi: 
torian who records our proceedings will in my opinion 
First, that both the Republican and Democratic parties violated 
one of the most sacred pledges contained in their platforms and 
ignored the wishes of the masseso/the people. Second, that 
the recommend:tion of the President, and in response to t 
urgent appeal of foreign and local capitalists, one of the grand- 
est and most important of our resources was undermined and « 
stroyed. That by doing so thousands of our fellow-citizens w 
made bankrupt; that the savings of a lifetime of industri 
and loyal citizens invested in property and in happy and c: 
fortable homes were destroyed and their owners left pennil 
that we bankrupted counties, cities, and corporations: th 
consequence of the destruction of the silver industry railro 
were forced into the hands of receivers. 

But, Mr. President, should this bill for unconditional rep 
ass and become a law, the people will hereafter have their < 
neourt. The loyalty of both Democrats and Republicans to 

| their party, who are opposed to unconditional repeal and who 
are advocating free coinage as a substitute, has been questio! 
Mr. President, I can answer for myself, for in my own State iti 
known beyond question that I am and always have been a Lte- 
publican, not only in name but in principle. We believe, and 
are willing to go before the people on our statement, that t! 
friends of repeal have violated their party pledges, and that we 
have not. If the so-called silver Senators could reach the © « 
tors of our parties I am confident that we would be sustained, 
but this privilege is denied us. Believing that we are right, 
and that we represent a large majority of the people of this 
country and the true interests of the nation, we will retire from 
this contest with a clear conscience and clean hands, and with 
the conviction that we have manfully and with all the energy 
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and ability we could command, defended one of the greatest re 
BO ees of our country, the honor and integrity of the nation, 
and ms interests of those we have the honor to represent. 

‘and iron fields e qual to cae Colorado, henee our mining 
ition can not turn its attention to those | 
ment. Gold mining will of course continue to -_ a 
industry; but with lead-silver mining eliminated, yusands of 

miners Will be thrown out of employment. to t 
We do not admit that our agricultural resources are second to 
those of any Statein the Union. Butas much of ouragricultural 
requires irr rigation, hence large inv stments of money. their O 

pment without national aid will necessarily | 
small in amount, and trifling ir f 


coai 


pop il 


n¢ 
ly be slow. oO 
Our State debt is smal! 
li of our enormous resources. Every State obligation \ be 
paid to the utmost cent. But there are counties in the State de 
\ | entirely to silver-lead mining to which the passage of this 
bill will be 1 staggering blow. It wi be impossible for ths 
ities to meet their obligations until the people are restore 
o power and invest their great industry with new life, a life 
hat will carry with it happiness and prosperity to every mini 
{ agric ultural hamlet in the Republic. ' 
pending ame ndment would enable these peopl to meet the 
financial obligations and bring prosperity to surrounding agri- | to 
cultural districts. 

r farmers living adjacent to minin 
suffering from the lack of industrial ae ivity inthe mines. B | 
ing far inland they have relied upon the local market for the 
sale of their produce. The Wilson bill, without the amendment 


pr sed by the Senator from California, will destroy this m 


aistricts are aireadcy 


Keb. 
] 


all of our people feel most keenly the calamity whicl 
will be thrust upon them by the passage of the bill referred to 
— it the amendment. 
feel that we have done all that men could do. Our pe 1 

are brave, accustomed to privation and disappointment, and pos- 
sess a courage that never falter The first sh 

will welcome the contest which the appeal to the people wil 
bri 
on the contest, nothing appalled by the apparent odds; for they | it 
believe that they are ea and parcel of the whole 
that the masses of all sections must share with then 
ters which these sad days will ce rtainly bring, and 
thein they will enjoy the prosperity which will follow 


ock over, the) 


be ng des rted Dy thelr old ailles, theyare re uly tocar 





by and for the people. The 


. President, my heart aches when i think of the utter des- | co 
ol tien and distress that will follow unconditional repeal in many | m 
localities, not only in my State, but also inother Western Stat t! 
and Territories. 
FAULKNER. I suppose we can have a vote now on th 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada to the amendment. 
Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment tothe amendment be r« 
I have not heard what it is. 

The Secretary again read Mr. STEWART’S amendment. 

The VICE-PRES!I ~y I. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada /[Mr. Strew- | wi 
ART] to the amet imei of the Senator from California [Mr. | to 
PERKINS]. : ' 


Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken, as the Senator fror 


Nevada is present, I should like to hear an explanation of his | AR 


amendment as to how it would affect the pending amendment. 
I do not understand the two to be quite in harmony one with th« 
other; and before | am ready to vote upon it I should like to 


have an explan \tion. to « 


Mr. FAULKNER. I will state to the Senator from Kansas 
that the Senator from Nevada has made a full explanation of | tl 
the amendment to the Senate. It is hardly fair to those of us | f 


who were here and who have staid here and listened to him to | he 


impo: se upon the Senator from Nevada the burden of a reéxplana- 
tion of his ame ndm ent. 
Mr. STEWART. What is the difficulty about my 


Mr.PEFFER. [wanted an explanation of the proposed amend- 
ment to the amendment so as to learn wherein it differs from | th 
the amendment offered by the Senitor from California. I 

Mr. STEWART. 


there is greit difficulty in getting subsidiary coin under th 
present system. 
great difficulty in finding coin enough to make change. It has 
not been supplied, and I think we had better return to the old 
method of allowing the owners of the bullion to deposit it for | 


coining and let them have whatever kind of coin they want. If | vani 
they want dollars let them have dollars. If they want dimes and 


let them have dimes. That is the first section. 


_ President, discoveries yet made in Idaho do not leave us “1 


on osperous | cent 


amend- | fer 
ment? **nay 


F It differs with it in the first section, where | fro 
it revives the law of 1837, allowing subsidiary coin to be coined | Iow 
and to bea full legal tender the sameas the dollar. As Lexplained, | that 


If you go to any market place you will find | vote 


-EF FER 


from Nev 
affect the I 
aaa ART. 
.PEFFE 
lines of deve ao Me. STE é AR “iy! 
F niorag 


i 





has 
» ( 
vot 
UAY 


Senn 


\. 


Cs 
rom 
Ou 


ri{Mr 


per 


irom 


hamb 


whe 
Tar 


~ +6 


If th 


} 


It 
would 


rhe 


vhen 
onnect 


v 


no 


‘om 


his name 
Oregon 
” while 
I 


ALLISON }. 


l vote * 


roll « 
ir. 


aos 
CKRELL. 
. GORMAN, 

1 {Mr 


I shor 


L vote *‘* 
[ am pair 
CAMERON]. 
ild vote ‘' 
. PALMER, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


rest 


is t 


Fon W 


} 
Lut 


AT: 
vii it 


Vaubele 
I sueve 
transfer our pairs so 
tor from Ores 


\ 


amendment p 
ida to the amendment l 
20 ' 


Au 


d with t 
lf he were 
nay.” 

I am paired with the 


oposed 


b 


senator 


‘ 


d, h 


n 


ir 


id vote °° 


d Ie 


Ail 


irom 


2 
i 





} 
DD 
i 
Ol 
om 
souri 
and 
1 both 
Mmiidy = 


North 

























a nee 


Sie 


EES 


Se 




















ee ed 











2916 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


OCTOBER 28, 





Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]. I would vote ‘“‘nay” if he were 
present. How he would vote I do not know. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the negative). The Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. WHITE] left the city with the under- 
standing that he is paired with me on all questions concerning 
the proposed financial legislation. I wish to announce that my 
air has been transferredgto the Senator from New Hampshire 
ior. CHANDLER]. I have voted. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to announce the pair of the senior Sen- 
atorfrom Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT] with the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. W1LSoNn]. If the senior Senator from Georgia were present 
he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] has been called away from the city 
on most urgent business and that he is paired with the Senator 
from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

Mr. PALMER. I transfer my pair with the Senator from 


North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGBE] to the Senator from New Jer- | 


sey [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is not present, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Allen, Daniel, Martin, Teller, 
Bate, Dubois, Peffer, Vance, 
Berry, George, Perkins, Vest, 
Blackburn, Harris, Power, Walthall, 
Butler, Irby, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Call, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 
Coke, Kyle, Stewart, 

NAYS—3?. 
Aldrich, Frye, McMillan, Ransom, 
Brice, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman,* 
Caffery, Gibson, Mills, Smith, 
Camden, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Squire, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, 
Davis, Hijli, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Hoar. Pasco, Washburn, 
Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, White, La. 
Faulkner, Lodge, Quay, 


NOT VOTING—17. 


Allison, Gorman, Mitchell,Oregon White, Cal. 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrew, 

Colquitt, Hunton, Platt, 

Gordon, McPherson, Turpie, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to have the amendment offered by 
me yesterday read by the Secretary for the information of the 
Senate, after which I desire to call for the yeas and nays upon 
the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all after line 13 in the amend- 
ment of the committee, already agreed to, and insert: 


Sno. —. That the mints of the United States shall be open to the coinage 
of silver of proved American production at the same ratio now existing be- 
tween gold and silver, with a minting or seigniorage charge of 20 per cent, 
which shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

Sec. —. That hereafter no gold pieces for circulation of a less denomina- 
tion than $10 be coined, and no more legal tender, national currency, or 
Treasury notes of a less denomination than %5 be issued. 

Sec. —. Thatthe holder of any standard silverdollars which have been or 
may hereafter be coined may deposit the same with the Treasurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States inany sum, and received therefor notes 
of denominations of five and ten dollars only, which notes shall have the same 
legal-tender quality as the coin for which they areexchanged. The coin de- 
posited foror representing the said notes shall be retained in the Treasury 
for the payment of the same on demand. 

Src. —. That tn order to protect the mints against imposition no silver 
shall be coined under this act except such as is produced by smelters or 
other saving devices situated in the United States, and shall be stamped, 
marked, or molded as directed by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is 
hereby authorized to appoint such officers or agents and fix their compensa- 
tion and prescribe such rules and regulations as may be necessary to carry 
this act into effect. 

Seo. —. That there shall be appointed a commission of five monetary ex- 
perts, the members whereof shall not be otherwise connected with the Gov- 
ernment, whose duty it shall be to keep Congress and the Executive advised 
on all necessary matters relating to the currency. 


Mr. PERKINS. That the question may be voted upon with- 
out any corollary, on the straight proposition whether Congress 
will protect American silver at the average American price at 
which it has prevailed for the past thirty years, I desire to strike 
out the last section, blank number, relating to the appointment 
of a monetary commission, as before stated. 

Mr. FRYE (to Mr. PERKINS). You have aright to modify 
your amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from California has a right to 
modify his amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. ThenI desire to withdraw from my amend- 
ment the last five lines, 27 to 31, inclusive, relating to the ap- 
pointment of a commission of five monetary experts. 


es 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be so moqj. 
fied. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, I desire to have the question taken 
the amendment by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceedeq 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). On this 
question my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Seng. 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. If my colleague were py 
ent he would vote “yea.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (when his name was called). As announce 
on the previous vote, I have been paired with the senior Sena. 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], but that pair is transferred to t}, 


On 


4g. 


| Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL], so that the Senator from 


Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], and I will vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). [havea genera] pajp 
| on this subject with the Senator from California [Mr. \\ 
which pair, as I have heretofore announced, has been transferre 
to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}. I yote 
‘na a 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired wit 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were here } 
would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBRoOUGH}) 
I should vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am 
on this question with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. G: 

If he were present I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I want to suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that he transfer his pair with the Senator from Georgia 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], and he and[ 
can both vote. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have no objection to that arrangem 
T vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I again announce 
that my pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorG AN} has 
been transferred to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Ha 
LEY]. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). Under the announce- 
ment of the transfer of my pair with the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL], to the Senator from Iowa |[Mr. ALLISON], Lam 
at liberty to vote, and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr.PASCO. Under the transfer of pairs announced, the Sena- 
tor from Georgia [Mr. GORDON] stands paired with the Senat 
from Pennsylvania |Mr. CAMERON]; and at the request of th: 
Senator from Georgia I wish to state that he would vote ‘ na: 
if present, and that he has been called away from the city upon 
urgent business. I shall not make the announcement aguin to- 
day. 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—30, 


Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Stewart, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Teller, 
Berry. Faulkner, Perkins, Vance, 
Blackburn, George, Pettigrew, Vest, 
Butler, Harris, Power, Walthall, 
Call, Irby, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
Coke, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 

NAYS—41. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Brice, Gorman, Mills, Squire, 
Caffery, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Stockbridge, 
Camden, Hale, Morrill, Turpie, 
Carey, Higgins, Murphy, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hill, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Proctor, White, La. 
Dolph, Lodge. Quay, 
Frye, McMillan, Ransom, 
Gallinger, McPherson, Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—I4. 


Allison, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon White, Cal. 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson. 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, 

Colquitt, Hunton, Platt, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BERRY. Iofferan amendment as a proviso to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the amendment of the committee 
already agreed to the following proviso: 


Provided, That the act of February 28, 1878, entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize 
the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender char- 
acter,’’ requiring the purchase monthly of not less than two miilion and 
not more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion and the coining 
of the same as f st as purchased into standard silver dollars, be. and the 
same is hereby, revived and reénacted into full force and effect. 


Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, the amendment that I have 
proposed, if the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON] 
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will give me his attention for a moment, simply provides that, 

when the Sherman law is repealed, or the purchasing clause of | 
it, the Bland-Allison act of 1878, which was repealed at the time | 
of the passage of the Sherman law, shall be revived and remain | 
in full force and effect. That is the simple effect which the 
amendment would _— upon the bill, if it became a part of it 

3 then passed. 

ae the amendment, Mr. President, I desire to say that 
itis not what I prefer. It is not what I would rather have. [f 
: I could have my will in the premises, I would have an amend- 
ra ment adopted to the bill which would provide for the free and 
4 unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and that that 
‘ should become a part and parcel of the lawof this land. In that 
I believe. Buta majority of the Senate voted against this on | 
yesterday. If there was any hope of securing that, I would not 
vote to revive the Bland-Allison act, because it contains provi- 
sions that I do not fully approve, but I offer this amendment in 
the nature of acompromise. I have offered it as a proposition 
that, it has seemed to me from the time this session began, all 
the Democrats at least could stand upon until such time as we 
could agree upon what should be the final policy of the party in | 
regard to the finances of this country. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] some weeks ago in a | 
very able and a very fair speech made here, in construing the 
Democratic platform which was adopted at Chicago, and about 
which there has been so much dispute, stated on the floor of the 
Senate that the Democrats are agreed that there was a declara- | 
tion in that platform in favor of the repeal of the Sherman law 
the Sherman law, bear in mind—not one section or ciause of it, 
but the entire law. I agree with the Senator from Delaware 
that the platform did so declare. 

He admitted very fairly that the platform declared further that 
the Democratic party committed itself to bimetallism and the | 
coinage of both gold and silver upon such terms as would cause 
each to circulate upon terms of equality, and thateach would have 
the same purchasing power. Lagree with the Senator from Dela- 
ware in thatproposition. He furthermore said that the platform 
provided that this might be done either by international agree- 
ment or by legislation; that he and those with whom he was acting 
believe in doing it by international agreement, and others on this | 
side of the Chamber, including myself, believe in doing it by leg- 
islation; and that at this particular juncture and time we can not 
setile that question. 

In all of that I agree with him; but, Mr. President, while we 
are waiting for the time to come when that settlement shall be 
had, [ ask him if it is fair to other Democrats that silver shall 
be demonetized altogether, and that no provision shall be made 
for the coinage of a single dollar of it. 

Iassert that if this law is to be repealed, and while we are 
waiting to agree upon legislation, it would be fair to all Demo- 
crats that we reinstate the conditions that existed at the time 
this obnoxious law was passed. Let us reénact the law which 
this one repealed, and let it stand as a law until Democrats agree 
whether the two metals shall be put upon an equality by inter- 
national agreement or by legislation. That, it seems to me, 
would be fair dealing between members of the same party, all of 
whom aided in the election of a Democratic President; and if 
you are disposed to mete out justice to us, there ought to be no 
objection to it on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. President, those of us who have come from Southern 
States, who believe in free silver, who are committed to it, who 
believe that our party was committed to it, have sat here from 








day to day and week toweek, and have seen ourselves denounced 
by so-called Democratic papers, denounced for every conceivable 
crime in the calendar because we have dared to vote our honest 
convictions, and as our people at home behind us demand that 
we shall vote. We have promised them upon a hundred stumps 
that we would stand by free coinage. We have kept our words. 
All weasked was that the party should carry out its party pledges, 
and for that we have been denounced again and again, and while 
we have submitted to this we have lost no opportanity to try to 
urge upon this side of the Chamber some measure upon which 
all Democrats can unite. 

When we first came here we offered to go into a Democratic 
caucus, either of Democratic Senators or both Democratic Sena- 
tors and Democratic Members of the House. That was indig- 
nantly and contemptuously refused us. When we staid here from 
week to week while the fight went on, remained in our seats and 
answered the roll call, and then twenty-two free silver Democrats 
on this side of the Chamber gave a written statement upon which 
we pledged our honor to go into a Democratic caucus of Sena- 
tors and abide by and vote for whatever a majority of the Demo- 
cratic Senators would say, that was refused us. Finally, in 
the interest of Democratic harmony, we, together with other 
Democratic Senators who did not agree with us, thirty-seven of 
us in all, twenty-one of whom were silver Democrats, signed a pro- 
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posed compromise which did not meet our views, in which we 
did not fully believe, in the hope that we might unite this side 
of the Chamber, so that we could all stand in harmony, if possi- 


ble, with the Democratic Administration. 

But every offer we have made has been refused; there has 
been no concession whatever made tous here. You seem deter- 
mined that you will force this thing upon us as it is withouta 


single letter of amendment. it may seem right to you, but [am 
compelled to say that it seems unfair and unjusttous. It will be 
a bitter lesson that goes to the people in the Southern land, men 
who have for twenty-five years through evil report and good 
report, through difficulties and dangers that no one who has not 
| lived in that section can comprehend, stood by the Democratic 
party; who have supported such nominees from the East and 


the North as were selected for them to support, who have never 
in their courage or in their devotion to Democratic 
principles. When we go back to them and we are compelled 
to tell them, ‘‘ Your Democratic brethren from the North would 
make no concession, we could get nothing,” it will be a bitter 
lesson to them. 

Mr. President, I regret that it isso. I should be sorry to be- 
lieve that there are any men on this side of the Chamber who 
take a pleasure in obtaining a victory over that class of menand 
over us, and especially when that victory is obtained under 
leadership of the Senator from Ohio, backed by an overwhelming 


the 


majority of the lifelong enemies of the Democratic party. But 
if you will not do it; if you are determined that we shall take it 
this way, and will make no concession, we can only make the 


record in accordance with our belief and cast our votes in favor 
of a proposition of compromise, of every amendment friendly to 
silver, and if all is refused then cast our votes against the bill. 

Mr. President, I regret that such is your determination: but 
if you will have it so, { hope and trust and believe that the Dem- 
ocrats throughout the South will do in the future as they have 
done in the past, rally around the Democratic banner and the 
Democratic flag and fight it out inside of the lines of the Demo- 
cratic party until we gain all that we thought was promised us 
at Chicago. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, my great respect the 
Senator from Arkansas and something that I think is due to the 
situation impels me to say a few words at this time. 

There are many things which have been proposed, and will be 
again proposed on this floor in connection with the pending billas 
amendments that under different circumstances would meet my 
approval. At this time I feel charged with a duty to have the 
bill passed if possible without any incumbrance at all. For ten 
weeks and more we have talked on that line. At thislate hour, 
however muchI might approve any amendment, I would not feel 
at liberty to support it in connection with this measure. 


for 


Senators seem to forget that there isaday beyond this. They 
seem to forget that there is a to-morrow, a next week, and a 


time besides the present to transact business and to lay down 
public policies. I do not expect financial legislation to expire 
with the present session. I do not expect the policy of the 
Government or of the present Administration to be circum- 
scribed by one act. We undertook to repeal a bad law, a law 
that seemed to vitiate and taint the confidence in this country. 
Whether it did all that had been done I[ will not stop to inquire, 
but that it was charged with having done it, and that it was a 
pretext for breaking down public confidence is beyond question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest to him that he is strong to- 
day because of allies over yonder: but as to those propositions 
which he could approve to-day but for his desire to pass this 
bill without amendment and without change, when he shall re- 
port or offer any one of them his allies there are gone; they are 
in the camp of the enemy, and he will find himself powerless 
then, however potent he may be to-day. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President, there are some men who 
are sufficiently wise to-day to be able toforecast the future. The 
Senator from Tennessee seems to know all things, not merely for 
now but for all time tocome. He determines what will be done 
over yonder next week, or next month, or in December next. 
So far as allies or help over there is concerned I think he would 
be about as weak without his allies over there as anybody I know. 
So I need not be reminded on that subject. 

The strongest man in the whole camp—I salute him—is the 
Senator from Colorado[Mr. TELLER]. I see that a splendid offi- 
cer of the Government has beendegraded because he saluted the 
flag of an insurgent. I salute the flag of the Senator from Colo- 
rado, who has surrendered to an inevitable force. I salute him 
with all the honorsof war as he passes off the field. But astothe 
prediction of the Senator from Tennessee it passes me for 
naught. It was not for that that I rose; but I desire to say in 
the discharge of a duty which has fallen upon me as an humble 
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instrument of the public willand the Providence thatreignsover 
us all, | shall ask this body to cumber the pending bill with 
nothing. 

My good friend, who sits on my right, the Senator from Ken- 
tucky | Mr. BLACKBURN], for whom I would go as far as I would for 
any living man, has an amendment tooffer. I said to hima little 
while ago thut it pains me to vote against anything he would 
offer upon this floor; but we have made our battle, and I desire 
to pass the bill in order to wipe from the statute books of this 
country a pernicious law. You all admit it is a pernicious law. 
The men who voted for it admit it. The distinguished author 
even, with a manliness that does him honor and credit, here to- 
day admits that the experiment failed which he had hoped might 
sueceed. The friends of silver made a fatal mistake in fasien- 
ing it upon the statute book. 

All I have undertaken is toclear the deck, as I have said be- 
fore, for free action hereafter. And I donot intend to be bound 
by votes which I shall give here against amendments in regard 
to the merits of those amendments. I give my votes against 
them because they are amendments to a bill that ought to be 
passed without amendment; and then an opportunity will be 
given for freer, fairer, and more deliberate action than we can 
have in connection with a measure like this. 

I have been induced to say this because of the great respect 
and affection I bear to the Senator from Arkansas, and for the 
kind of men whom he represents in the South. 

While I am on my feet I may venture a few words more. I 
had thought not to say anything ti]! the end, but I may as well 
say a few words now bearing upon the present situation. 

listened to the Senator from Ohio to-day with great interest, 
as | always do, not that I approve of his views very often; but 
inasmuch as his views expressed to-day relate somewhat to the 
position | have taken in regard to this matter, | may be pardoned 
a word. He announced here to-day that I had opposed the 
amendment he contemplated offering to authorize the issue of 
Government bonds. I did. I said, however much I might ap- 
prove such a measure, though not saying that I did approve it, 
I would disapprove it here and now. 

I said the same thing to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER] in regard to his great amendment, an amendment look- 
ing to the rehabilitating and recognizing the banks in the States, 
taking away from great money centers their supreme control 
over the money questions. I believe that State banks, under 
proper circumstances, can be safely trusted in our monetary sys- 
tem. The Senator from South Carolina, with great ability, has 
argued that question upon this floor. He has an amendment 
pending here. I told him to-day (as I said from my place here 
on the 22d day of last August in opening this debate, when I 
elaborated the idea and discussed it in view of the decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States) that I am in favor of 
repealing the unconstitutional 10 per cent tax on State banks; 
= that I shall have to vote against his amendment, which I 
meta approve, because it is put in a connection that would be 

urtful. 

I think it was Mr. Burke who said that statesmanship is the 
science of circumstances. Circumstances control men’s votes 
and men’s actions, and the circumstances of this bill warrant 
me, compel me to ask the friends of the measure to vote upon it 
straight and to vote down all amendments however just they 
might be as separate and independent measures. I see the press 
has announced that I said I regard motion to amend this bill as 
an unfriendly act to the bill. That is true. I said it. I say 
here now that an amendment offered to the bill and voted for to 
the bill, is an act of unfriendliness to the bill. Of course any 
Sen vtor has the right to do it; and I have the right to speak of 
it in this way, with entire respect to his voting. 

A word or two more, Mr. President. I have not felt myself 
at liberty to volunteer measures of relief for the Treasury until 
Iam notified that the Treusury needs assistance. I have pro- 
found respect and confidence for and in the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I have pro ound respect in the ability, the care, the 

udence, the safety of judgment of the President of the United 

tates and the Secretary of Treasury combined. They have 
asked for no assistance as yet; and I do not feel warranted in 
asking the Finance Committee of the Senate to volunteer some- 
thing that is not asked, and something that might not be ap- 
proved of. 

In the first place, Mr. President, I have had no note of alarm; 
I have seen no signal of distress put up over the Treasury build- 
ing; and even if | had, I would then want to know in what shape 
assistance was needed. If signal guns were fired I would want 
to know from the head of that great Department in what form 
they desire the assistwee of the legislative department. Until 
that is done, I say with great respect to the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Ohio, I do not Know how he or I can formulate a propo- 
sition to assist a condition we are not advised of officially. 
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I stood here last February and advocated a modification , 
isting law on the subject of the issuance of bonds, to th 
that the Secretary of the Treasury might be authorized ; 
| bonds of shorter date and lower rate of interest. I beli 
the present law, the enactment of 1875, gives the autho 
day. The Secretary of the Treasury, than whom ther 
beiter lawyer, believes the same thing. 

I happen to have known John G. Carlisle where oth. 
haps, have not known him. I have known him in th: 
and he is a lawyer amongst lawyers; not a lawyer on th 
but a lawyer equipped; not a lawyer out of practice, not 
long relieved from the trial of cases; and when he sy) 
that he believes he hus authority under the act of 1875 t 
bonds, I believe him; yet I believe we ought, when w: 
that question, to modify that law to the extent of autho 
shorter bond and one of lower interest, and to do that, 1 
interest of the bond buyers or bondhoiders, but in th 
of the public, in the interest of the taxpayers. I think 
ator from Ohio is right in many portions of his views. 
stand him to occupy the position which I do, that if bo 
be issued they should be issued forshortertermsand at : 
rate of interest, so that the people may take the bonds 
posit them in the savings banks, and that they shall not 
the hands of bankers as the foundation for national ban 
the extent they are now doing. 

But, sir, ‘sufficient unto the day is the evil thereof.’ 
have no need to jump a ditch until we get toit. Whent 
islation is completed, when we are free from the incub 
rests upon the public confidence, when the national ni 
is removed, wecan then take up the subject in a wholeso 
and legislate upon it. Whetherit then resultsin the ado; 
the amendment offered by the distinguished Senator fr 
kansas [Mr. BERRY], or in any other measure, We can addr 
selves to it fairly and weli. 

In the meantime, Mr. President, let me give this as 
for I do not want to be upon the floor again in this debut 
public credit will be taken care of. Let no man gain 
safety of our currency or of our obligations under this Adu 
tration in the year 1893. 

The Democratic party is devoted to the honor of the c 
Its honor is allied toand embedded in the integrity of its fi: 
Whatever may have been fashionable on the Repubiic: 
heretofore, and on the stump in the way of debate, in s ’ 
that among the Democratic Senators are men from the 
who had been leaders in the Confederate army, and w! 
not for the honor of the Government, its money, or its fla: 
hot so, gentlemen. We have the courage and the patriot 
stand upon a hiyh level, to protect every element of bo 
integrity, of safety, which has ever been known to this G: 
ment, and we shall not falter on the way. 

Let the old notions of Republican leader pass away, for ‘ 
do not apply to the present condition; they never did apply: 
less now than ever c ore. 

There is not a Senator on this side of the Chamber—som: 
them sit around me with feet in the grave, some of them cripp! 
halting, coming here upon crutches; but there is not one o! th 
whose fidelity to the national honor is not fully equal, beyond « 
question of debate or comparison, with that a ox Senator wlio 
sits upon the other side cf the Chamber; and I say it witho 
the slightest hesitation or modification. The Republican part) 
has no longer any monopoly on this subject, and when the S 
ator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] sounds the note of alarm «: 
says that something must be done to protect the national cre ii 
I say to him the national credit is in safe hands at this ti: 
Never was it in safer hands. 

We may differ and divide amongst ourselves on this side of the 
Chamber, but we shall do so without acrimony; we shall do s 
without impugning each other’s motives, and oa the great tou 
stone question of national honor we shall come together at a 
ment’s call. 

Mr. President, I have been betrayed into saying more thin | 
had expected to say, but I believe | can not dismiss the subject 
or the occasion without a few parting words to the Senators who 
come here from the great silver States. 

We have fought a long contest. I have been criticised for m) 
bearing to those men. Great esthetic journals, calling them- 
selves journals of civilization, have criticised me bacause 1h 
said no abusive words of those gentlemen, These journals b 
said the time had come to say o.Jensive and ha d things. 

I opened this discussion, as I remarked a littie while ago, on 
the 22d day of August, and I spoke here my sentiments then in 
regard tothe silver States of this Union and their representative: 
To-day, as this contest is closing. I wish to repeat by simple re!- 
erence every word I said of them and to them at that time. 
They have fought their battle gallantly and well, held thei 
ground; and now, in this parting hour, there is nota manly heart 
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1s out to such utterances as we listened to last evening 


—e 
ad , the senior Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER], and again 
his morning from the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoOL- 
coTt Nobody who heard those utterances will feel any vain 
spirit of triumph in this hour. 

3 feel, Mr. President, and the men who have acted with me 


feel, that we have acted for the best interests of the country 
noint others differ from us, but we feel with them, an 





. 


our of triumph we have nothing but respect for those 


Onthat 
bh : . ; 
; side ot the Chamber and on the other side of the Cham- 


¥ Pe 


io have heid ditferent views. 

This much, Mr. President, [ thought it was becoming in me 
to say. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I have no desire to pro- 
long this diseussion; but, unfortunately last evening, in my con- 


toniion with the honorable Senator from Nevada {Mr. JONES 
» desire to convert him from the error of his ways, I was 
t put in the position of anobstructionist. Ido not propos 
to repeat that experiment. There seems to be a desire on al 
ff the Chamber to proceed to a vote. We have now be 


he or nearly three months discussing this question: and 
4 enate has expressed a desire to vote, and while the spa 
lasts, I do not intend to offer anything by way of delay. 
ish to say, however, in answer to the honorable Senator 
fr Arkansas |[Mr. B&RRY], who has just addressed the S 
[ want no illusions upon this question and no de 

{ when the vote shall have been take [ differ with 1 
honorable Senator that either the Democratic convention, th« 
President, or the friends of repeal in this Chamber have e 

{ dt l policy of the absolute and uncondi ional repe of 
the Sherman law in its entirety. To repeal the Sherman law i 
ts entirety means ’ 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit to ask a questi 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Ina moment, when I get through with 


this sentence. 
To repeal the Sherman law in its ent 


irety m 
] 
‘ 


dred and fifty millions of Treasury notes shall be left witho 
redeemer either in gold or silver. To do such an act 
would leave the Democratic party more in need of ‘ed 


than the Treasury notes themselves. 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator now permit me to ask ac 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Ir. BERRY. The Senator said he denied that the nati 
Democratic convention ever declared in favor of the repeal « 
the Sherman law. Iassert that that declaration has been 1 
fifty times, or at least a large numberof times, on the floor of t 
Senate and from the desk; and there is not one word in 
Democratic platform about the purchasing clause of the She 
act. 

The Senator says the repeal of the Sherman law in its entiret; 
would leave $15:,000,000 of Treasury notes unprovided for. | 
assert that that $150,000,000, if that law be repealed, would be as 
much provided for as the greenback currency is to-day. The; 
stand precisely on the same footing. The Senator's statement 
that the $15),000,0 0 of Treasury notes would be unprovided for 
is, | think, not justified by the law. 

[ repeat that the Democratic platform declared in favor of re- 
pealing the Sherman law, and said nothing about the purcha 
ing clause of that law. If the Senator from New Jersey do 
not know that he certainly ought to know it. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know it, and I do not thin 
there is a man in this country who does know it, in the sense the 
Senator now states it, which is in effect to issue one hundred 
and fifty millions of new paper with no promise of redemption. 

Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will read that plank in the 
Democratic platform he will find that I am correct. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It was not the intention of the Demo- 
cratic convention, or the intention of the friends of repeal upon 
this side of the Chamber, to imperil in any way, shape, or for 
the notes issued to the amount of $150,000,000, except by som 
other coin redemption. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me there? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Not at present. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator permit me to read from t 
Democratic platform? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I want to say, if the Senator will perm 
me to finish my sentence—— 

Mr. BERRY. All right. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Democratic platform was a gene 
enunciation of principles. The Democratic platform certainly 


did not and could not declare a policy which would, after th 
issue of $150.000,(.00 of Treasury notes, leave them unprotected by 
any coin redemption whatever; and I do not want the Demo- 
eratic party committed to any such policy. 
Senator. 
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Mr. BERRY. If the Senator will permit, as he has m i 
square issue of fact with me as to what the Democratic pl 
declares, and puts such construction as he sees proper 


which was never intend: d to be put pon the declaration made 





by the Democratic convention at Chicago, I shall read i 
So. 7. We denounce the Repu {slat vn as 
1890 as a cowardly in 7 
in the future which shou 
cious for its speedy repea 
That is all that relates to the repeal o Sh un 
have heard most remarkable statements m 
from Ne ersey on this floor regard to 
have been usually matters of opinio r 
tion of fact as fo the languag empl ed n th 
LSS t that the D ) pl rorm ecl in | 
peal of 3 pu lasing Ciause Of the She a 
n plain | ! which can not be mistak 
M MoP HI! SON. Very we nswer to the 
imply this, that: pl p 
‘ incLAt t l ot the ) ; 
) erat nv th P l ) 1 i dD 
yon the statu 100 d ; 
‘ 3} vd I n issu i 1die i ‘ 
could not, for a sing m n ’ | it 
i vas proper to rep l L 
1otes entirely { ) ) 
3 ma : oO rn te 1) 
t h a no ii 5 
‘ ) th ( ( 
s has been h 1ato \ t 
] hi of ) % > pa 
OA | S t | ~ 
g 3 no } bl oO 
< in e i) } I ) 
id id } 
icP! LSON ror 1 i i | 
e to é ( it i ‘ 
I 
| > = ¢ ) iO \ i LO 
sey f $ t i n 
l ,7aln ma ft thes 
l icP RSO ) r oO ) 
! ‘ i i iu i I > ) ; 
pul se ¢ i ) Lor A the ¢ y ¢ n Li 
e y a cl . ( 
iri we ld t I { l oO ¢ r p 
oO nd it would ul t i é 
‘ arty did nm : when it mad he } ) 
{ o, th hey Ww ) 1 r 
l Li coun ,» OM PU « 
rman law h e l | nd 
i WiltDno ven al Vi V d oO 
eace me in sil er CO I ea ) Col 
\ sSUTLER. lay | not sug ythe S to 
ey t vhen tl p sion uti ) 1 
form the convention ight ha ntemplated some 1 
of law which would have taken care that $150,000,000 of ‘I 
ury notes? 
Mr. MePHERSON. It co ip Ly 110 
d, that the party favored repeal of the She ! 
hat mean? 
SUTLER. If that isth 
: ‘ 
< iE RSO} it g 
nad 1 3 in i ‘ 
VA Cl VV i mi f Lt irom I 
‘ oO ya oO to nin 
cPHERSO iin 
\N¢ i ( ro piatform does no 
ith é , Dirt or t 6] ol ~ 
oO! i ives thit that | Ww i fraught with 
such m iiefs in the future that it 
of himself. [{Laughter. 
McPHERSON | think we have ocular pre ! { 
ishamed of himself. It has been e reed ¢« tl loo 
nite that it was perhaps owing to sucgvestion made b 
‘ itor from O , in an interview last f.il in t state « 
Ohio, that the President of the United States hid be nduced 
‘ommend the rep lof the purch sing clause of ther 
n niiw. 
ow. L wish to Say to the honorab Senator from Ohio, that 
if he has been the cause of this beneficent legislatior he has 
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dent of the United States and the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
because, certainly the Democratic platform, if construed in the 
light of reason, provided for nothing except that we should dis- 
continue the purchases of silver. ‘To say in the presence of 67,- 
000,000 of people in thiscountry, that the Democratic party was so 
wanting in intelligence, was so wanting incommon honesty, that 
they had incorporated in their platform a provision which re- 
quired that $150,000,000 of paper money which had been issued 
should have no redeemer whatever provided for them, is absurd 
and ridiculous. The Democratic platform left to Congress the ex- 
ercise of the legislative powers necessary to enforce the general 
principles therein enunciated. The intelligence and patriotism 
of a Democratic Congress was thought quite sufficient to guard 
the country from such a calamity; and the present Congress is 
likely to prove equal to the occasion. 

Mr. HILL. There seems to be a dispute as to how much the 
Senate knows in regard to the silver question. If, after three 
months’ debate, we do not know all that is to be known on the 
subject, I think we labor under a grave imputation. In my 
judgment, we know enough to-day to be able to vote upon this 
question, and the sooner we take the vote the better. We shall 
never know #ny more about the question than we do now. 

Mr. BUTLaR. I suggest that if the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. MCPHERSON] does not stop his obstructive tactics I 
shall have to call upon the Senator from New York [Mr. HILu] 
to apply the cloture. [Laughter.] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). Mycol- 
league |Mr. CAMERON] is paired with the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. Jf he were present 
he would vote *‘nay,” and I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senatorfrom North Dakota| Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
If he were present, I should vote ‘' nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called) 
my general pair with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
has been transferred to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAw- 
LEY], and I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. I suggest to the 
Senator from Missouri |Mr. COCKRELL], who is paired with the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. that we transfer our pairs, 
so that the Senator from Iowa will stand paired with the Sen- 
ator from Oregon, and the Senator from Missouri and I will be 
at liberty to vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is satisfactory to me. 

Mr. VILAS., I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I vote ‘‘yea.” Ipresume the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], if present, would vote “nay,” although 
this amendment proposes to reénact the law, partly bearing his 
name. |[|Laughter.] 

Mv. PERKINS (when the name of Mr. WuHrIrTs of California 
was called). My colleague [Mr. WuHrrE of California] is paired 
upon this question with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]; 
but that pair has been transferred to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. My colleague if present would 
vote *‘ yea” on this question, and Iam informed the Senator from 
New Hampshire would vote ‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. Iwish toannounce that the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. COLQUITT] would vote “‘ yea” if he were present and not 
paired with the Senator from lowa [Mr. WILSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 37; as follows: 


YEAS—33, 


Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
NAYS—37. 


McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 


M . 
sues 
m, 


Sherman, 


I desire to state that 


Allen, 
Bate, 

at 
Blackburn, 
Butler, 


Dubois, 
Faulkner, 
George, 
Harr 

Irby, 
Jones, Ark. 
Jones, Nev. 
Kyle. 
Martin, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
Wolcott. 


Aldrich, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 


a 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 


ai 


Hoar. 
Lindsay. 


MeMitian, 
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NOT VOTING—15. 
Hunton, Platt, 
Mitchell,Oregon White, Cal. 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson. 
Chandler, Hawley, Palmer, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add after the word “ ro. 
pealed,” in line 13, the following: 

Provided, That hereafter standard silver shall be coined at the se 
mints of the United States into dollars, half dollars quarter dollar 
dimes, at the present ratio of 16grains of standard silver to 1 grain of stana. 
ard gold, under the same conditions as to mintage and other charges that 
are now or may hereafter be in force with reference to the coinage of ¢, 
And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, without nec 
delay, to cause all uncoined silver bullion owned by the Government 
United States to be coined into standard silver dollars. All money coined 
under the provisions of this act shall be a full legal tender for all debts, pyp. 
lic and private. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. [I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). I avain 
announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I announce for the day that my pair with 
the seuior Senator from lowa !Mr. ALLISON] has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Oregon[Mr. MITCHELL]. That leaves 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS] and myself free to 
vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH]. If he were present [ should vote ‘*‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). My pair with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] having been transferred 
to the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] I vote “nay.” 
This arrangement is to extend throughout the session to-day. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 31, nays 41; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Kyle, 
Martin, 
Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Pettigrew, 
Power, 
Pugh, 
Roach, 

NAYS—4I. 
McPherson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Perkins, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 


Allison, 


Colquitt, 
Camden, 


Gordon, 


Allen, 
Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cockrell, 
Coke, 


Daniel, 
Dubois, 
George, 
Harris, 
Hunton, 


Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
;. Wolcott. 
Jones, Nev. 


Aldrich, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Fauikner, 


Frye, 
Gallinger, 


Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 


Smith, 
Squire, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
White, La. 


Hoar, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 
Manderson, Ransom, 
McMillan, Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—13. 


Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 


Allison, 
Camden, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, 

Chandler, Hawley, White, Cal. 

So the amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. PASCO subsequeatly said: The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. CAMDEN] was unexpectedly called from the Chamber 
a short time ago and | had arranged to be paired with him, but 
forgot itin the excitement attendant upon the last two votes. | 
now desire to have unanimous consent to be allowed to withdraw 
—— : 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requestof 
the Senator from Florida to be allowed to withdraw his vote? 
The Chair hears none. ' 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to submit an amendment, which 
is on the Secretary's desk. I ask that it may be now read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 
ing: 

Sec. 2, That on and after the Ist day of January, 1894, any mine owner or 
smelter producing silver which is derived exclusively from mines situated 
in the United States or its Territories. and which is of the required fineness, 
may present the same at any of the mints of the United States, and the same 
sha ibe coined free into silver dollars of the present standard, except the 
seigniorage hereinafter provided for, if presented in sums not less than #100. 

SEc. 3. at on the ist day of each month the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall establish the seigniorage for each following month. 

Sxc. 4. That the seigniorage for the coining silver shall be the difference 
between the market price of silver bullion and the minted value after coined, 


which seigniorage shall not be coined but shall be sold by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in open market, at home or abroad, at the highest price for 


Colquitt, 
Gordon, 


Wilson. 
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ich gold shall be held in the Treasury and used only for the purpose 
aining parity between the two metals. 


aint 
of male ‘hat in fixing or establishing the seigniorage the average price of 

‘iver sold by him the month preceding shall control, when he has sold any; 
Bll Bus 


 perwise the average price in the cities of London and New York. 

oom That in order to protect the mints against imposition no silver 

shall be coined under this act except such as is produced by smelters situ- 
aj in the United States, and shall be stamped, marked, or molded as di- 

= i by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is hereby authorized to ap- 

aa . such officers or agents and fix their compensation and prescribe such 

ee and regulations as may be necessary to carry this act into effect. 

TT a0. f That the silver bullion sold as heretofore provided shall have its 


earmarks removed and shall, after sale, lose its privilege. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, [ shall offer this amend- 
ment, not asa substitute for that portion of the pending bill | 
which it proposes to strike out, but to come in as additional to | 
the bill, should it be agreed to by the Senate. | 

Mr. President, during the long debate which has occurred 
here over this measure, Iam sure the RECORD bears me out in | 
the assertion that I have taken up but very little of the time of 
the Senate. For many weary weeks I have been persistently en- 
caged in trying to get this matter to a vote, and to get it dis- 
nosed of and settled. I do not intend to ask the indulgence of 
the Senate in the discussion of the proposed amendment. It 
has been printed and upon the desks of Senators for three weeks 
past. Ionly wish to say that if the right of coinage is to be given 
to the silver metal at all, I believe that the amendment now sub- 
mitted guards the Government and its Treasury as carefully as 
may be done in the process of the mintage of the metal. 

The one feature of the amendment to which I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate is the determination of the seigniorage, my 
effort being to establish a self-adjusting process. The seignior- 
age proposed in the amendment consists of the difference be- 
tween the bullion value and the coin value of the silver metal, | 
that difference to be determined by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon the first day of each month. If the silver metal shall 
appreciate in value, the seigniorage, of course, depreciates in | 
amount, but ifthe parity of value between the two metals is what | 
is sought for, that is absolutely secured, because the seigniorage 
is not fixed arbitrarily at 10 per cent, as heretofore, nor 20 per 
cent, nor 25 per cent, but the seigniorage is the difference in | 
value to be established every month by the Secretary of the 
Treasury between the bullion value of the metal and the value 
after it has been coined. 

I believe that, if Senators will examine the amendment, they 
will find that every safeguard is thrown around the mint to pro- | 
tect it irom imposition. The purpose and object of the amend- | 
ment is to give unlimited coinage to silver metal, the product 
of American mines, and to fix the seigniorage on the basis indi- 
cated. To that proposition I invite the attention of the Senate. 

There is but one other salient feature in this amendment, and 
that is that the seigniorage is to be sold in the open markets of 
the world for the highest price in gold, and that gold is to be 
held as a reserve fund in the Treasury for no purpose except to 
maintain the parity in value between these two metals. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am very anxious to vote 
upon any proposition looking to retaining silver in any form in 
our circulation, but I see serious objection to this amendment in 
this: That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to sell 
the bullion in open market, and that he is also authorized to fix 
the market price. My experience with Secretariesof the Treas- 


rold, wh 


Src. 6. 





ury is such that I think a law of this kind would not only be fu- | 


tile—— 

Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Senator from Nevada will permit 
me simply to correct his statement there, I will say that the pro- 
vision of the Se ym amendment is, not that the Secretary of 
the Treasury shall fix the market price of the silver bullion, but 


that it shall be determined on the first day of each month by the | 


average price = the preceding month, and if no sale has been 
made during the month preceding, then the value shall be fixed 
from the average prices ruling in the London and New York 
markets for the preceding thirty days. 

Mr.STEWART. The Secretary of the Treasury has too much 
to do with it. I know the power of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to abrogate laws. If the Secretary happens to bea gold man 
he will dump the bullion on the market and smash it. I think 
this would be trifling with the question. I do not wish to argue 
about the matter; but I am afraid of the Secretary of the Treasury 
since the failure of the Department to execute the Bland-Alli- 
sonactand the Shermanact. The Secretary has too much power 
in throwing bullion upon the market. I am afraid he will be 
ae with it, and fooling with it, and making a lot of 
money by bulling and bearing the market. I think we had bet- 
ter not adopt this amendment. I regret very much to vote 
against it, but I do not think it will do. 

M. WASHBURN. I call for the yeas and nays on the amend- 
ment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 
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Mr. QUAY (when Mr. CAMERON’S name was called). Iagain 
announce the pair of my colleague [Mr. CAMERON] with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON}, and desire that this announce- 
ment shall be taken as continuing during the remainder of the 
session of to-day. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANSBROUGH]. 
If he were present I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The roll call was ¢oncluded. 

Mr. CULLOM. The pair of the Senator from Iowa[Mr. ALLI- 
SON] with the Senator from Missouri{[Mr. COCKRELL] has been 
transferred to the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. If 
present the Senator from Iowa would vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 42; as follows: 


YEAS—28 
Allen, Dubois, Martin, Shoup, 
Bate Faulkner, Pasco, Squire, 
Berry, George, Perkins, Teller, 
Blackburn, Hunton, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Butler, Irby, Power, Vest 
Call, Jones, Ney. Pugh, Walthall, 
Daniel, Kyle, Roach, Wolcott 
NAYS—42 

| Aldrich, Gallinger, Mec Millan, Sherman, 
Brice, Gibson, McPherson, Smith, 
Caffery. Gorman, Manierson, Stewart, 
Camden, Gray, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Coke, Harris, Morrill, Vilas, 
Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hill, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt White, La. 
Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Frye, Lodge, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—I5. 

Allison, Colquitt, Jones Ark. Ransom, 
Cameron, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon White, Cal. 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson. 
Cockrell, Hawley, Palmer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk as an additional section to the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amedment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the follow- 


ing: 

Src. —. Thatthe President of the United States be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to invite the several Governments of the Republics of 
Mexico, Central and South America, Haiti, and Santo Domingo to join the 
United States in a conference to be held in Washington, in the United States, 
within nine months from the passage ofthis act, for the purpose of th wiop 
tion of a common silver coin to be issued by each government, th¢ Lme to 
be a legal tender in all commercial transactions between the citiz« of all 
the American States * represented in the conference; and when such com- 
mon coin shall have been agreed upon by the majority of the governments 
represented in such conference, and when the mints of the governments so 
invited and participating in such conference shall have been opened to the 
free and unlimited coinage of the common silver coin soagreed upon by the 
conference for the benefit of depositors of silver bullion, the United States 
will also open its mints to the free and unlimited coinage of such common sil 
ver coin 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nevada. 


| Mr.STEWART. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). On this question 
I am paired with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH], and therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was announced— 
yeas 32, nays 41; as follows: 


YEAS—32. 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Squire, 
Berry, George, Peffer, Stewart, 
Blackburn, Harris, Perkins, Teller, 
Butler, Hunton, Pettigrew, Vance 
Call, Irby, Power, Vest, 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones, Nev. Roach, Wolcott 

NAYS—4l1. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Gibson, Manderson, Smith, 
Caffery, Gorman, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Camden, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Carey, Hale, Morrill, Vilas, 
Cullom, Higgins, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hill, Pasco, Washburn, 
Dixon, Hoar, Platt, White, La. 
Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Faulkner, Lodge, Quay, 
Frye, MeMillan, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—12., 

Allison, Colquitt, Hawley, Palmer, 
Cameron, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon White, Cal, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Wilson. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. SQUIRE. 
gave notice, and ask that it may be read. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause of the bill and insert: 

That hereafter any owner of silver bullion, the product of mines or re- 
fineries locate’ in the United States, may deposit the same at any mint of 
the United States, to be formed into standard dollars of the present weight 
and fineness, for his benefit. as hereinafter stated; but it shall be lawful to 
refuse any deposit of less value than $100, or any bullion so base as to be un- 
suitable for the operaticn of the mint: Provided, however, That there shall 
only be delivered or psid to the person depositing said silver bullion such 
number of standard silver dollars as shall equal the commercial value of 
said silver bullion on the day of deposit, as ascertained and determined by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; the difference, if any, between the mint or 
coin value of said standard silver dollars and the commercial value of the 
silver bullion thus deposited shall be retained by the Government as seign- 
forage, and the gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall be ac- 
counted for and paid into the Treasury: Provided, That the deposits of 
silver bullion for coinage into silver dollars under the provisions of this 
act shall not exce dad the sum of #2.000,000 per month. The amount of such 
seigniorage of gain shall be retained in the Treasury as a reserve fund in 
silver dollars, or such other form of equivalent lawful money as the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury may from time to tim» direct, forthe purpose of main- 
taining the parity of value of every silver dollar, issued under the provisions 
of this act, with the gold dollar issued by the United States: Provided jurther, 
That when the number of standard silver dollars coined under the foregoing 

rovision shall reach the sum of $100,000,000 then ali further coinage of silver 
Sones shall cease. 

Sec. 2, That the said silver dollars shall be a legal tender in all payments 
at their nominal or coin value. 

Sxo. 8. That no certificate shall be issued to represent the silver dollars 
coined under the provisions of this act. 

Suc. 4. That 80 much of the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act dl- 
recting the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes there- 
on, and for other purposes,” as directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 

urchase from time to time silver buliion to the aggregate amount of 4,500, 
000 ounces, or so much thereof as may be offered ineach month at the market 

rice thereof, not exceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue 
n payment for such purchases Treasury notes of the United States, be, and 
the same is hereby, repealed. 

Seo. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue, 
sell, and dispose of, ai not less than parin coin, bonds of the United States 
bearing interest not to exceed 4 per cent per annum, payable semiannually, 
and redeemable at the pleasure of the United States after five years from 
their date, with like qualities, privileges, and exemptions provided for the 
bonds at present authorized, to the extent of #200,090.000, and to use the pro- 
ceeds thereof for the purpose of maintaining the redemption of the United 
States notes according to the provisions of the act approved January 14, 
1875, and for the further purpose of maintaining all the money of the United 
States at par with the gold dollar. 

Sno. 6. That hereafter national banking associations shall be entitled to 
receive from the Comptroller of the Currency, upon compliance with all 
other terms 2nd requirements of law therefor, circulating notes of different 
dencrmainations, in blank, registered and countersigned as required by law, 
to the value at par of the United States bonds on deposit with the Treasurer 
in trust for the association: Provided, That the aggregate sum of such notes 
for which any association shall be liable at any time shall not exceed the 
amount of its capital stock at the time actually paid in. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I propose to make a change in two places in 
the text of the amendment in regard to the rate of interest on 
the bonds and the time for which theyshall run. I would modify 
the amendment by making the rate of interest 3 per cent, and 
the number of years for which the bonds shail run three instead 
of five, and I ask the Senate to take a vote on the first two sec- 
tions of the amendment sep irately, not including the questions 
of bonds or the additional national-bank circulation; and then I 
shall ask for separate votes on the b nd section and the section 
authorizing national-bank circulation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington de- 
sires his amendment to be divided. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido not desire to go into any long discussion, 
and shall not occupy more than a minute or two. I simply wish 
to state to the Senate that in drafting the amendment origi- 
nally I consulted with leading men on both sides of this Cham- 
ber, irrespective of party. I consulted with the advocates of 
free silver, and particularly with the leading authority on that 
side of the question, who has been a sort of guide, philosopher, 
and friend to me for many years. I re’er to the Senator from 
Colorado |Mr. TELLER]. As I then understood, the amendment 
then met with his approval. I also submitted it to the man 
whom we all reverence as a great financier on the conservative 
side of this question, the great Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHER- 
MAN], though Ohio has also another great Senator on this floor. 

While 1 do not wish to state that either of the Senators I have 
named have committed themselves to vote for the amendment, 
yet I understood them to approve of my offering it. 

My object in working with reference to the production of this 
amendment was to get toa result which at that time it did not 
sect we should be able to do, and to s»cure from the silver men 
all the concessions they were disposed to make and from ‘he gold 
men, if I may eall them such, all the concessions they might be 
willing to make, so that we could unite upon something which 
would be fair, honorable, just, and practie ible. 

Mr. BERRY. LIshould like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will be glad to answer the Senator. 

Mr. BERRY. Dol understand the first twosections. on which 
the Sen .tor asks a vote, do not contain any provision for bonds? 

Mr. SQUIRE. No provision for bonds. At the suggestion of 
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I offer the amendment of which I heretofore | the Senator from Colorado, I stopped at the first and s 





tions. I should prefer that the third s-ction sho 

adopted, which provides that no certificates shal! b 

represent the silver dollars coined under the provisi: 
act; but I stopped short of that. Ido not wish to emb 
question by including that at this time. 

I ask the Senate to vote on the first two sections: a: 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onthe an 
proposed by the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. HOAR. Let it be read again. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator from Massachusetts as 
amendment be read aguin. 

Mr. MILLS. The two sections to be voted on. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Let the Secretary read the two se 
voted on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first and second se 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washin; 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That hereafter any owner of silyer bullion, the product of min 
located in the United States, may deposit the same at any min 
States, to be formed into standard dollars of the present wei 
ness. for his benefit, as hereinafter stated; but it shall be law 
any deposit of less value than $100,or any bullion so base as | 
ble for the operation of the mint: Provided, however, That the 
be delivered or paid to the person depositing said silver bulli 
ber of standard silver dollars as shail equal the commercial 
silver bullion on the day of deposit, as ascertained and deter 
Seeretary of the Treasury; tbe difference, if any. between the 
value of said standard silver dollars and thecommercial valu 
bullion thus deposited shall be retained by the Government a 
and t.e gain or seigniorage arising from such coinage shall 
for and paid into the Treasury: Provided, That the deposits « 
lion for coinage into silver dollars under the proVisions of thi 
exceed the sum of 82,400,000 per month. The amountof such sci 
gain shall be retained in the Treasury as a reserve fund in : 
or 8uch other form of equivaient lawful money as the Secretary 
ury may from time to time direct, for the purpose of maintaini 
of value ofevery silver dollar. issued un:er the provisions of this a 
gold dollar issued by the United States: Provided further, That wh 
ber of standard silver dollars coined under the foregoing pro 
reach the sum of $100,000,000 then all further coinage of silver « 
cease. 

Ssc. 2. That the said silver dollars shall be a legal tender in a 
at their nominal or coin value. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreei 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washing 
SQUIRE}, on which the yeas and nays have been deman 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary | 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). On this and 
dred questions I am paired with the Senator from Califor 
WHITE), and I make the announcement for the last ti: 
that my pair has been transferred to the Senator fr 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was anno 
yeas 20, nays 42; as follows: 

YEAS—20. 


Bate, Coke, Hunton, Pugh, 
Berry, Daniel, Irby, Squire 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Martin, Vance, 
Butler, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Perkins, Walthall. 
NAYS—42. 

Aldrich, Gallinger, MeMillan, Ransom 
Allen, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Brice, Gorman, Manderson, Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, Mills, Stockbridge 
Camden, Hale, Mitchell, Wis. Turvie, 
Carey, Higgins, Morrill, Vilas, 
Cullom, Hill, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer, Washburn, 
Dixon, Kyle, Platt, White, La. 
Dolph, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Frye, Lodge, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—23. 
Allison, Gordon, Morgan, Stewart, 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Palmer, Teller, 
Chandler, Hawley. Pettigrew, White, Cal 
Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Power, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Jones. Ney. Roach, Wolcott 


Dubois, Mitchell, Oregon Shoup, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, the vote on this proposition ! 
only emphasized the fact that the remarks of the Senator from 
Indiana were entirely correct when he said that no matter wh 
merit there might be in separate propositions, he did not | 
pose to have any amendment made; and I may say that in 
vate conversation he made to méthe remark that not even if tl 
Ten Commandments were proposed as an amendment, or 20) 
thing as affirmatively good as they are believed to be, wo 
there be an adoption of any such amendment. a 

Two days ago I had the honor of speaking to the Senate in 0. 
vocacy of this amendment as a whole, and I dweitat some length 
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the subject of the national credit and the necessity that ex- 
in my judgment, for giving the Secretary of the Treasury 
auth rity to issue and dispose of the bonds of the United States 
Cr ronment. At that same time I then discussed earnestly the 
onriety of authorizing an extension of the national-bank cir- 
tion up to the par value of the United States bonds held by 
t institutions for that purpose. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I rise to ask what is before the Senate? 
Mr. SQUIRE, My proposed amendment, and I wish to with- 
it. This remark is preliminary to that request. I am ex- 
the amendment, 
ARRIS. I rise toa question of order. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tennessee will 
tat is question of order. ’ 
‘[ARRIS. The Senator from W offered an 


ashington 





amendm nt consisting of sever ul propositions, He aske i fora 
d [here were only two sections of his amendment voted 
u l voted for two sections. ‘here are other features that 
1 do not intend to be committed to. I would not have voted for 
] hole amendment. The rest of his amendment remains to 
OSE d of. 
> JUIRE. Mr. President, that is what I was about to ex- 
’ that I propose now under these circumstances to wil 
( the subsequentsections. I ask leave of the Sen ite to with- 
d the remainder of the amendment for the reason that no 
! x» what the merit may be regarding the bond proposition 
( t relative to authorizing the extension of the national-bank 
( m to the par value of the bonds, I do not think the 
! temper of the Senate are such at this time that th 
v y d be indicative of the opinion of Senstors as to the 
ts of the real questions involved in each of those sections 
Therefore. with the leave of the Senate, I shall withdraw the 
] ‘portions of my amendment. Ata later date these ques- 
tions will come up and be considered. Ido not wish now to ob- 
struct action upon the main question by reason of debating any 
question sub.idiary to the m uin issue. It is not opportune 


> Ate 


Vir, WOLS 
NING AD 
Mr. STEWARI 


has acted on a part of the : 


; wing it after the Senate 


Lrise to a point of order 


t to withd: 
nendment. 


O »j6 cC 


The Senator from Washington has no right to withdraw his 
amendment 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote on it. 

\ BUTLER. We can settle it very quickly by havit f° a vote 
‘ 

\ C | 4 4 


ood; ifitis notin order to withdraw i 
h . SQUIRE). You have a periect right 
to withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the remaining sections of tl 
tor from Washington. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Washington can wit 
draw it if ‘he desires todo so. Have the yeas and nays been or 
dered upon it 

The VICR-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to withdraw his amendment, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The question is upon agreeing to 
16 amendment proposed by the Sena 


The yeas and nays have not been 


The Senator from Washington has a right 
I submit. 
The Chair thinks the Senator has 


aright to withdraw the amendment. The Chair was unable to 
hear from the Senator from Washington his requestin the mat 
ter. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iendeavored to state that my object was to 


withdraw the remaining portion of my proposed amendment. 

Mr.SHERMAN. He can do that. 

Mr. SQULRE. And I doso. 

Mr. BERRY. I rise to aquestion oforder. My understanding 
is that the yeas and nays were ordered upon the entire amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

Mr. BERRY. And thereafter the Senator from Washington 
asked for a division of the question. If the yeas and nays 
ordered upon the entireamendment he can not withdraw it with- 
out unanimors consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state tothe Senator 
from Arkansas that the yeas and nays were ordered upon th 
first and second sections of the amendment, and the vote was 
then taken upon those two sections. 

Mr. BERRY. Only on the first two sections? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Chair. 

Mr. BERRY. 
ordered on the entire amendment, and then there 
afterwa:d. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Arkansas will allow me I 
Will state that there was but one question presented to the Sen- 
ate after the division was demanded, as the Senator had a right 


Not at all. 


were 


, 


Thatis the understanding of the 


I understood that the yeas and uays had been 
was a division 
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to demand a division, and that was whether the Senate wo 


agree to the first and second sections: and the yeas and nays w 
ordered upon that question, and 1 no other question than 


that. 
The VICE-PRESIDE 


from Arkansas. 














Mr. BERRY. Very well; I ; mist l Che pr tion, 
then, I understand is wit = t { Vas) 
T n declines to brine that to 
Ir. SQUIRE. Certai l 10 is V 
i also t e pro Sl yn to i t LI 
, i 
tio 
VICE-PRESIDENT e Senat f W 
ir hn twne re Is ¢ I 
I Al KN L de 1 the 1 r oft 
ea } r tl ~, yn ow 
endme 
The VI PRESIDENT r ( ion is,S t 
( Chair stand as t u the S t 
r. HOAR. I ) to th ppeal on 
ne Moto was agret to 
BUTLER. I] ‘ : ‘ ‘ 
t n ent providir ‘ of what | ’ 
lt r cent tax o St K «¢ f c 
v t senator trom in ? { other Sen ) f 
{ L I mnt, | I ded yn ? 
t i 1 “ass th ( ut Oo Lt 
U4 t on nan t pro! t < ' 
se 1 a sure in¢ ! ) t to _/. t 
tions that it wou 1 | 38 
) S rs 1 » al n f of it, I n . 
1 tat this time. and a l e to withd i 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The ¢ r he no 
lr PI ihr} R | move mon € t oO 
diately after the repealing clause. 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT The amendment wi ‘ 
The SECRETARY. dd after the word “‘re 
of the amendment of the cor em ‘ 
hat the Secretary of the Tr I el 
r d to cause to be prepared i Llate I 
of 250. 000.000, said notes tot al ind 
those which have 
14, L890 I y shall t of t ‘ l 
one 1 part in Vv ue of the 1 
y ull b payable i LV ! 
G er! en > { l 
I i i 1eS ind 1? y : V 
Value Lpaym rf ce ) ) 
5 B¢ hat it i l ‘ 
slit i ide as W Uni ' 
I edin a rdar bh t ’ ! 
ible to such wor ind a fa t ya 1 
leposited in the Treasury ar treate 
‘ paid out the same as other public mot 
3 4. That when any o I t elive in t 
f business, they all be re ed and ept 
That this act shall take effect imme t after 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agrs 
amendment proposed by the Senator fh rK 5 
Mr. PE WR. Mr. President, the Senate will se 
language of the amendment that it iply proposes 
$250,000,000 of Treasury notes pat b 1 lawful mone 
the notes shall be receivuble for tax: nd all public 
shall be legal tender in the payment of all debts to 
amount. 
Mr. BATE We ean not | rawo on thi i 
Mr. PEFFER. The amendment provides for the i 
) 000,000 of Treasury notes in the denominations 1 i 
the amendment, payable in lawful money, and it pro 
they shall be receivable for taxes and | pub dues al } 
tender in the payment of debts to any amount 
Whenever they are received in the Treasury in the 1 ! 
+} + th 
via Dt A 


course of business the amendment provides 


reissued and kept in circulation; in other words, that 
be placed as nearly as possible upon the plane of the 
which are now in circulation. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator a question? Dol wu 

tand him to say that when these notes are issued they w them 
oy 5 be lawful money? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Thenif one of these notes, iy a twenty-d . 
note, be presented to the Treasury it will be redeemable in other 
notes of the same kind? 

Mr. PEFFER. In lawful money. 

Mr. HOAR,. A twenty-doliar note issued under this am 


ment would be redeem»ble in the Treasury in ten-dollar notes, 
or five-dollar notes of the same issue. 

Mr. PEFFER. Or anything that is lawful money. 
HOAR. The Senator understands then that these notes 


a legal tender— 
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Mr. COCKRELL, I ask the Senator to speak louder; we can 
not hear him. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to understand the financial theories of 
the Senator from Kansas. The Senator understands then that 
these notes are to be lawful money, as he has said, and therefore 
if one of them is presented to the Treasury, say a twenty-dollar 
note, it may be redeemed by the Treasury in ten-dollar, or five- 
dollar, or one-dollar notes of the same issue, as lawful money. 
Is that the Senator's purpose? 

Mr. PEFFER. It may be paid in lawful money, whatever 
kind of lawful money the Treasury has on hand, which can be 
= for any purpose, no matter whether it be gold, silver, or 
notes. 

Mr. HOAR. Or paper? 

Mr. PEFFER. Or paper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is onagreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read again. 

Mr. BATE. On this side of the Chamber we could not hear 
the explanation of the Senator from Kansas, and it is impossible 
to understand his amendment as read at the desk. e are 
called upon here to vote upon a proposition to issue $250,000,000, 
and I demand that we shail understand it before we act upon it. 
It has not been printed and laid onour tables. Itseems tome we 
are legislating in the dark. This is a very important question. 
It has not been submitted to us in print, and I think it ought to 
be discussed. I suggest that it be printed and go over until 
er so that we may understand it. I make a motion to that 
effect. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. I ask permission of the Senator from Kansas, 
who has introduced the amendment, to let it go over until Mon- 
day, and in the meantime have it printed that we may under- 
stand it. We have not been able to hear it on this side of the 
Chamber. I shall not vote on a measure involving $250,000,000 
unless I understand it; and we have a right to understand it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The suggestion of the Senator from Ten- 
nessee calls for astatementfrom me which I have been thinking 
of making at intervals this afternoon. 

I should like to get the amendments behind us this afternoon 
if we can, running on to a reasonable, not an unreasonable hour 
this evening, voting upon amendments and disposing of them. 
I should not like to hive amendments go over until Monday. 
Though it may be that one or two may do so, I would rather not. 

I desire to state, not by way of asking for an agreement (for 
I understand there are Senators on the floor who do not wish to 
seem to be a party to any agreement as to the time to vote), that 
I expect and hope and shall ask for a vote at 2 o'clock on Mon- 
day upon the main bill. I give this notice so that Senators may 
govern themselves accordingly as to their presence here, and as 
to what they may want to do in regard to the measure. 

But in the meantime, and until an hour or so hence, I should 
be glad to dispose of all the amendments we can, so that they 
shall not be in our way on Monday. I think we can very reason- 
ably expect to dispose of the bill Monday afternoon, and I men- 
tion Monday at 2 o'clock asa reasonable time. It might run 
along until 4. I shall a expect and ask for a vote on 
Monday afternoon upon the bill, so that we may have it be- 
hind us. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us vote on the pending amendment now. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; let us vote on the amendment. 

Mr. VOORHERS. I hope a vote will be taken now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PEFFER. The request made by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to have the amendment laid over until Monday morning 
and in the meantime printed I think isa very proper one. Ido 
not believe that it will delay the proceedings at all, for I think 
that if it is printed so that Senators can have a little time to 
read it they will be prepared to vote upon it withouta moment’s 
discussion, and I shall have nothing whatever to say. I hope 
that the request of the Senator from Tennessee will be granted. 

Mr. HARRIS. I want to ask the Senator if his amendment is 
not already in print? Ory of S. 595, introduced by 
Mr. PEFFER.| Has he modified it or changed it since it was 

rinted? 
Mr.PEFFER. No,I do not think ithas been modified. Since 
the Senator calls my attention to it, it is in print, so that the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BATE] can have it by asking a page 
to goforit. I had forgotten about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not desire to prolong the debate, and I do 
not intend to do so; but I think it is important, after the part 
the Senator from Kansas has taken in the various discussions, 
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that we should understand and the country shoul erstan 
the financial theory which he represents. d pr rneen 

This is a wing oy re to issue $250,000,000 of currency, to be 
legal tender for alldebts, past and future, which is to be red: em- 
able in itself. The Government is to be under no obligat ion ‘it 
a $20 bill of this currency so issued be taken to the Treasury for 
redemption, to redeem it in anything except two $10 bills. op 
four $5 bilis, or twenty $1 bills of the same issue, the same kind 
of money. . 

So it is irredeemable money, pure andsimple. It differs from 
the greenbacks of the war (which it was intended to redeem 
when the Government had the power), by declaring on its face 
in substance that it is never to be redeemed, that is, unless the 
Government please; that there shall never be any obligation to 
redeem it. think it important (as I have put the question to 
the Senator whether that is his meaning and he has answered 
that it is) that his views should be understood. 

Mr. PEFFER. In answer to the Senator from Massachusetts, 
I will state to him and tothe Senate that my views are precisely 
the same as those of Mr. Secretary Chase, Mr. President [in- 
coln and all the greatmen of that time who were the fathers of 
the kind of currency of which I hold a sample in my hands. [| 
read upon the face of it as follows: 

The United States will pay to bearer one dollar. 

Nothing more; nothing less. That is my theory; that is my 
argument. 
_ Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, his proposition 
is in substance that the United States will not pay to bearer $1. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then this is a lie on the greenback, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. DOLPH. The position of the Senator from Kansas is 
that the Government shall issue its promissory note, and when 
it is presented for payment it shall be paid by giving another 
promissory note of the same kind, the same tenor, issued at the 
same time; that it shall be its promise to pay money by mak- 
ing another promise or renewing its note. But I think the Sen- 
ator from Kansasis getting inconsistent with himself. If I have 
understood his argument during this long discussion, it has 
been that the stamp of the Government and the legal-tender 
quality of money are what give it value, and it is not necessary 
that it shall be redeemable at all. Why he should put in here 
a provision for redemption if he is going to have the promise 
of the Government issued to serve as money I can not under- 
stand. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, thisis the legitimate fruit of 
the destruction of one of the precious metals. It presents xn issue 
which you can not avoid, and an issue which has been accepted by 
other countries. It is irredeemable paper or no money. When 
you destroy the money of redemption the people must have money 
and they are forced to accept irredeemable money. Russia has 
irredeemable money. She circulates no gold and very little sil- 
ver, but issues irredeemable paper, and has prosperity. The 
English Government has undertaken to have between $1 ,000,000,- 
000 and $1,200,000,000 of irredeemable money in India. Every- 
body knows that after having destroyed silver as a value money 
there is nothing in which to redeem the rupees and rupee paper 
of India except the rupee paper and rupees of India. It is irre- 
deemabie in anything but itself; and all of the discussion in re- 
gard to the redemption of the rupee has been to the effect that 
it was impossible for them to get gold and put it behind the cir- 
culating medium of India. 

We have agreed todispense withsilver. There is now no way 
of giving the people money except to create paper money of ulti- 
mate payment: in other words, paper money which is not a prom- 
ise or a debt, but is itself money; and that is the issue before the 
country. The people will not submit to putting out paper, which 
is a promise to redeem, when there is nothing with which to re- 
deem it. In this Hall we hear to-day of buying gold to redeem 
both paper and silver, to enrich the few and enslave the many. 
That has been the song all along. That is the song of the spec- 
ulator who has gold to sell or has bonds payable in gold, which 
are gold futures. His object is to make money scarce and dear. 
But the American people will have money. You have destroyed 
the kind of money in which paper was redeemable; and itis idle 
to talk about redeeming it in something that does not exist or 
can not be procured. 

It has been admitted by all the financiers for years that there 
was not gold enough. Your Secretaries of the Treasury have 
admitted that. Nearly every man who has spoxen has admitted 
that there is not gold enough for the purposes of redemption. 
Then why talk of redemption when you have no material in which 
to redeem? You have destroyed your material of redemption, 
and the only logical result is to let the paper redeem itself. We 
must have money. 

This is the le timate offspring of the demonetization of silver. 
The only use of gold and silver is limitation of quantity. We 
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have relied for thousands of years upon rude nature to limit the 
quantity of gold and silver to prevent excessive cireulation and 
inflation. Rude nature has contracted itenough, but latterly the 
ingenuity and greed of man has doubled that contraction and 
destroyed the automatic theory by demonetizing silver. 

Why were gold and silver supposed to be better than paper? 
Simply because their quantity is limited by the rude forces of 
nature, and not by the caprice of legislation. If legislation must 
regulate the quantity of metallic money, by rejecting either of 
the precious metals in the interest of money changers, why may 
not legislation regulate the quantity of paper money in the in- 
terest of the people? When you have destroyed the limitation 
which nature decrees by striking down silver, you have proved 
that there is nothing sacred in the precious metals; that either 
or both may be dispensed with by legislation. 

Because we in the mountains are compelled to abandon silver 
mining, we do not want to see the rest of the country suffer as 
we suffer. But they mustsuffer equally with us if they are de- 
nied money. There is noother kind of money left when silver is 
destroyed but paper redeemable in itself, and in nothing else, for 
there is nothing else in which to redeem it. 

The amendment of the Senator from Kansas is the only logical 
result of the vote just takenugainst the free coinage of silver. I 
shall vote with pleasure for his amendment, because [ believe 
that the people must have money or be destroyed. I shall vote 





for his amendment as the logical result of the repeal of the pur- | 
If silver can not be restored, 
pay- | 
i . 


chasing clause of the Sherman act. 
gold must be demonetized, and paper money of ultimate 
ment substituted for coin to preserve civilization. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas| Mr. PEF FER}. 

Mr. DOLPH. On that [ ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to cali the roll. 


Mr. CULLOM (when Mr. ALLISON'S name was called). The 


Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is paired with the Senator | 
. TheSenator from Iowa would | 





fromh Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL 
vote ‘‘ nay ’if present. 

Mr. BATE (when his name was called) 
motion I made? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was unable to hear the 
Senator from Tennessee if he made a motion. 

Mr. BATE. I moved the postponementof the amendment un- 
til Monday, that it might be printed. The proposition I made 
was accepted by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CULLOM and others. Too late. 

Mr. FAULKNER. 
tor from Tennessee is out of order. As long as the amendment 
was pending it had to come to a vote unless it was withdrawn. 
[t was not withdrawn, and consequently we are now inthe proc- 
ess of voting upon it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the roll call proceed. 

Mr.BATE. My motion was made before the vote commenced. 
I understood the Senator from Kansas to agree to my proposi- 
tion. He agreed that the amendment should be withdrawn 
until Monday, and desired it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- 
ator from Tennessee that he did not hear the motion of the Sena- 
tor, but the motion would not have been in order. 

Mr. BATE. Then I ask the Senator from Kansas now to with- 
draw the amendment until Monday, and let it be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. FRYE. Too late. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Indiana says he is willing that 


What became of the 


we shall have Monday for the purpose of presenting amend- | 


ments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment had already been 
proposed and was before the Senate at the time, and the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. The roll call will proceed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of the 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 58; as follows: 

YEAS—7. 


roll. 


Allen, Irby, Peffer, Stewart. 
Call, Kyle, Pettigrew, 

NAYS—58 
Aldrich, Dolph, Lodge, Sherman, 
Bate, Dubois, McMillan, Shoup, 
Berry, Faulkner, McPherson, Smith, 
Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Squire, 
Brice, Gallinger, Mills, Stockbridge, 
Butler, George, Mitchell, Wis. Turpie, 
Caffery, Gibson, Morrill, Van 
Camden, Gorman, Murphy, Vest, 
Carey, Gray, Pasco, Vilas, 
Cockrell, Hale, Perkins, Voorhees, 
Coke, Harris, Platt, Walthall, 
Cullom Hill, Proctor, Washburn, 
Daniel, Hoar, Quay, White, La. 
Davis Hunton, Ransom, 
Dixon, Lindsay Roach, 
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NOT VOTING—2. 
Martin, 
Mit 


Pugh 
Teller 

W hite, Cal 
Wilson, 
Wolcott 


Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 


Allison, 
Cameron, 
Chandler, 
Colquitt, Jones, Ark. 
Gordon, Jones, Nev. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESiDENT. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the 
sections: 

SECTION 1. That from and after the dateand passage of this act t! init of 


hell, Oregon 





The amendment will be r 
bill the following additional 


value in the United States shall be the dollar, and the same may a 
of 412} grains of standard silver, or 25.8 grains ofstandard gold; a t vid 
coin shall be legal tender for all debts, public and private. That tel 
any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint of 


h shall be deducted ther nas 


States, which deposit, less 20 per cent, w! 
ollars for his benetit and 


rniorage, shall be coined into standard 





oO rv charge for coinage than said deduction as seigniorage; wh ‘ i 
age shall be ccined into standard dollars and covered into the Tre \ it 
it shall be lawful to refuse any deposit of less value than $100, or any bulll 





| sO base as to be unsuitable for the operation of the mint 
Src. 2. That the provision of section 3 of “An act to authorize 
age of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tender character 
which became a law February 28, 1878, is hereby made applicable to t coin 
age in this act provided for 
Sec. 3. That the certificates provided for in the second section his act 
shall be denominations of not less than one nor more than one hundred d 





in coin of stand 
if this act is hers ippro 


y not otherwise appropria 
lL all silver 


lars, and such certificates shall be redeemable 
A sufficient sum to carry out the provisions 
priated, out any money in the T'reasu 


I oO 





Sec. 4. That the certificates provided for in thisact a 
certificates issued, shail be receivable for all taxes and dues to t ed 
States of every description, and shall be a legal tender for the pa nt of 
all debts, public and private 
Spec. 5. That the owners of bullion deposited for coinage sha ive the 
ion to receive coin or its equivalent in the certificates provided f this 
id such bullion shail be subsequently coined 
Ss 6. That on the passage and approval of this act, an act entitled “An 


directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes 


thereon, and for other purposes,” approved July 14, 1890, shall stand repealed 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing toth« 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. ALLE? 


It strikes me the suggestion of the Sena- | 





Mr. STEWART. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 
Mr. PALMER. I wish to announce my pair with the Senator 


from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH | should vote * nay 
if I were not paired. 
The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—28 
Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Shoup, 
Bate, Dubois, Martin, Stewart, 
Berry. George, Perkins, Teller, 
Blackburn, Harris, Pettigrew, Vance, 
Call Hunton, Power, Vest 
Cockrell, Irby Pugh, Walthall, 
Coke Jones, Nev. Roach, Wolcott. 
NAYS—42 
\ldrich, Gallinger, Manderson, Sherman 
| Brice, Gibson, Mills, Smith 
Caffery, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Squire 
Camden, Gray, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Carey, Hale, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cullom, Hill, Pasco Vilas, 
Davis, Hoar, Peffer, Voorhees, 
Dixon, Lindsay, Platt Washburn, 
Dolph Lodge, Proctor, White, La 
Faulkner, MeMililan, Quay 
Frye McPherson, Ransom, 
NOT VOTING—15. 
Allison, Colquitt, Higgins Palmer 
Butler. Gordon, Jones, Ark. White, Cal 


| Cameron, 


Chandler, 


Hansbrough, 
Hawley, 


Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Wilson 


Mr. PEFFER. Iofferanamendmentand ask that it may come 
in after the repealing clause. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 





The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ repealed,” in line 13 of 
the amendment already agreed to, insert: 

Sec. 2. And beit further enactel, That all coins and paper now circu! iting 
among the people as currency, including gold coin, silver coin l certifi 
cates, silver certificates, United States notes, Treasury notes, and national 

urrency shall, according to their several denominations, be of equal ex 

| changeable value and purchasing power; they shall be receivable for taxes 


ind all public dues, and they shall be lawful money and legal tender in pay 


ment of debts to any amount whatever 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, this amendment proposes to 
| incorporate in the law the declarations of both of the old polit- 
tical party platforms, to make every dollar of our curreney, 
whether it be gold, silver, or paper, equal with every other dol- 
lar. In order that there may be no mistake about it in the fu- 
ture and that we shall not have any discussions upon the mean- 
ing of the platforms, I propose toincorporate their language into 
the law. That is what is proposed in this amendment and noth- 
ing more. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to call attention to the fact that 
the very proposition the Senator from Kansas now offers is twice 
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repeated in the amendment reported by the Senator from bel 
diana f.om the Committee on Finance, which has been agreed to. | 

Mr. PEFFER. Very well, let it be repeated again, if the Sen- | 
ate wishes to doit. I askfor the yeas and nays upon agreeing 
to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER]. 

The amendment was rejected. , 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will ask the Secretary to read an | 
amendment that I gave notice I would offer, but I do not think | 
I shall ask the Senate at this late hour to vote uponit. It is an | 
amendment that I prepared in a broad spirit of compromise, not | 
even satisfactory to myself, but I want to put it on record. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- | 
quested. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out all from line 14, page 2, to line 26, 
inclusive, and insert the following: 


That the seigniorage or profit fund which has resulted from the purchase 
or coinage of silver bullion shall be coined into silver dollars of standard 
weight and fineness, with full legal-tender quality, at the rate of not less 
than $3,000,000 per month, and such dollars shall be covered into the Treas- 
ury. 

Sec. 2. That when all the seigniorage or profit-fund bullion shall have 
been coined as required by the first section of this act, it shal) be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase each month silver bullion at the 
market value in quantities sufficient to coin not less than —— dollars each 
and every month; and he is he eby directed to coin the said bullion monthly, 
as fast as purchased, into standard silver dollars, and a sum sufficient to 
carry into effect the provisions of this act is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Seo. 3. That when any papercirculating notes or certificates of whatso- 
ever character, of denominations less than $10, issued under authority of the 
United states, except national-bank notes or certificates redeemable only 
in silver dollars. shall be received at the Treasury or any subreasury, they 
shall not be reissued, but shall be assorted, counted, and recorded, and 
immediately destroyed in accordance with existing provisions of law; and as 
rapidly as said notes or certificates are destroyed they shall be replaced by 
sic equal amount of like notes or certificates of denominations not less than 

10, . 
Src. 4, That hereafter no national-bank note shall be issued of a less de- 
nomination than $10, and all such national-bank notes, when received at the 
Treasury or any subtreasury, shall be destroyed in accordance with law; 
and the national) banking associations whose notes are destroyed under 
the provisions of this section shall be respectively required to substitute 
notes of denominations not less than $10 in lieu of those dest oyed. 

Seo. 5. That trom and after the passage of this act the coinage of the two 
and one-half dollar gold piece and the five-dollar gold piece is hereby pro- 
hibited, and the coins above-named shall not be struck or issued by the 
Mint of the United States; and such coins when received at the Treasury 
or any subtreasury shall be withdrawn from circulation and received into 
eagles and double eagies, in accordance with law. 

Sxo. 6. That the holder of any standard silver dollars which have been or 
may be coined may deposit the same with the Treasurer or any assistant 
treasurer of the United States in any sum, and receive therefor notes of 
denominations less than $10 only, which notes shall have the same legal- 
tender quality as the coin for which they areexchanged. The coin deposited 
for or representing the said notes shall be retained in the Treasury for the 
payment of the same on demand. 


Mr. HARRIS. I left the blank as to the amouni of silver that 
should be monthly purchased and coined in order that any or 
every Senator might test the sense of the Senate as to such 
amount. But knowing as I know now that the decree has been 
entered that no amendmentof any character is to be made to the 
bill, I will not subject the Senate to a vote upon my amendment 
or.any phase of it. I decline to offer it or to ask a vote upon it, 
but simply desire to put it upon record as an amendment sug- 
gested in a broad spirit of compromise on aquestion about which 
there are very honest dilferences of epinion. It is not entirely | 
satisfactory to myself, and I suppose would not be entirely satis- | 
factory to any other Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is no further amendment 
as in Committee of the Whole the bill will be reported to the | 
Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. Thope that will not be done. The Senator 
from Indiana does not propose to take a final vote on the bill to- | 
night? 

MM r. VOORHEES. No, but let me suggest to the Senator from 
Nevada that it be reported to the Senate, and it will be amend- 
able in the Senate just as much as now. Let it be reported to 
the Senate, and then we will go on with it Monday morning. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I suggest to the Senator from Nevada, 
thatif there is no objection, it would be well to let the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the 
Senate and then stop there, so that it will be open fully to amend- 
ment on Monday. 

Mr. STEWART. And stand as the original bill? 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is right 

Mr. PASCO. I have an amendment tosubmit which I desire 
to have printed, and Ishall offer it on Monday morning. I have 
ee objection to the arrangement suggested by the Senator from 

ndiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
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Mr. PASCO, Isend the amendment to the desk and 
it be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It need not be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Flo 
sire to have the amendment read? 

Mr. PASCO. No;I do not ask to have it read. | 
printed also in the RECORD. 

The amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. P. 
follows: ; 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
_ SECTION 1. That a commission, to be composed of three ! 
United States, shall be appointed by the President, by and with ' 
and consent of the Senate, to ascertain and determine by the ist 
uary next the fair and just ratio between the actual and intrins 
Silver and gold, as a basis for the future coinageof silver, as he: 
vided, without discrimination against either metal or char; 
so that the dollar unit of coinage of both metals may be of equa 
intrinsic value. And the said commission shall report to the sx 
the Treasury the result reached by them as soonAs practicable ‘ 
hereinbefore named. and he shali thereupon fix and determine th 
pure and standard silver to be contained in the silver dollar, aut 
be coined by this act, according to the said report; and the said 
lars so authorized and thereafter coined shall be of the standard a1 
thus fixed and determined by the Secretary of the Treasury 

“SEc. 2. That the coins mentioned in the previous section shal) } 
them the devices and superscriptions provided for coins of like ck 
tion now coined, and shall be legal tender at their nominal value fora 
and dues, public and private, except when otherwiseexpressly stipu 
contract; and any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at th: 
of the United States to be coined into dollars of the fineness and 
fixed in accordance with the provisions of the first section of this 

“Sec. 3. That any holder of the coins authorized by this act may, a 
Ist day of March, 1894, deposit the same with the Treasurer or any ass 
treasurer of the United statesin sums o? not less than $10, and receive 
for certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding with the deno 
tions of the United States notes. The coin deposited or representin 
certificate shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment of the same 
demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and 
public dues, and when received may be reissued 

‘Sec. 4. That the silver bullion deposited for coinage purposes under t! 
provisions of this act shall be subject to the requirements of existing ! 
and the regulations of the mint service governing the methods of detern 
ing the amount of pure silver contained and the amount of charges he 
ductions, if any, to be made. bi 

“Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, within two years rd 
and after the passage of this act, cause all the silver dollars of the | ‘ 
States heretofore minted, as well as the Treasury notes issued un ze 
law of July 14, 1890, to be withdrawn from circulation by exchany!: ry 
same, or causing the same to be exchanged at their nominal value for 
certificates of like denominations, representing silver coins of the 
and fineness provided by this act; and the silver certificates thu 
shall be in all respects similar to those provided for in the prece a 
tion, and shall like them be receivable for customs, taxes, and pub 
and when received may be reissued; and that on and after the expirati 
the two years above mentioned all the silver dollars as well as the Tre: 
notes issued under the law of July 14, 1800, shall cease to be lega! tend 

“Sec. 6. That all silver dollars coined prior tothe passage of this a 
be recoined as early as practicable into coins of the same denominati« 
weight and fineness authorized by section i of this act. 

“Seo. 7. Thatthe Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 
such rulesand regulations, in accordance with the coinage laws of the | 
States, as may be necessary to enforce the provisions of this act P 

“Sxc.8. That asum sufficient tocarry out the provisions of this act e 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise app! > 

“spo.9. Thatthe act entitled ‘‘An actdirecting the purchase of si : 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purpo + 
proved July 14, 1890, and all other acts and parts of acts authorizin ¥ 
chase of silver bullion for the purpose of coining the same into silve1 rs 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” se: 












The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. i 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment made as in Co ui 
mittee of the Whole will be considered as concurred in if t! 
be no objection. i 

Mr. HARRIS. Let the vote be taken upon concurring in tly ‘ 
amendment. 7 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the i 
is in the Senate, and the question is upon concurring in 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Which was the report of the Finance ( 
mittee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Which was the report of the I'in 
Committee. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate proceed to th 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to: and the Senate proceeded 
consideration of executive business. After fifteen minut 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 « 
and 35 minutes p. m., Saturday, October 28) the Senate, « 
tion of Mr. VOORHEES, took a recess until Monday, Octo!» 
1893, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


ees ee 


NOMINATIONS. y 
Exécutive nominations received by the Senate October 28, 189 
CONSULS. 


Jacob E. Dart, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States a! 
Guadeloupe, West Indies, to fill a vacancy. 
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Charles Belmont Davis, of Pennsylvania, to be a consul of the | county of Chautauqua and State of New York, in the f 
| States at Florence, Italy, vice James Verner Long, re- | Lath lin } 
ad ‘ L) wn kK. (reer, t l ” 
Rn. Meade, o Nev | 1don, Conn., to b econsul of the Dic y an st 
I . ‘ into Wo ineo, vie Campbell | Viaxwell 
\ l 
y ( | ob oO ne \ l > 1) ‘ 
3 i 3. Osbor ; , 
nm I ) Yennsvivan te lent on i t ] 
jombay, British India, vice Hen 3 
POSTMAST ‘ 
EH ) | I i uske ree, ll re 
‘ n o ) yi ( 
, i i > 
>LLdw 0 ‘ 4 l in ) 
5 e ofA i of W 
re | ) 
VMiecM oO 0ostm Arkadel; 18 ) 
( a ) | oO \ \ n the p oO ) 1 sf lex 
( l n 
i vil to 1) master at Lurianna in ft i 
| Ne | \ int ) oO racob Sh 1 ] I ‘ 
( t »>b Ss a I t Vi ia. in the 1 
l ! ot ik I 
a 
rR Lin ) ‘ nas te t Pinckne l { i 
co erry ‘tate of | no it « of Ha I 
Tt N a» W ©) . 
«) i ) ) l { 1 Clinton, in 1m « \ ) | 
{ ind ( l l t a Mayr tu ) iM viu 
i ( re l ‘ - V \ 
idon, to | l ra Luburn, in the ) I Vilson, © | t 
( j Ix hy ny stat of | I in th pia of Geo W Ci Ln . 
Y y 
Patric ville to be 1 { ister at Hauehville, in the county } of 
\) ona $f » of Indiana, in the place of John F. Craig i, 1 ! i \! 
I” a tH 
in L.. Comstock, to be postmaster at Sac City, in the « { om »llo 
of c ane tate of Lowa, in the place of Joseph W. Ga n,1 t > rap] 
mo\ od 
Mat y M. Lene yn, to be postmaster at Panora, in the count ‘ ‘ rl. ‘ I 
of Guthrie and State of Lowa, the appointment of a postn e Lieut. Vil l. i I ( ) 
for the rid « tice ha ing, DY law, becom vested in th by l : i ( p I 
dent on d after October 1, LS93. ‘ TT 
Henry Moore, to be postmaster at Sioux Rapids, in the county , 
of Bue Vista and State of Iowa, the appointment of a p v \ sour > 9 n 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the v ort 
President on and after October 1, 1893. 
John T. S. Williams, to be postmaster at Ogden, in the count rt P. Po of B 
of Boone and State of Lov in the place of Barl Billines. re nite states at vb Li ‘ \I bb 
ed. 
M nie Pulford, to b postmaster at Opelousas, in the parish i nn Scho M 1d, 4% I ' ' 
ol S Landry and State of Louisiana, in the place of Jules I a 1, J P : , t 
Chachere, removed. INDIAN INSPECTO 
William R. Ker, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of - 
Fe Washington and State of Maine, in the place of lard Fi : ‘ of UI un ‘TJ ) 
* Pike. resigned. . pe ie Ro f i } i ’ } 
. James B. Elder, to be postmaster at Emmitsburgh, in the 
% county 0 Frederick and State of Maryland n the place « CONFIRMATION 
x Sam LN. MeNuir, removed. s 
: Alphonso Brown, to be postmast Frankfort, in the couat l ( / Lv U 
a of Benzie and State of Michigan, the anpointmentof a postm . .vI 
¢ ter for the said office having, by law, become vested inthe Pre , tt. of Colorado. to b ait d ” 
: dent on and after October 1, L593. Colo 
fF Thomas R. Kyle, to be postmaster lecumseh, in the cou 
% of Lenawee and State of! Michigan, inthe place of Albert D. L f 
rence, removed. , 
; Joseph A. Black to be pos mast ‘at ( wroliton, in 6 cou ; , tn} aon 
: of Carroi' and State of Missouri, in the place of Thomas J. W! Stes ery 
, man, resigned. ’ ' 
Jonn Dailey, to be postmaster at Monet in the cow 
Barry and State of Missouri, in the place of Edward J. Day , 
moved. : et , 
James R. McAlister, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in Md : 
: county of Pike and State of Missouri, in the place of Fran] me 
Wilson, resigned. PRO ’ 
Sloan M. Young, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the count te ‘ho o be a } 
of Andrew and State of Missouri, in the place of Frank Knicke: ter Kobert 1, to be a p 
bocker, resigned. tant Cl es W. Littl d, to be a pay 


Daniel F. Davis, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county | m 
3 of Platte and State of Nebraska, in the place of Carl Kramer, re- | \ int Paymaster Ge W. Simpson, to b 
signed. ant paymaster. 
Palmer K. Shankland, to be postmaster at Jamestown, in the! | \ssistan rg ) KE. Gardner, to b ge 
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Medical Inspector Benjamin H. Kidder, to be a medical direc- 
tor. 

Surg. George F. Winslow, to be a medical inspector. 

Passed Assistant Surg. Millard H. Crawford, to be a surgeon. 








PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Infantry Arm. 


First Lieut. Robert K. Evans, Twelfth Infantry, to be captain. 

Second Lieut. William G. Elliot, Ninth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

First Lieut. Leonard A. Lovering, Fourth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 

Second Lieut. Dwight 


E. Holley, First Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 


TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 


Sergt. Allyn K. Capron, Troop B, Fourth Cavalry. 

Corpl. William H. Mullay, Troop B, First Cavalry. 

Sergt. Joseph R. Binns, Company D, Seventh Infantry. 

Sergt. Maj. Frank E. Bamford, Second Infantry. 

First Sergt. Fredrik L. Knudsen, Company F, Thirteenth 
Infantry. 

Corpl. Frank H. Lawton, Company F, Fourteenth Infantry. 


POSTMASTERS. 


James H. Dodson, to be postmaster at San Pedro, in the county 
of Los Angeles and State of California. 

Charles P. Jenness, to be postmaster at Barton, in the county 
of Orleans and State of Vermont. 

Henry B. Lacey, to be postmaster at Okolona, in the county of 
Chickasaw and State of Mississippi. 

Charles A, Bline, tobe postmaster at Corydon, in the county 
of Harrison and State of Indiana. 

Robert J. Gardner, to be postmaster at Aurora, in the county 
of Dearborn and State of Indiana. 

BE. L. Schwartz, to be postinaster at Worthington, in the county 
of Nobles and State of Minnesota. 

David A. Clark, to be postmaster at St. Mary, in the county of 
Auglaize and State of Ohio. 

Garrett Bassett, to be postmaster at New Comerstown, in the 
county of Tuscarawas and State of Ohio. 

Robert L. Lincoln, to be postmaster at La Grande, in the 
county of Union and State of Oregon. 

William E. Timmons, to be postmaster at Cottonwood Falls, in 
the county of Chase and State of Kansas. 

Thad. B. Preston, to be postmaster at Ionia, in the county of 
Ionia and Stite of Michigan. 

Raby Shinkle, to be postmaster at Lockland, in the county of 
Hamilton and State of Ohio. 

Robert Mooney, to be postmaster at Ontonagon, in the county 
of Ontonagon and State of Michigan. 

Marcus D. Case, to be postmaster at Manchester, in the county 
of Washtenaw and State of Michigan. 

frank M.Chapline, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county 
of Marion and State of Kansis. 

William R. Kelley, to be postmaster at Texarkana, in the 
county of Miller and State of Arkansas. 

George M. Floyd, to be postmaster at Malvern, in the county 
of Hot Springs and State of Arkansas. 


Charles De Groff, to be postmaster at Tucson, in the county of | 


Pima and Territory of Arizona. 


Lysander D. Ramsey, to be postmaster at Rockport, in the | 


county of Atchison and State of Missouri. 


Reese W. Crockett, to be postmaster at Albany, in the county | 


of Gentry and State of Missouri. 

John W. Puckett, to be postmaster at Rogers, in the county of 
Benton and State of Arkansas. 

S. H. Horton, to be postmaster at Whitesboro, in the county 
of Graysonand State of Texas. 

A. L. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Comanche, in the county 
of Comanche and State of Texas. 

John F. Haden, to be postmaster at Tyler, in the county of 
Smith and State of Texas. 

William Macfarlan, to be postmaster at Merchantville, in the 
county of Camden and State of New Jersey. 

Hugh B. McCracken to be postmaster at Mannington, in the 
county of Marion and State of West Virginia. . 

P. £. Truly, to be postmaster at Ballinger, in the county of | 
Runnels and State of Texas. | 

Amos Fox, to be postmaster at Atlanta, in the county of Fulton 
and State of Georgia. j 

Emmet W. Elder, to be postmaster at Barnesville, in the county | 
of Pike and State of Georgia. 

John W. Garwood, to be 
of Jefferson and State of 


| 


tmaster at Monticello, in the county 
orida. 
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John O. Crown, to be postmaster at Berryville, in the o 


of Clarke and State of Virginia. oe 
Robert M. foster, to be postmaster at Marion, in the co nt 

of Perry and State of Alabama. a 
Samuel M. Sullivan, to be postmaster at Covington, in the 


county of Newton and State of Georgia. 





REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate October 28, 1892. 


CONSUL. 


John R. Mobley, of Waco, Tex., to be consul of the Uniteg 
States at Acapulco, Mexico. 


SENATE, 
MONDAY, October 30, 1893. 
[Continuation of legislative proceedings of Tuesday, October 17, 1898 ] 

The Senate met at li o'clock a. m., at the expiration of the 
recess, 

The VICE-PRESIDEN'. The Senate resumes its session 
Chair lays before the Senaic the unfinished business, which wil] 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act 
approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase 
of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and 
other purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in the Senate and open 
to amendment. 


Lhe 


or 


ENGROSSMENT AND ENROLLMENT OF BILLS. 


Mr. GORMAN. lask consent to report baek from the Com- 
mittee on Printing the concurrent resolution passed by 
House of Representatives providing for the printing of \ilis and 
joint resolutions in lieu of engrossing the same. The resolution 
proposes a very radical change in the practice of the Senate so 
far as it relates to the engrossment of bills. It is a resolution 
which came from the Joint Commission to Inquire into the St» tus 
of the Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, etc. The 
Committee on Printing direct me to report back the resolution 
without recommendation. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Maryland is not heard on this 
side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, there is evidently no quorum 
- <eccedinea ten or twelve Senators; and I suggest the w.nt of 
t 


the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senat 


rs an 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Dubois, Martin, Ransom, 
Bate, Faulkner, Mills, Roach, 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
Blackburn, Gallinger, Morgan, Shoup, 
Butler, rorman, Morrill, Smith, 
Caffery, Gray, Murphy, Stockbridge, 
Call, Hale, Pa! mer, Turpie, 
Cameron, Hill, Pasco, Vance, 
Carey, Hoar, Peffer, Vilas, 
Coke, Hunton, Perkins, Voorhees, 

/ Cullom, Kyle, Pettigrew, Walthall, 

| Daniel, Lindsay, Power, White, La. 

| Davis, McPherson, Pugh, Wolcott. 

| Dolph, Manderson, Quay, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-five Senators have answered 
totheir names. A quorumispresent. The Senator from Mary- 


| land has the floor, with a report from the Committee on Print- 








ing. 

Mr.GORMAN. As I stated, there was referred te the Com- 
mittee on Printing the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives relating to the printing of bills and resolutions 
in lieu of engrossing the same, proposing a very radical change 
in this respect. The concurrent resolution originated with the 
commission appointed under an act at the last session of on- 
gress, of which the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Cock- 
RELL] is chairman on the part of the Senate. The Committee 
on Printing simply report the resolution back to the Senate 


| without recommendation, preferring that it shall be considered 


by the Senate. I ask that it be placed on the Calendar. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 
placed on the Calendar without recommendation. 
: PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented a petition of Typographical 


Union, No. 72, of Lansing, Mich., praying for the erection of a 
Government Printing Office to be built by day’s work under the 
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direction of the Supervising Arehitect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. CULLOM. I present resolutions adopted by the Congre- 
cational Ministers’ Union, of Chicago, Il., consisting of 170 city 
and suburban ministers of the Gospel, respectfully and unani- 
mously praying for the repeal of the so-called Geary Chinese law. 
{ move that the petition be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 present the memorial of C. T. Crook, W. H. 
Windle, J. G. Smith, and 117 other citizens of Fort Mill, S. C., 
remonstrating against the unconditional repeal of the silver-pur- 
chasing clause of the so-called Sherman law, as being against the 
interests of the country. I move that the memorial lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3627) granting certain lands to the 
Territory of Arizona, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GRAY. lam directed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an 
act entitled, ‘‘Anact to prohibit |the coming of Chinese persons 
into the United States,” approved May 5, 182, to revort it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire that the bill may be made a special 
order for Wednesday next, after the morning business. My pur- 
pose for fixing that date for its consideration is that my col- 
league (Mr. WHITE] is coming to this city as fast as the loco- 


motive can bring him for the purpose of speaking upon the | 


measure. 

Mr. GRAY. Isuppose there will be no objection to the re 
quest of the Senator from California. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from California? 

Mr. HOAR. I must object. I think this a bill of vast conse- 
quence; or, rather, I will notsay that; I will withdraw that state- 


ment and say that it relates to a subject of vast consequence. I | 


do not know what the bill may contain; but in view of the fact 
that the Senate is concluding a heated debate, and the present 
subject is not yet out of the way, I think it better that the bill 
shall go to the Calendar. 
fornia that it requires a two-thirds vote of the Senate to make 


a special order, while a majority of the Senate may take up a |} 


bill at any moment. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have no objection to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. If there is any objection to my re- 
quest, I withdraw it. I only desired to explain my reasons for 
making the request. The bill may go to the Calendar, and then 
[ sha‘l move to take it up later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection that order 
will be made. 

REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, presented 
the annual report of the Librarian of Congress for the calendar 
year 1892, and submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congress for the cal 
endar year 1892 be printed, and that 500 extra copies, with covers, be printed 
for distribution by the Librarian. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (S. 1136) to provide for a gov- 
ernmental telegraph system; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PRINTING OF CORRESPONDENCE ON SEIGNIORAGE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask an order to print the correspondence 
between myself and the Secretary of the Treasury in regard to 
seigniorage on silver. I think it isimportant. I move that the 
correspondence be referred to the Committee on Finance, and 
that it be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4177 
to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1894, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
had appointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. CANNON 
of Illinois managers at the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


XX V——-184 


had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: and 


| they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 


A bill (H.R. 1986) to amend section 6 of the act approved 
March 3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes;” 

A bill (H.R. 3421) providing for the iction of 
revenue cutter for the New England coast; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, marking, 
and removal of derelicts. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. COCKRELL. [ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the action of the House of Representatives on the deficiency ap- 
propriation bill which has just been received. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 


a Steam 


constr 





the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent 
| deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 
poses, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the disa- 





I will say to the Senator from Cali- | 





greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
| amendments and agree to the conference asked by the House of 
| Representatives. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 
| PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 
| ‘The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to 
repeal a part of an act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act 
directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury 
notes thereon, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HUNTON. Mere. resident, [ ask a few minutes’ time of 
the Senate to explain brietly the position I have occupied, and 
do now occupy, on the pending bill to repeal the purchasing 
clause of the Sherman law. 

| have not participated in the debate on this bill—the ablest 
[ ever heard—because I felt it wasin better hands, and because 

Iwas unwilling to delay final action on the bill. I have attended 
punctually every session of the Senate to help make a quorum; 
sometimes when physical suiferings almost forbade it. I have 
discouraged filibustering in every form, and felt that final action 
| should take place as soon as practicable. 

Mr. President, | am a subscriber in good faith to the Chicago 
| platform that demands this repeal and characterizes the law 
sought to be repealed as ‘‘a cowardly makeshift.” The Demo 
cratic side of the Senate is in no sense responsible for this law. 
| On its passage it received no vote from Democratic Senators. It 
| was a Republican measure, supported and passed by Repub- 
| licans alone. It was signed by a Republican President. lt was 
not only a ‘‘cowardly makeshift,” but was passed to prevent the 
| passage of a silver bill. This Sherman law is worse than a 
‘**cowardly makeshift.” If not the ciuse of the panic through 
which the country has just passed, it has been a factor in bring- 
| ing itabout. It has certainly formed a pretext for the panic, 
which has destroyed more property rights in the United States 
than any dozen cyclones that have ever devasted this country. 
But more than this, it converted silver from a money metal to 
be an article of commerce, and in that way it has degraded one 
| of the standard money metals of the Constitution. 

[It is not to be wondered that every Senator on this floor is in 
| favor of the repeal of this most vicious law. Even the distin 
guished Senator from Ohio, whose name is indelibly stamped 
upon the law as its author, now acknowledges that it is worse 
than a failure and is foremost among the advocates for its repeal. 

[ am and have been from the beginning in favor of repeal. 
But, Mr. President, I am equallya believer in the next succeed- 
ing clause of the Chicago platform, which declares for the re- 
monetizing of silver. Iam and always have been a firm believer 
in and an ardent supporter of bimetallism. I believe insiiver as 
a money metal of the Constitution as firmly and as zealously as 1 
| doin gold. I believe no good financial system can be established 
| on either one or the other of the two money metals of the 

stitution. 

The purchasing power of gold is already too great. Under 
the operations of the single gold standard the prices of the in- 
dustrial productions of the country have fallen so low that many 

will not pay the cost of production. Farming and planting in- 
terests, the great wealth-producing interests of the country, 
have languished till they are on the verge of ruin. It is to be 
greatly feared that unless there be a change in our financial sys- 
tem the farmers and planters, the finest portion of our popula- 
tion, will be utterly ruined. 

Besides, we are warned here in burning words that the single 
gold standard will bring absolute ruin to several of our sister 
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States. Noone could listen to the plaintive and eloquent ap- 
eals that have fallen from the Senators who represent what is 
nown as the silver States without the deepest and liveliest 

sympathy. [ask what Senator on this floor would have been 

less earnestin their efforts to protect his State if any single and 
important industry of his State was threatened with destruction 
by an act of Congress. 

These are some of the reasons epitomized that have led me to 
support the amendments that have been offered to this bill 
which have recognized silver as 3 money metal and remone- 
tized silver, whether to a full or limited extent. I believed that 
the two declarations of the Chicago platform could be embodied 
in one bill as well if not better than in separate bills. Some 
one of these amendments may have gone a little too far, but I 
felt sure in voting for it that it would be carefully considered in 
a committee of conference and result in some provision recog- 
nizing both gold and silver as money metals and to some extent 
remonetizing silver. I prefer a recognition of silver asa money 
metal, no matter to what extent, to a complete failure to make 
such recogarition. If it gave too much silver or too little silver 
it could be easily corrected by future legislation. I am fora 
sound financial system. 

But, Mr. President, all the amendments that have been offered 
looking to silver as a money metal have been voted down. The 
friends of this bill, a majority of the Senate, have determined 
that no such amendment shal! be adopted. 

The naked question remains, Shall the purchasing clause of 
the Sherman law remain as a blot on our financial system or 
shall we repeal it, and trust to future and separate legislation in 
favor of silver? 
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Many of the friends of unconditional repeal, including the dis- | 


tinguished head of our Finance Committee, have assured us that 
the passage of this bill for unconditional repeal shall be followed 
by a bill for the remonetization of silver. 


The President, our honored Democratic Chief Executive has | 


assured us that he is in favor of a fairsilver bill. Under these 
circumstances, Mr. President, I shall vote for the bill repealing 
unconditionally the purchasing clause of the Sherman law and 
stand ready to join our silver friends in a fight for silver, and 
shall strive earnestly and manfully for victory. 

Mr.CAMERON. Mr. President, before the final vote is taken, 
I consider it my duty, coming as I do from an Eastern State, and 
standing alone from my section in theadvocacy of what I consider 
honest money, the money of the people, to protest against the 
want of courage of this bill. 

Through this long debate I have listened patiently, hoping 
that from some quarter or another we should hear the proposal 
of a measure broad enough to meet the difficulties before us, and 
to take the place of the suggestions which I ventured to offer 
more than a month ago. The hope has been disappointed. This 
side of the’ Senate has chosen to think its ideas of duty satisfied 
by throwing on the otber side all the responsibility for the form 
of this legislation. 


without and has added nothing; suggested nothing of its own. 
Neither side has made a suggestion which, in my opinion, has 


been broad enough, and therefore I have studiously avoided | 


voting fo; or against the amendments proposed. There can be 
but one solution; free coinage of the American product of silver 
is essential to our national prosperity. 

I do not rise now to oppose longer the passage of the bill, 
which seems to be accepted as certain. On the other hand, | 
would urge the Senate to vote at once. Not to oppose or delay 
the bill, do I ask a moment of your attention, nor to irritate still 
further the temper which the struggle has already roused, but 
to makea lastappealon behalf ofcommon patriotism. The Sen- 
ate can not with self-respect pass such a measure as this. We 
can not, by a naked order, without providing for the conse- 
quences, reverse a settled national policy and still retain aclaim 
to be regarded as men of capacity, character, or courage. 

The answer will, of course, be made that Congress must first 
decide the principle—the single issue—before dealing with its 
remoter consequences. The answer itself is a confession, an 
avowalof feebleness. Never in the history of our conmeay has so 
serious an issue been met in a narrower and less liberal spirit. 
We can not separate the actfrom itsconsequences. Wecan not 
set an avalanche in motion without first providing for the safety 
of the people beneath it. We can not deliberately break the 
dam of a reservoir without first taking at least ordinary pre- 
cautions to protect the villages in the valiey below. We can not— 
at least if weare men of common sense, or common honesty, we 
would not—deelare a war without first providing either arms, 
men, or money. 

We of the minority need not set ourselves mp os prophets. 
We know quite as well as any of the majority ws, all 
forethought is subject to error, and that events rarely turn out 






































OCTOBER 30, 


as expected; but the question is not whether our forethoy 
may be mistaken, it is whether Congress is or is not boyno 
think atall. The majority of this Chamber seems deter), 
to act without thinking, for fear that if it stops to think jr 
notact. Weon our side maintain that every public dut 
interest bind us to measure the possible results of our acts 
that some of the possible results of this act leap into our 
faces. 

Look for a moment at the arguments put forward in su) 
of the repeal. One of the most forcible is that it would 
Europe to enter into an agreement with us to return to th 
of silver as money. That is to say, we intend to cut of 
American market for silver in order to throw 50,000.0 
ounces a year on the European market in addition to what 
already send, in the hope of breaking down its market 
We expect, we intend, to break down the market for sily 

Only this last week, too, we have been informed by tele: 
that the government of India has requested the home G: 
ment to impose a duty on the import of silver into Indi 
that the home Government has refused until our action 
Chamber should be decided. Whether this report is truc. 
matters nothing. In any case, the Indian government is k1 
to be in serious difficulty in the attempt to raise the rate of t 
exchange and the value of its rupee: and a duty on silver 
cient to shut out silver bullion from India seems inevitable 
immediate. 

Apparently, therefore, the two chief markets for silver are 
be closed simultaneously within afew days. We are surely no 
unreasonable, then, if we infer that the value of silver, with 
reference to gold and money of all sorts resting on a gold basi 
will materially fall. We may differ in opinion as to the extent 


( 





| of this fall, but the difference does not affect our duty as legisla- i 
tors. Weare bound to consider the reasonable possibilities, and 3 
| good judges think it possible that the fall may be great. Should ; 
it be great enough tocause distrust among the people of India, ] ‘ 
believe many well-informed persons fear that the Indians may FS 








| the [Imperial Bank of Germany keeps up a high rate of discoun 
The other side has accepted and obeyed some impulse from | 


begin to throw their hoards on the market, which would ma 
silver bullion unsalable. 

All this may turn out quite differently. England may be « 2 
verted; the present ministry may resign, and a new ministry 
may offer to adopt our silver policy, which this bill proposes to 
discard; war in Europe may change the conditions of the wh 
world; new mines or new processes may cheapen gold; but we 
are not gambling on such chances. We are bound only to pro- 
vide against dangers, and only against dangers reasonably evi 
dent. The fall in the price of silver is a probability admitte 
everyone inside or outside this Chamber. What security do wo 
propose to offer in this bill, or in any legislation now before C 
gress against the consequences of such a fall? 

One of these probable consequences is an increased demand [ 
gold to take the place of silver. Already in Europe the gov 
ments are fighting for gold. France refuses to part with her 





to attract gold; the Bank of England has recently annoyed 
whole business community by keeping its rates of discount 
above the market rate in order to protect its gold reserve. In 
dia has for fifty years absorbed much gold. If silveris to be dis 
credited,she may want more thanever. What, then, isto be our 
position if we pass this bill as it stands, without regarding pro! 
able consequences? We have liabilities in paper or silver, t 
value of which we are about to imperil, amounting to one thou 
sand millions, and we have, as the foundation for all this cre 
only about eighty millions of gold in the Treasury. 

This view is too favorable to the Treasury. As matter 
fact, we have a deficit of several millions a month. The Tr 
ury has thus far met this deficit by paying gold out of its: 
serve. No application has been made to us for resources: 
application can now be made and met without some furth 
delay. If we manage to keep fifty millions of gold in the Treas- 
ury we shall do well. 

Every intelligent American knows that such a course is worse 
than errorandapproacheshardoncrime. No banker who fe:re: 
the penitentiary would knowingly and willingly let his lixbili- 
ties stand in such a relation to his assets. If he did it by de- 
liberately destroying the value of his chief asset, he would cer- 
tainly have to pass the rest of his life in a prison or in an asy|u" 
Ten to one is a gambler’s chance. Twenty toone is the risk on 
of a lunatic. No banker who values his solvency allows his co! 
or convertible assets to fall below the scule of one to three, ani 
on that scale our Treasury is bound to put not fifty millions, bu' 
three hundred and fifty million gold dollars into the vaults be- 
fore this bill becomes law. 

What shall be said, what can be said of financiers who de- 
liberately set to work to destroy the value of their assets anc 
intend afterwards to borrow to the full extent of the value they 
have wantonly destroyed? If the Secretary of the Treasury, 
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ee 
or the Committee on Finance of this 
a request for three hundred millions in gold, they would, at 
least, have shown that they knew what sort of a financial opera- 
tion they were undertaking. 
and a further decline in the value of silver, they should ask for 
such a loan, the request will be fatal to their reputation as 
financiers. They have not asked for it; we can hardly thrust 
it upon them; this bill contains no suggestion of gold, and the 
Secretary is paying it out with a free hand. We are wasting 





If, after the passage of this bill | 


| 


our silver and our gold and our credit, and we call remonstrance | 


factious. 

The bill, then, does not propose to increase the gold reserve. 
Will it protect the eighty millions now in the Treasury? The 
Bank of France flatly refuses to pay out gold. The Bank o 
England raises its rate of discount indefinitely and contracts 
the circulation. Our Treasury can do neither. Anyone w! 
can obtain a greenback can take gold, and the greenbacks alon¢ 
amount to more than 300,000,000. If this bill should, as is 
reasonably probable, increase the demand for gold, the Treas 
ury is exposed to the necessity of paying only in silver—of dis 
charging one liability by another, which we are, by this act 
making more or less worthless. 

Since we areon the subjectof possibilities, which we are bouud 
to consider and for which, if they are reason.xble, we are bound 
to provide before passing this bill, I will venture to sugges 
another. The new policy looks to a further fall in the value o 
silver bullion. Any fall, which causes much further decli: 
must render silver coin a very dangerous medium for the Gov 
ernment to use as money. With modern appliances, and with 
little capital, a skillful mechanic could coin a dollar identical 
with the Government dollar—perhaps not to be distinguished 
from it—in any quantity and with little risk of detection. 

The temptation even now is great; perhaps the thing is already 
being done on a large scale without our knowing it. What would 
it be if the profit were still greater—say 80 cents on the dollar? 
If the time should come when coiners can make a clear profit 
of $80,000 out of every hundred thousand 
without danger, or loss, or injury to anyone except the Treas- 
ury, the conclusion is surely reasonable that we may be obliged 
to withdraw all our silver coin. If so, what shall wesubstitute? 
Shall it be gold? Would our people consent to buy eleven hun- 
dred millions of gold ata time when every other government 
would necessarily be obliged to do the same thing? 

Evidentiy we should mot resort to gold, but to paper. Am | 
wrong in saying that we all feel fear—and I, for one, feel not onl 
fear, but certainty—that in such a situation we should be driven 
by political necessity into the use of irredeemable paper—fiat 
money? 
minds, provided for or even considered inthis bill? Hasthe ma 
jority faced the possibility? Yet should this evidently possibl 
case Occur, every member of this Senate who votes for the bi 
as it stinds will have to admit that he knowingly, deliberately, 
advisedly refused to provide against the danger which his ow: 
act brought on. 

Again, this is a measure of contraction. 
policy, it announces to the million and a halfof new citizens 
who every year enter upon active life, that they must get along 
as best they can with the same amount of specie money which 
many, if not most, of their fathers already declare to be insuffi 
cient. Do we intend this new policy to be permanent? [or 
myself, I solemnly protest that[ have not the smallest idea what 
our intention may be. A bill like this, which upsets from top 
to bottom the whole of our old system, ought to explain and 
affirm the new one; but I study the bill and the debate in vain 
to discover what ultimate object the majority has in its mind. 

Finally, if gold should be made by this act scarcer than it is— 
if commodities should fall still further with reference to the gold 
standard—this bill may seriously affect yourrevenue laws. We 





all know that the best authorities estimate the fall in the price | 


of commodities since 1873at more than one-third. If gold should 
be forced up—if new panics are to be foreseen—if commodities 


are to be still further reduced on the gold standard, our whole | 


revenue system must be reformed to meet the emergency. We 
can not touch the 
legislation on prices. 

If we do so now, we may merely have to undo, in the next 


session, what is done in this. The Senate will be not only justi- 


fied, but will possibly be compelled, to take this risk into grave | 


consideration, if not in passing this bill, then in acting on any 
future measure which may concern the revenue. 

The majority does not choose to accept these views of reason- 
able possibilities, which ought to be embraced in this scheme. 
They have chosen to iguore these questions. After opposition 
to this bilf had practically ceased, and its passage was regarded 
as assured, Senators were bound to answer reasonable criticism 
of the details of their scheme. Silence at this point ceased to 
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Senate, had begun by | be good policy or good politics. 
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It was never a sign of states 
8 
manship or of courage; ithas now become a sign of someth ng 


worse, something I will not characterize. 








In the history of parliamentiry government, as far’ asa gen- 
| eral rule can ever be called established, it has been established 
that the party which resort to slience as a weapon which 
votes, but refuses to answer isin the wrong. he ques yn I 
am trying to ask is, not whether the majority is correct in its 
principles, for that seems to be setile« 1 its favor as far lum 
bers go, but whether it has seriously faced its own act Lot. 
it is in the wrong, whatever the event may 
Already the action of Europe and European governm 3 
ad ruin throughout the United States: hus for 
paralyzedindustry; hasthrownourlargestcor} 
ruptey; has ruined several of our Western Stat and throug 
them has cost Eastern capitalists many millions of m« i 
sted in the West. W« e going —« VI in the g sty 
of our hearts, for of gayety I admit that the majcri hows no 
trace—but, willingly or not, we are going to finish what Europ 
is successfully begun 
Those who have ste dtly and stubbor yo sed 1 a. policy 
by now fold th irarms and wait tlenceforward th respon- 
bility rests on the other side, and no doubt the majorit ill 
held to it. Lf the part or the combin on of rial :. Oo 
vhatever the number of Congressmen and Senators d othe 
individuals may be which makes up the combined respo ity 
for this measure if the , or j ao not provide or ¢ n ais 
tinctly pointed out, or for any other dangers which y ought 
to have for seen even if note pr ssly poin ed out f£ the ‘efuse 


' 


they manufecture, | 


Is this result, which is or ought to be present in all our | 


Reversing our whole | 


ariff until we know the effect of our silver | 


rning, the country will 


to widen their vision and listen to w 


to be the final judge between us. No great statesman in our 
history has ever etfected any gor d obj ct by such meal 
Not in such a spirit or by such tactics did Hamilton organiz 


the national finances or Gallatin direet them. Clay and Ws: 
ster did not enlighten the Senate by methods like this, or by 
narrowing the field of their intellect. You m Ly Seare } nd 
far in the worst periods of our history to find a parallel fo 
islation so narrow in a crisis so vast. 

Finally, no Senator must reply by pleading that al 
tions ean be settled by subsequent legislition. They can 
del uyed. The difficulties keep step with the act. The S 
can not afford to pass this bill in its present shape, : 
journ, leaving further legislation to take its chance among 


| difficult and violently disputed questions that will crowd 


in the regular sexsion. The influence, whatever it is, ‘ 
eS} onsible for the present bil certainly does not comman 
contidence of a majority of the Senate. 

Even though we had been directed by the genius of the great 


Stiil need il, i 


should 


not only 


smen the world ever saw, we 
that case, we should certainly have the guar y oO 
| further legislation, but also the legislation itself. Direct 
personally we are ourselves responsible for its absence. If w 
fail now of our duty, we have no ground for confidence that the 
| duty will ever be performed. On the Republican side of thi 
Chamber, if not on the other, we have thus far seen nothing to 
create confidence of any sort in the wisdom, the unanimity, or 
he courage of the party—if it is a party—which controls, « 


t 

supposed to control, the Government. 
t 

] 


| est stat 


i 
| 
| in the hope, therefore, of inducing the majority 
subject in a broader spirit, and witb the intentio: 
e fails, of at least completing the record and of | g no 
| excuse in future for the supporters of this bill to ; 
whole subject was not offered for their consideration, 
| the Senate to vote on the propositions which I have alreidy of 
| fered in debate, or | would prefer that this bill be referred to 
ittee of seven or more members, with instr 


to de 


, 
ne 
’ 


select com! tions to 
| report on the further measures which may be required to pr 
| vide for carrying safely into effect the object of the legislation : 


proposed some time sinee by the Senator from Alabama[ Mr. Mo! 
GAN}. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have come to the Sen 
day, contrary to the advice of my physician, for the purpose of 


| expressing in the final stages of this bill some opinions which 
have formed about it after the best deliberation I have been able 
| to bestow upon the subject. 
The situation with which we are confronted in the Senate to- 


day seems to me to be a very lamentable one, one of which I can 

speak only with pain, and which I can contemplate only with 

serious apprehensions for the future welfare of our country. 

| I @o not claim, Mr. President, higher patriotism than any 
other gentleman on this floor who differs with me or agrees with 

| me in sentiment; nor do I claim greater wisdom or greater ex- 

| perience than any, even the most humble and unpretending of 
the members of this body; but I have my convictions upon this 
subject, particularly as to what is best and wisest and safest to 
be done for the constituency I represent here: and I desire to 
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give expression to some of those convictions on this occasion. I In the earlier stages of the debate, after this bill ha: 


trust in doing so that I shall not be considered as trying to pro- 
crastinate even for a moment the final calamity, as I consider it, 
which is about to fall upon the country in the passage of the 
pending bill. 

The people of the country are prepared for almost anything. 
They have been worried,and provoked,and depressed, and kicked, 
and cuffed about by the monetary power in this land in such a 
way as that they find at last that their dependence upon itis such 
that their material and smallest domestic interests are controlled 
entirely by the power of those who occupy the high places in 


the land, and who have been placed in that ascendency simply | 


by Congressional legislation. 

The people of the United States are not born some princes 
and some subjects; they are born equals, and they are supposed 
to have equal rights in all of the beneficent heritage we have 
derived from the wisdom of our fathers, than whom no fathers 
were wiser or better. They were born to the equal enjoyment 
of all these privileges, and when the country was first launched 
upon the experimental idea of self-governing sovereign power 


residing in the people and in the States there was but very little | 


of that apparent disparity which now exists between the classes 


of society inthis country. There were not many colossal fortunes | 


existing in the land; there were some which by way of compari- 


son were very large, but they were not colossal in the sense that | 


they are now, and they had not been derived through specula- 


tion and peculation, and the handling of the powers of the Gov- | 


ernment of the United States to the disadvantage of their 


neighbors and to their own aggrandizement, but they had been | 


built up by the sober and earnest labors of honest men devoted 
to honest pursuits in an honest way. 

We have passed that era and have come into an era in which 
the most extravagant conceptions and wishes of the human mind 
in respect of the aggrandizement of wealth have been realized; 
and we find ourselves beset now by classes in the United States 
who seem to demand for themselves the power to control every- 
one else in all his industrial labors, opportunities, and hopes in 
respect of everything that concerns human existence. 

This class in the United States owes its origin, owes its pres- 


tirely to the legislation of Congress. The States have not done 
this; the people have not done it; it has been the outgrowth of 
legislation, which might sometimes be characterized as being 
corrupt, oftentimes corrupt, and certainly in the line of that 
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| anew disease, and a loathsome one, if our platform is true. 


| of that metal. 





human endeavor which always grasps power whenever it is | 


brought within the reach of the mortal hand. 

This is the situation with which we are confronted to-day, and 
the labors of this body for the last ninety days have been de- 
voted to an investigation of the measures, on the one side for 
relief from this situation, and on the other side, for the increase 
of the powers of this class of people. The line isa broad and 
distinctone. Thereis no human being who is capable of reason- 
ing, who has the responsibilitics of manhood in this great re- 
public of ours, who.does not recognize the fact that the party 
divisions or the actual divisions, whether partisan or not, which 
exist amongst the people of the United States, all exist upon this 
line, one class standing on one side of it and the other class stand- 
ing on the other side. 

The class whe claim Congressional power for the purposes of 
personal aggrandizement and increase of wealth is in a vast 
minority when considered numerically. Theclass against whom 
the levies and assessments and contributions to be voted to this 
minority class are demanded, form a vast unorganized mass of 
industrial people, engaged in a great variety of pursuits, chiefly 
agricultural, who by reason of their eiteation are incapable of 
perfect organization, and are therefore not capable of resisting 
the movements which are made by this minority class against 
their interests and against theirrights. The feeling of brother- 
hood and benevolence which characterized the people of the 
United States in the earlier days of the republic has departed, 
and it is now the purpose, it seems, of Congressional legislation 
that the one class shall make out of the other class all that they 
can realize, everything that can be done through the powers of 
taxation, the powers of discrimination, and whatever powers can 
be exercised in a legislative sense by the Congress of the United 
States, 

Weil, perhaps unfortunately for me personally, I am thrown 

with this majority class; my sympathies are with this vast mass 
of people; my heart is with them; my convictions that they are 
entitled to the protection of every feature of the Constitution 
of the United States are keen and sensitive; and therefore, Mr. 
President, I am ready to defend them according to the best of 
my ability whenever and wherever [ can. 
_ This long debate has reached its final stage and seems to have 
included almost every phase of financial inquiry, and our opin- 
ions, expressed in our votes, are ready to be placed upon the 
Journal of the Senate. 





| over from the other House, I was deeply impressed with t} 
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| coms 
1€ Con- 
viction that the immense sweep of the questions involved in rn 
mixed, incongruous, and dislocated financial system would leaq 
us into world-wide fields of discussion; not without protit, but 
without any practical and permanent results for the relief of the 
country. I attempted to relieve this situation and only sye- 
ceeded in causing some severe opposition and even severer criti. 


| cism of myself personally. 


These fears have been fully realized in so far as any vote we 
are to give on this measure is concerned. There is nothing jn 
this bill except the death warrant of silver as a money metal. 
and only its final execution will follow. A fatal blow to silver 
was delivered in the first Sherman bill of 1873, and lingering ig 
has lived, until now it is doomed to sudden death by the third 
Sherman bill, which amends, re#nacts, and adopts the second 
Sherman bill of 1890, and it is masquerading as a Democratic 
measure. Instead of curing the finances we seem to have caucht 
I con- 
fess that this last sad phase of legislative hostility to silver as a 
money metal, sustained by a minority of Democrats and a ma- 
jority of Republicans in the Senate, has nearly cast out hope for 
the relief of the industrial classes, and has filled me with sorrow 
and chagrin. 

To my understanding, it is the complete overthrow of Demo- 
cratic principles and pledges, and is an irrevocable surrender of 
the whole attitude of the Democratic party to the demands of a 
tyrannical, corrupt, insolent, and overbearing combination of 
those corporations and men who measure out money to the peo- 
ple at will for the sole purpose of increasing their gains by the 
alternate expansion and contraction of the currency. 

The first Sherman law of 1873, which destroyed silver as legal- 
tender money and deprived it of coinage into standard dollars, 
failed to encounter the veto of President Grant only because he 
did not discover the fine artifice employed in the demonetization 
Whether or not its passage through Congress 
was stealthy, it certainly escaped the knowledge of Gen. Grunt. 
Had he known what was being done there is no doubt that his 


| veto would have arrested it. 
ent existence, owes its present power and its future prospects en- | 


True, the hope of resurrection is vaguely held out to the sil 
ver men, but we prefer not to die in order to test the resurrec. 
tionary powers of the Senator from Indiana. The doctor whe 
presided at the deathbed of Lazarus was not expected to do 
much towards his resurrection. Besideg, the Senator from Ohio 
will not consent that Lazarus shall come forth; nor is it certain 
that his resurrection will not be vetoed by the President. 

But there is no need to resort to illustration. It is intended 


| by this bill to destroy silver in order to make room for paper 


currency based on gold, and, to support that currency, the peo- 
ple are to be taxed to provide gold by the sale of bonds to for- 
tify the reserve in the Treasury. 

On Saturday the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] informed 
us that, in his opinion, this measure will not meet the exigency 
of the financial situation. 

I will read from the RECORD what the Senator said: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, the passage of some such provision 
is undoubtedly necessary. and [ trust that the Senators on the other side ot 
the Chamber who have the control neceepesty.. who have the majority, will 
make some such provision as this. I feel at liberty to call their attention to 
the subject, because I consider it vital. I fear very much that after a little 
while, as to the results of the measure that we are about to accomplish, the 
suspension of the purchasing clause of the act of 1890, the people will find 
out that it has not been the germ and root of the evil under which they are 
suffering, and they will look to us for having provided an inefficient meas- 
ure, @ measure that will not meet the exigency. 

After three months of debate, in which this Senate Chamber 
has resounded from day to day with the declaration that the 
a clause of the Sherman act was the cause of the col- 

apse and the paralysis in the financial condition of the pcople 
of the United States, the honorable Senator from Ohio rises in 
his place and contradicts the whole of it, and disproves the whole 
of it by his statement which shows that we have been following 
a phantasmagoria; that we have been following a false pretense, 
which has been set up by the monetary and financial est. )blish- 
ments of this country in order to alarm the people fnto distrust 
and servitude. 

I fear very much that after a little while, as to the results of the measure 
that we are about to accomplish, the suspension of the purchasing clause of 
the act of 1890— 

He calls that a suspension which is an absolute repeal— 
the suspension of the purchasing clause of the act of 1890, people will find 
out that it has not been the germ and root of the evil under which they are 
suffering, and they will look to us for having provided an inefficient measure, 
a measure that will not meet the exigency. 

If that was not the germ and root of the evil under which we 
are suffering, let some Senator rise here and point out what was. 
There you have reversed the public judgment; there you have 
taken the bandage off of the public eyes that have been so long 
in darkness and ae and you have disclosed to the peo- 
ple of the country the fact that they have been in error in their 
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frantic desire to get away from the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman law. 

What, then, has caused the trouble? What has been the germ 
and root of this evil, the root of bitterness we are trying to ex- 
tract from the public situation in order that relief may come to 
our afflicted country? It is nowhere else, Mr. President, no- 
where else than in this false clamor gotten up by the banking 
institutions in the United States and in England and in Ger- 
many for the purpose of alarming the people until they could 
repeal the one law for the purchase of silver by the United 
States which the Senator from Ohio says has not been the cause 
of the evil. 

Here we have, Mr. President, the third lesson of the pro- 
gramme. ; 

The first isthe final demonetization of the silver that is not 
already owned by the Government or in circulation, the silver 
that lies in the rocks and the mountains of the West. 

The second is the increase of the power of the national banks 
to issue their notes to the amount of 10 per cent on the bonds 
that they may hold. That has already been brought forward 
It was debated in the Senate and was abandoned for a reason that 
I never understood until [ had the opportunity to read the RECORD 
of Saturday’s proceedings. 

I now see it as plain as light. They knew they could not pass 
it then, but they Suse now that after this bill passes they can 
passit. They know that the weight and power given to the at- 
titude of the national banks by the passage of this bill on their 
false demand will place them in such a high position of author- 
ity amongst the people of the United States as that the Senator 
from [ndiana will have nothing else to do but to move his bill, 
which he has had already partially debated, to add 10 per cent 
to the issues of the national banks, and have the people pay the 
interest upon that in order that they may have money to buy 
their bread and meat. 

The third stage is the sale of gold bonds to the sum of $200,- 
000,000 to fortify the Treasury against gold raiders. 
proposition called out the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
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the passage of the bill as it stands will not give the relief tothe country that 
the country has expected 
Mr. SHERMAN. I said it might not meet the expectations of the peop 





lon this side f the 
y will not be in a 
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Mr. GORMAN. If his argument was understood at a 
Chamber, he said that when the bill is passed the Trea 
condition to meet the wants of the country, or to keep the 
condition; and the only relief suggested by the Senator is 
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to use them not on 
of maintaining the parity between the two metals 








xr the ordinary ex- 

penditures of the Government 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a que 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure 

Mr. SHERMAN. How does he propose to pay the deficiency in the revenues 
of *50,000,000, reported by the Secretary of the Treasury 

Mr. GORMAN. I will come to that, if the Senator will pardon meat 1ent 

Now, Mr. President, if I understood the position of t Democrati 1 
in the beginning of this controversy, it Was that we pledged ourselves to the 


|} repeal of the Sherman law. 


This last | 


MAN],and he poured a flood of light on several matters that have | 


given the country much concern and alarm recently. I will no 
tice two or threé of these matters: 

First, the Senator shows that this bill is not what is demanded 
by the Chicago Democratic platform. 

Second, thatit is the fruit of a coalition and was dictated to 
the Senate by the Senator from Ohio. It is in fact the third 
Sherman bill. 

Third, that the consideration of the bill has been delayed by 
the friends of the bill, and not by its enemies; and 

Fourth, that the Republicans in the Senate broke up the com- 
promise to which all the Democrats had agreed except five, I*be- 

ieve, and which was understood at the time to be agreeable to 
the President. 

I will read from the RECORD what the Senator from Maryland 


That was the pledge of the Democratic platform at Chicago. 
That was the pledge to which I have always responded: it is a 
pledge that | am willing to enact by my vote to-day, the repeal 
of the Sherman law. 

Mr. BUTLER. A part of it 














Mr. GORMAN. No, sir; the whole law Our platform demanded it 
Every newspaper that has breathed a Democratic breath at first demanded 
that Congress should carry out the decre of the party I take it that other 
Senators like myself were questioned by the great metropolitan press as to 
whether we were in favorof the absolute repeal of that law, the whole law, 
without conditions. When that was being strongly u di I dor hink I 
am mistaken when I say that the distinguished Senator from Ohblo, in a 
speech or an interview in his own State, denounced the repeal of the entire 
Sherman law, and stated that he would favor the repeal of the purchasing 
clause alone 

There broke the light in upon this majority that we have on 
this side of the Chamber, when the Senator from Ohio in his 
own State announced that he would not vote for the repeal of 
the entire Sherman law, but would vote for the repeal of the 
purchasing clause alone. Then a new and sudden light sprung 
upon the Democrats upon this side of the Chamber who follow 
that Senator, and they embraced it with religious fervor. The 
Senator from Maryland continues: 

Lam not mistaken in that. If lam, Lask the Senator to correct me. The 
Senator says that now? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I believe that is what the bill professes to do 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; that is what the bill professes. lam comin » that. 
The President of the United States, xious and earnest in his desire for its 

| repeal, was too astute and learned a \ lan not to know that he had not 

| the power in his own party or with his own party to repeal any | on of 
| that law, because the division is 80 sharp and great among both part that 
| neither party would have the power to deal with this question and n ethe 


| culo 


[Mr. GORMAN] said in his debate with the Senator from Ohio | 


|Mr. SHERMAN] on these points, and I will read literally, Mr. 
President, because this debate between those Senators is to be 
immortal. This debate is the key that unlocks the situation. 
This debate is the last revelation which we have received from 
an honest, acandid, and a manly source of the sincere truth of 
the situation, and I thank him; I bow my thanks to the Senator 
from Maryland that he has had the manhood to come out be- 
fore the world and to state in the debate with the Senator from 
Ohio exactly what is the situation to-day in the Senate of the 
United States upon this very important, yes, this vital measure. 
The Senator from Maryland said: 


Mr. President, I have not detained the Senate many moments in the dis- 
cussion of the pending question. I have studiously refrained from doing so 
But I can not help observing the very remarkable attitude of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who is the acknowledged leader on the other 
side of this Chamber, and of more than half the Senators who support the 
bill for the repeal of the purchasing clause of the so-called Sherman law. 


The army corps of the Senator from Ohio is the largest one 
that is attacking it. 


His anxiety for its repeal, his support of its repeal,is perfectly well un 
derstood; but at the same time that distinguished Senator has well known 
the fact that the passage of the pending bill was impossible at any time ex- 
cept as a nonpartisan measure, except by the support of the twenty-five or 
twenty-six Republicans on the other side of the Chamber and the twenty- 
one or twenty-two Democrats on this. 

Its only hope of success from the beginning until now has been unity of 
action between gentlemen who have such diverse views upon general politi 
cal questions, and not to bringin the mere party question and attempt to 
take party advantage of the delays, of the mistakes, if there have been mis 
takes; and now, in the closing hours of the struggle, which will go down in 
history as one of the most remarkable that has ever taken place in this 
Chamber, that distinguished leader tells us and tells the country that the 
measure itself will be impotent, that it eliminates silver or the further use 
of it for the present. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say a word tothateffect. Onthecontrary, Ispoke 


strongly in favor of silver to its largestextent, so that it would not demon- 
etize gold. 

Mr. GORMAN. If I have misunderstood the Senator, all around me here 
seem to have shared with me in misunderstanding him. He has said that 


| in the Union that the party was hopelessly divided upot 


repeal, and we were compelled to take the terms offered by the Senator from 
Ohio 

We were compelled to take the terms offered by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

He held the key of the position. You have dictated the terms to It 
Was the only thing we could get you to agree to for the relief of the country. 

This falling out amongst these friends, all of whom went out- 
side of the Democratic party to make their coalition, seems to 
have been sudden and serious. For a time it was a divorce a 
mensa et thoro. Now it appears that it is to be a divorce « vin- 
natrimonti. It is a pity that such lovers should so early 
come to grief. 

You have dictated the terms to us. 

That may be said of the coalition; but I, as a Democrat, thank 
Almighty God that the Senator from Ohio has never had the 
power to dictate terms to me. He may dictate them to the 
President, to the Committee on Finance, to the Democracy on 
this side who follow his lead; but he can not dictate terms to 
me. 

Then, Mr. President, when Congress met, we came here with forty-four 
Senators on this side of the Chamber, elected as Democrats, only one-half of 
this body, with the perfect knowledge on the part of every intelligent man 
this question, as 
your party is also hopelessly divided. It may be said with truth that a large 
majority of the Democrats were at the beginning of the session against the 
repeal even of the purchasing clause of the Sherman act 

That seems to have been ascertained here. I was not here to 
know how the situation was: but it seems to have been ascer- 
tained by the wiseacres who lead these respective parties in 
their legislation in this Chamber and elsewhere that a majority 
of the Senate was against the repeal of the entire Sherman act 
without a substitute,and they were against the repeal evén of 
the purchasing clause. 

Mr. BuTLerR. Unconditional 

Mr.GORMAN. The unconditional repeal. It was k 
thirteen to fifteen Republicans opposed to repeal was belleved, and I 
think it was a fact easily made perfectly piai ody, that a cl mar 
ority of all the Senators elected were not in favor of the unconditional repeal, 
but they wanted some modification 

So the President and the Senator from Ohio, when this pet 
scheme was opened before the Senate of the United States, knew 
that they did not have a majority of either party here for its re- 
peal, or a majority of both parties. 

Complaints have been made of delay in this matter. Iam glad of the op- 
portunity to say, and I say itin justice to those who have fought this bill, 
that those of us who intended to vote for its final passage believed that we 
were in the minority, and a delay of weeks became necessary that we might 
convert enough to our side to pass the bill 
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that I believe the bill would not have passed but for the abortive attem) 


During this delay of weeks that oceurred, because the friends 
of this bill knew that they could not pass it through this body, 
while opportunity was thus afforded for whatever of assistance 
could be given to it, the whole of the metropolitan press of the 
United Statesand the little resounding creatures that catch their 
words and their inspirations from these greater sources roared 
out their indignation against what they were pleased to call the 
minority in the Senate, which according to the Senator from 
Maryland was then the majority, because they would not pass 
the bill. Anathemas have been heaped upon us until if they 
could be believed by the Almighty he would consign us to eter- 
nal perdition for what we have been doing here, when the fact 
was that the delay that was being occasioned in the Senate was 
because the promoters of the pending bill knew they could not 
pass it and were gambling for time. 

Now, I thank God again that the light of truth has come to 
life. We stand here to-day vindicated before the American peo- 
ple, as men who have been badgered, put upon, imposed uponin 
the most outrageous and scandalous manner on this floor and else- 
where, becauss when they found at last, or supposed they found, 
they had a majority for passing th» bill, they could not get usin- 
stantly to shut our mouths and come up and vote for our own 
execution. Says the Senator from Maryland: 


The fact of it was that Wwe were not ready for its consideration. As time 
went on the debate became sharp. And, Mr. President, I want to remark 
right here that it has been a great debate. The annals of Congress will bot 
show one equal to it, and those who participated jn it will godown to poster- 
ity as men who weré equal to any who have preceded them. 


He is mistaken about that. There will be a greater debate 
than that before the people when this bill gets out before them, 
and the people will be the debaters. They will debate it at the 
ballot box, and when their oratory comes to be heard it will re- 
sound throughout this Union and down through all the tides of 
coming time. 


When the contest became sharp the doubt was then expressed as to the 
power of the Senate to pass it, not as to the power to reach a yote, but the 
power to pass unconditional repeal with a majority. 

The doubt was not about reaching a vote, but it was about 
passing the bill unconditionally by a majority of this body. 

In the very midst of the fight, in the hottest of it, when men were anxious, 
when every Senator was desirous that something might be done (and when 
I say every Senator I mean all on both sides of the Chamber) to relieve the 
great distress in the financial interests and in commercial affairs, the first 
note of warning that we had, publicly uttered, came from the Senator from 
Ohio, the Senator who led more than one-half of the repeal column, thatit 
Was impossible to pass it. Here is his interview, published October 5, 1893, 
in a telegram to the Cincinnati Enquirer dated Washington, October 4: 

“(Cincinnati Enquirer, October 5, 1893.] 
“WASHINGTON, D.C., October 4. 

“T called on Senator Sherman to-night. More than any other quantity in 
the Senate he represents his party. l asked him bluntly if he believed the 
law which bore his name would be repealed? 

‘His answer was frank—direct: 

“*T do not,’ said he. 


That was October 4. 


‘Then,’ sald I, “‘ what next?” 

“Tecan not,” said he, “be explicit as to what next. The position of the 
Republican members of the Senate is now passive. The Democrats are en- 
deavoring to arrange a compromise. If they succeed, they can pass a com- 
promise measure no matter if the Republican Senators are solidly arrayed 
against it. Our side, or rather the large jority of our side, stand ready 
to vote for unconditional repeal whenever the Democrats fix the time to 
vote. We are even ready to support a closure.” 

“Have you any idea,"’ [ asked, ‘‘of the terms of compromise?" 

“No,” said the Senator, ‘lam notin the secrets of those arrangi it. 
There have been several propositions involving the issue of bonds and the 
reduction of the monthly purchases of silver. My judgment is, and it its, 
however, a Judgment, that in the end the Vemocrats will unite on a proposi- 
tion to extend the provisions of the Sherman law three years, with a reduc- 
tion of the monthly purchases of silver to 2,500,000 ounces of silver instead 
of 4,500,000 ounces as now.” 

‘Do you think the President would sign such a bill?’ 

“T have no reason of knowing. Yet I am a he will yield to a fair 
compromise. If he does not he will destroy his party, and his Administra 
tion will be broken down. 


Now, then, if the compromise was made and it was a fair one 
and a just one and one to reconcile conflicting interests, it would 
tend in every respect, if it had any tendency oranye lect whatever, 
to relieve the country. If the President has refused to sign it, 
in the opinion of the Senator from Ohio, he breaks his party 
down, destroys his prestige. There is no blessing to fall upon 
the venerable head of the Senator from Ohio which I dare say 
would be so delightful to him as the consummation of that very 
well-arranged plan to put the President a second time in contro- 
versy with his Selene te this body. Political manipulation for 
the sake of party success has become in the United States of 
America the substitute for every honorable and elevated senti- 
ment of statesmanship, and all of our destiny is measured to-day, 
it seems to me, entirely by the question what effect it will have 
upon the party. The Senator from Ohio said: 

I think the reporter has been rather more accurate than usual in that in- 
terview. 

Here is confirmation: 

i think that was the substance of What I said. I destre merely to add only 


compromise, which, falling through, left nothing else to do but to pa 
However that is a mere matter of interview bet ween ourselves. : 

That is a strange condition; that because a proposition \ 
made to compromise and it was agreed to, and untimately i; 
through, it was the reason why this bill should pass, So it se; 
to me it makes no difference to us what we do or in what d 
tion we tend, whatever we do is to be visited upon us as 2 judo. 
ment inflicted. If we agree to a compromise, that is reenrda, 
asa surrender. If the compromise is broken up the bill mn 

assed, because, not that we did not agree to the compromise 
ecause it could not be carried into execution, the Presid: 
ing unwilling to execute it. 

October 4— 

Says the Senator from Maryland— 
is the date of this interview. The Senator from Ohio knew perfect! 
every other man in the country knew, that he was laying down a. 
for the Democratic party to unite. 

He laying down a condition for the Democratic party to 
What is the Democratic party worth to itself, to the count: 
to posterity when the Senator from Ohio has the key to its | 
ation and can lay down conditions to it? What is your ma 
worth here in thus trifling with the people, thus deceive: 
overrun, and finally handed over to the tender mercies , 
Senator from Ohio. 

And we are told that— 

He knew— 


That is, the Senator from Ohio knew— 


He knew to unite was as impossible as it was to fly, unless it 
tension of the purchase of silver to some future period. He kne 
demand in thecountry forits unconditional repeal coming to us th: 
press and trade organizations in every section were such that | 
>enate was most anxious to do something to relieve anxiety. [i 
other thing, that with the difference of views upon this financ lal «1 
tween the East and the West and the North and the South it was 
to pass what we callinthe Eastern States a sound financial | 
unless we had his coéperation and the codperation of those on the « 
who thought with us; and when you placed the conditions upon the DP 
cratic party, as you had the power to do, holding the key of the situa: 
with your 25 or 26 votes, you forced us into a position to take a measur. 
wo not be satisfactory to the people for whom the Senator f 
speaks and whom I have the honor to represent in part on this floor 

But, Mr. President, there was an earnest desire, there has been fro 
beginning of the session an earnest desire on this side of the Cham 
frame such legislation as might redound to the interest of all the ; 
this country. Sharp as the division was upon the particular ine 
there is not a Democrat upon this side of the Chamber who wa 
pressed with a desire to harmonize the party, tosustainthe Dem 
ministration. 

Bold words, yet true and full of comfort and consolati e- 
cause they are manly and because they are true; and I trust'! 
they may disabuse in the mind of the President of the U 
States the injustice which is being done to many a sound | 
crat far older in the party than he is, with the idea, doubt 
often suggested to him, that his best friends are traitors to 
and to the Democracy. If he wishes to doso now,after this 
laration, coming from an eminent man who hasall the time: 
tained this policy of repealing the purchasing clause of thes 
man act, let him remain in darkness and help himself. 

All were willing to make sacrifices of opinion and to set aside the « 
tions of a lifetime and unite in doing something which would relic 
business distress, and save their Administration from defeat. Theytr 
get together. They tried to do what was right. There were many of th 
who snared the conviction that it is extraordinary, unusual, and unfortu 
nate to strike down summarily, without an hour’s warning, any great i1 
est that we had built up or made possible by laws, no matter how vi: 
and bad the laws themselves. Their deliberations could have been car: 
to a consummation with the bonas that the Senator from Ohio speaks o 

Yes, sir; it could have been done. There isnot a man on thi 
floor or anywhere else in the United States who deprecates more 
sincerely than I do the further taxation of the people of th 
United States to sustain the reserve of gold in the Treasu 
which I always considered to be a useless and needless thing in 
a country like ours. There are none who would go further t! 

I would to prevent an increase of taxation for this purpose. 

But Mr. President, I would doit only for the sake of peac 
and harmony, not amongst the Democrats alone, but among. 
the people of the different sections of this country, for that sori 
of io and harmony and quietude and deliberation of action 
and caution in progress of legislative expedient and provision 
which would save to five or six States in the West the million 
of money that. they have invested on our invitation in the 0}. 
ing up of the silver mines of that country—not merely unac: 
our invitation, but under bounties and beneficencies that w: 
have extended as an inducement to them to stake the whol 
battle of life upon their suecess in the opening upof silver mines 
for the benefit of the people and the Treasury of the United 
States. 

Not for the benefit of the makers of trinkets and ornaments, 
but for the benefit of the substantial foundation of the great cir- 
culating medium and the debt-resolving and debt-paying powe: 
of silver money in the country, that should underlie, along with 
gold, the eternal union of the whole structure of our financial 
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tem as it has done since this Government was a government, 





sys , ° ; . . 
and long before, while these colonies existed, and long before, 
during the ages and cycles of time where civilization has been 
found to have addressed itself in its growth and in its prosperity 
to this strong fo indation as its sure and steadfast support. 

I should have voted, Mr. President, even to tax the people; | 
should have gone to aconstituency who would have blamed me 
at firat most seriously for having done a thing of that kind; but, 
appealing to theiy reason and their judgment, I should have said 
to them: ‘‘ You have made many s wrifices and you have done it 
ina manly way, and the reward has come to you in the end in 
an abundance of progress, which perhaps you had not yourselves 
contemplated; and now, rather than to tear the struct ire down 
rudely, rather than to yi sid summarily to the removal of silver 


from the basis of its powers as a debt paying money, I preferred 





furtiier to tax you; [ did not wish to do it, ‘but I had it to do in 
order to ease the situation until the people at the ballot box 
could get eontrol of this G« nment and have the power to pass 
th: final decree that th was to be no more of this kind of 
] islatiorx ” 

[ signed that paper, and I did it, Mr. President, under these 
v and indorsed every word and syllable in it—I mean that 
part of it—but I signed it in order to have peace and ees 
in the Democratic party. Now, when it is broken up by the re- 


the Senator from Ohio to accept it, while it does not 
3of the policy which he has been commis- 


fusal of 


accord with his view 


sioned by somebody to dictate to the Democratic party as wise, 
it passes out of existence, and the next, and only resource, we 
are told, is to vote for the bill, commit suicide because you can 


live on fair terms with your friends and 
the proposition. 


not get a chance to 
neighbors. That i 





Tam very glad, Mr. President, that this matter has come to | 
light. { fe vel gi eatly relieved personally, and I know my col- 
le:gues here—the majority of the Democrats on this side of the 
Chamber ho are opposed to this bill all feel relieved that 
they are no longer to occupy the category of disruptionists and 


obstructionists: that they are 
are fit only for being gagged 
foot and 
affairs of the Government 

[ feel gratified that the truth has come to light, and that our 
vindication did not depend and does not depend upon poster 
ity or upon history or upon asseveration or disclaimer upon our 
part; but it comes from the mouth of an eminent Senator, who 
has been all the time opposing our views on this question. 

From 1873 te this the s supporters of this cruel law have been 
in the minority, and the people have condemned it at every elec- 
tion when the question has been raised. But only on one occa- 
sion have they had th 
dential veto with a two-thirds vote. Todothat they were forced 
to make the compromise of the Bland bill. The Presidential 
veto has always stood ready as a reserve corps to shield this law 
of 1873, and the will of the people has thus been thwarted. Why 
both the great political parties, as they have come successive! 
into power, | ave been forced to lend the veto power to the pro- 
tection of the first Sherman law is a matter that is not in the 
least obseure to the campaign executive committees of both par- 
ties. It isa simple story, but a very sad one, which runs thu 
they could not, when successful, refuse to protect the interests 
of the moneyed classes who furnished the means to conduct the 
political campaigns. 

Now, [ do not wish to. be misunderstood as to this statement. 
I do not mean that the candidates for the Presidency, on eit! 
side, are pledged in advance to the use of the veto power, or any 
other power, for the doing of anything that is not promised in 
the plat’orm of the party. 

I mean that they have no moral power to refuse the demands 
made upon them when they are able to their 
opinions, no matter how far they may disappoint the will of the 
people expressed in the ballot box. They find excuses for re- 
fusing to obey the will of the people. 

We have had one example of thi is moral coersion which thi 
country can never forget. I allude to the counting in of M: 
Hayes as President, when Mr. Tilden was elected. Mr. Hayes 
had no power to resist the fiat of his party managers and would 
have been disgrsced, as a traitorous poltroon, if he had declined 
to accept the office after his party had thrust him into it, e 
if he had been conscious, as millions of people believed was the 
facet, that he was not elected to the Presidency. 

There is in the United States a distinct political class, known 
as the managers of Presidential campaigns, who exercise un 
wonted powers in the control of executive and legislative meas- 
ures, 

They are consulted first, if not exclusively, by their respective 

rties, upon every great public question. In effect they too 
uently hold and control the veto power. 


and choked and bound hand and 
mia 





reconci personal 





no longer to be classed as men who 
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le to sit in silence while other men conduct the | 


» power in Congress to overcome a Presi- | 


They are ‘the | recorded 





power behind the throne, greater than the thro it 
while they are irresponsible tothe people they rule 
their affairs. 

Chis class of politicians st needs be very close to the 
moneyed classes and corp ) fror ym thev obtain 
sinews of and can not t side t ' in 
those cl sses. This isa terri nd grow \ll of es 
party dictators, on both side lave | ‘ = ’ 
of 1873 with barriers that t peo} t ) ‘ ) 

irmount. 

Wi hile their sway continues, the peopl 
to the use of silver as a u oney metal No P 
Grant has had the power to withstand them. He 
have consented to the destruction o "{ 
if he had known or suspected that it was slain in tl S 
law of L873, or in the Revised Statut Vi nt 
come a law, I can not now see any remedy for tl 
in the election of a President who is friendly t 
of the American system of finance 

After the effect of the Sherman law of 1873 was know ‘ l 
its operation had filled the land with | 
earch of work, to earnor beg their bi t 1) t 

obedience to its traditional dut 1 
fering Mi iltitudes, and with earnest promises 1 th t to 
its standards. 

This is t ie Cause, M *. President, of the str rT of t 
| cratic party to-day. After five s of effort they hac 
enough power to pass the Stanley Matth resoluti 
restorationof silver and the Bland-Allisonact for t 
coinage of silver dollars,and to re ‘stab 1 itsd 
The people voted this relief to tl ve i their rep 
tives in Congress were only prevented from granting it 
as it had existed from the foundation of t ‘ ¢ nen 
1873 by the threatened use of the veto pow Chat } 
minority, used by a President who acted in vi 
was the barrier to the full exercise of the will of t é 
the remonetization and free coinage of sil . 

The minority thus triumphed over the pe: é nd 
their oppressors, and perpetuated their power to | the 
marts of commerce with bankrupt al { | 
dustry with idleness and want. 

The ear the people through a comprom 
with the money power in the Bland-Alli 1 bill 

two-thirds vote of ‘otek House over the veto of re 
Hayes. If he had been backed by a sul lent } 
relief would have been ref sed. The pe mo 
| after that for oe 10of the great reformation fo 
years, and again struck for the free coin: of 
terms with gold. Ag ain the veto power was invok: 
minority, and its threatened exercise was potent to dele 
will. 

The eontroversy resulted in another Sh L890 
which was also a compromise. In each of th ‘ 

people gained ground to the front, and would bh 
iphed over their oppressors but for the power in the ) 


é | 
found in the control of the veto pows 
¢ 









the minority which was 
The bankers and stock gamblers, and the trust minipulato 
and the men who lurk ain ambush to force the mark » COl 
ners, after a third trial, had fully ascertained tl 
they had in the contr ah a ite vate scaler 

Ky owing that the people were roused and w | 
their rights, these conspirators, as an advance move} 
ampaign of 1892, set about to capture the contr 

er, no matter which of the ¢ t leading politi 

s j t leet t le President. -— ey di ted the ir 
bo t nomination of candidates for the Pr dency Dy each } by 
who they knew would use the veto pow: vhen n led, to 
prevent the restoration of silver as a full me y metal equally 
with gold. Theysucceeded, and, in doing thisevil, they inflicts 

mn the people a wrong as novel as it as stupendous 
means that threaten the utmost danger to the Republic 

Vloney, which is their power, their only power, 
enormous sums to control the two national conv oO 
th memb=:rship and the nominitions. How much v i, no 
self-respectirz American is willing, it ms, to in re. The 
subject is forbidding, There are men who k thes cts, but 
the e none who are willing to disclose ther T result wa 
that t] » control of the veto pow . § l erved foree to chee 
ilver legislation, was secured tothe minority on th uestions 
of finance, wh 1ether the Democrats or the Kepublicans should 


their nominees. 
They had no bargain o1 


eiec 
understanding to this effect: they did 
not need this; but they nominated men for the Presidency who 
committed in public and official utterances to the sternest 
opposition to a return to the free coinage of silver, and whose 
opinions would be their platfor Then in the na- 
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tional conventions they took care that in the pledges made to 
the people there should be a great show of friendship for silver, 
resounding promises, glittering generalities, and deceptive flat- 
teries, which could be complied with as the parity fraud in the 
second Sherman law iscomplied with, by a total subversion of the 
plain intent of the law. 

[t was a sight to inspire mirth among the dead tenants of the 
catacombs to see two Presidential candidates striving to grasp 
the scepter of the veto power that they might wield it for the 
destruction of silver money, and yet professing to be the friends 
of bimetallism. They led opposing and belligerent forces in a 
joint campaign against silver. In those candidates and in those 
plat orms the coalition began which is now being consummated 
in Congr. ss, for the defeatof the will of the people expressed in 
every Democratic victory, at least since that party began to have 
a history. 

The coalition assumes, with good reason, that itis in a 
numerical majority in the Senate. A majority of whom,I would 
inquire? Does one Senator in Georgia, one in North Carolina, 
one in Virginia, one in Kentucky, one in Texas, one in Oregon 
claim with any show of reason that he represents the majority 
of the people in each of these States, as against his colleague, 
when he votes for the destruction of silver as a money metal? 

The doctrine of the Constitution is that within its limitations 
the majority of the people rules. The doctrine of the coali- 
tion is that the smgairionl majority of Senators present in the 
Chamber rulesabsolutely, though the people may have instructed 
them in the elections, never so plainly, that they are violating 
the expressed will of a majosity of the people. In a parliamen- 
tury sense this is true; but is it honest to vote down the ex- 
pressed will of the people in the Senate unless it is done to check 
the dangerous execution of the popular will until wiser counseis 
can prevail? 

When the wishes of the voting population in the United States 
are expressed, it is my belief that the ancient doctrine of the 
Democratic party, that gold and ‘silver shall have equal privi- 
leges at the mint, is largely in the majority. That it is in a ma- 
jority of eight-tenths in the Democratic party there is scarcely 
adoubt. The bare numerical majority of the coalition in the 
Senate violates and rides down the Democratic majority and 
chains it to the triumphal car of the minority and of the Re- 
publicans, 

It violates the Chicago Democratic platform, as the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] in his speech so truly said, and 
adopts, with an amendment, the Sherman law—the cowardly 
makeshift—as the embodiment of sound Democratic doctrine. 
This is done under the false pretense that this bill is an uncon- 
ditional repeal of the Sherman law of 1890, or of the purchasing 
clauses in thatlaw. So far from that being true, this bill is not 
an unconditional repeal of any part of the Sherman law of 1890. 
It is only a repeal of one feature of that law, upon the express 
condition that every other section and feature of it shall remain 
in force. 

There is not the least ground or warrant in the Democratic 
national platform for this action, unless that platform was de- 
signed only as an artful and deceptive method of destroying sil- 
verasa money metal. Nomere coalition of Democrats and Repub- 
licans, with the Senatorfrom Ohio[Mr. SHERMAN] in the lead of 
one faction, or both, can thus depart from and disjoint the Chi- 
cago Democratic platform and impose upon me, as a Democrat, 
the acceptance of this treason to party faith. We are told to 
vote, and that speedily, upon this travesty of Democracy, dished 
up and dictated by the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN]. Who 
made this a Democratic creed? This I will presently show. 

If the President had no veto power in reserve with which to 
defeat the will of the people and the votes in Congress of two- 
thirds save one, of their years at so as to compel Con- 
gress to take this or worse, this piping in the market place would 

o on indefinitely and unheeded, without anyone being found to 
ance. 

As it is, the minority of the Democracy, aided by the reserve 
force, the veto power must havesway until the whole Democracy 
can speak. They will speak in no uncertain terms and the Gov- 
ernment will yet obey. 

The old guard, whe have borne the banners of Democracy 
above harder fought fields than this, will not be alarmed into 
inaction by the threats of legislative compuision that are made 
on this floor. We expect that, when the coalition has accom- 

lished its object by the starvation of the people, we shail 
upbraided with the charge of moral cowardice, and it will be 
said that we shrank from contact with a cloture imported from 
the British Parliament through the Republican Speaker of the 
House of Representatives in the Fifty-first Congress. That odious 
tyranny was not born to rule the Senate of the United States. 
o ca Tom Thumb can not do great harm with the club of 
ercules 
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If a Presidential policy is to be worked out through a gao 








in one hand and the veto a in the other such eae 
powers would so far exceed the grants in the Constitution thes 
the most abject party slave would fly from such a ruler. ae 

We have been threatened here both with the gag of the cloturg 


and the veto of the President because we have asked fo) jp. 
formation as to what will be done for the people when their si|, se 
legal-tender money is destroyed and they are to be taxed to py+ 
crutches under the arms of the golden god created by the two Shop. 
man laws of 1873 and 1890 and enthroned by that of 1893, \y; 
we are asking these ouestions we are told to vote! 

Vote speedily, for the hungry coalition majority will not y 
to be questioned. We are not allowed the right of petition so 
that we may ask the President what he next proposes to do, afje, 
the second Sherman bill, that of 1890, has been amended ang 
made more fatal to silver money by that of 1893. Those in the 
Senate whoseem to be conducting business for the President ; nd 
are supposed to be informed of what is to become of the peop 
make no answer to the many bills sent them for consideration 
They give no sign to indicate what is hidden in the womb o/ the 
future. 

[s the State-bank tax to be repealed? Are the people to }y 
taxed to borrow gold to meet the $650,000,000 if gold obligutions. 
including the national-bank notes, for all of which, by the fiat 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, we are held liablein gold coin? 
Are we to add to this another $100,000,000 in order to cover the 
balances of trade, or the interest on debts, or the dividends on 
railroad and other stocks, as fast as we earn them, for our for- 
eign creditors? Are we to have a bankrupt law as a forlorn 
hope? Are we to have an income tax to help those who labor and 
starve, by forced contributions from the nonproducing clrsses? 
Or are we to be left where we have been for twenty years, a 
constant prey to the speculations of those who can increase or 
depress the currency at will, and take tithes and tolls at pleas- 
ure from the earnings and property of the industrial classes. 

One word of encouragement from the President, or from the 
coalition, would be a grateful relief to the apprehensions of the 
people and would tend to establish that confidence the want of 
which is said to be the cause of all the sufferings of the people 
Instead of this we are told that conferences and caucuses are in 
vain, and that compromise is scouted as an unworthy condescen- 
sion. This is harsh, arbitrary, and unworthy treatment; «ll th: 
more painful because our political enemies are invited to bi 
come the willing instruments of our coercion. From that rod 
and that staff we can get no comfort. The funeral knell of the 
liberty of free speech in the Senate, that came from [thode 
Island when the force bill was under debate, and only cease 
when Colorado and Nevada interposed their.sovereign powers, 
is again jangling in strange and ominous peals in New York 
and Indiana, and we are threatened with duress, if not with pun- 
ishment. 

Iam afraid that the country will be slow in forgetting this 
wanton method of hasty andsummary dealing with the strangu- 
lated silver States—the silver States of the West. 

They have not deserved this. The first two Sherman laws 
and the great rupee theft of Great Britain, it is true, have de- 
pressed the market value of silver bullion until 65 cents’ worth 
of pure metal will coin intoafull dollar. Yet it is equally true 
that the Bland-Allison law has made that dollar as good as a 
gold dollar, both to the Government and the people, and no mun 
has been shaved one cent on any silver dollar. [f through our 
‘cowardly makeshifts” we have given this advantage to the 
silver miners, shall we forget how their productions saved our 

eople, if not our Government, from bankruptcy when Baring 

rothers, by their wild investments, compelled the Bank of lng- 
land My borrow money from the Bank of France to tide over that 
shoal? 

England turned to us for gold and got it. This draft would 
have bankrupted our people had not these silver miners poured 
into our Treasury $60,000,000 of silver bullion per annum, which, 
with $33,000,000 of gold from our mines, enabled our peo 
conduct all their home industries almost without difficulty. 

In some remarks that I was permitted to make on the 2'' 
September, I attempted to demonstrate (not im vain, | ho ;e 
that these silver miners were forced into this attitude by th 
false principles upon which the first and second Sherman |:ws 
are based, and that they were deprived by those laws of their 
constitutional right to mine and use silver as a money met. * 
metal that is precious, as the redeemer of promises, and to have 
it coined at the mints as their property. 

A people robbed of rights that exist under the Constitution. 
and were enforced with extreme care under statutes approved 
by Gen. Washington in 1792; and by Gen. Jackson in 1837, and 
were undisturbed for eighty years, are not to be treated with 
contempt because those who deride them have been success/ul, 
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in a degree, in a conspiracy to destroy such rights and the mar- 
ket value of their property. 

The tyrant may sc off at and deride his mutilated victim, but 
honest men will he lp him to assert the holy rights of man. I 
will abide with the noble people, whose commission entitles me 
to a voice in this Chamber, in upholding the rights of our sister 
States in the mountains of the West, and I will not join the mul- 
titude in demanding their destruction because they can at 
to these States in their distress and helplessness and s ‘if 
thou be king, deliver thyself from thine enemy. 
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[ have read the whole of the proposed statute in order to show 
its very identity with the amendment of the Senator from Kan- 
PEFFER] which was voted down in the Senate by Demo 
cratic votes last Saturday. 


This was agreed to, yeas 164, nays 34, 92 not voting. Among 
| the yeas I find Mr. MILLS of Texus, and Mr. HuN'TON of Vir- 
ginia, and various other of the leading lights of the Democratic 
party, with whom, Mr. President. [ have felt honored the 
opportunity of being ociated during my politieal ear * in 

| this body and long before, so that if a juvenile like myself in 
political affairs as I was then was misled im respect of the true 


In standing by these States and peoples in their hour of great | 


trial I will violate no tradition or creed of the true Democracy. 
[am anxious to establish my Democracy on these lines as the 
friend of the equal rights of gold and silver before the law, so 
that the larger and stronger men who have of late clambered 
upon the Democratic platform shall not crowd me off the modest 


back seat where I have been during all my manhood and where | 


[ intend to abide even unto the end. 

On the 28th October, 1893, the following Democrats voted in 
the Senate for restoring to the people the right of free coinage 
of silver as it existed under the act of 1792 approved by Gen, 
Washington, one hundred years ago, and again by Gen. Jackson 
in 1837, fifty-six years ago. They are: Senators BATE, BERRY, 
BLACKBURN, BUTLER, CALL, COKE, DANIEL, GEORGE, HARRIS, 
IRBY, JONES of Arkansas, MARTIN, PASCO, PUGH, ROACH, 
VANCE, VEST, and WALTHALL, 18 Democrats voting. And the 
following Democrats were paired in favor of the free coinage of 
silver, namely: COCKRELL, COLQUITT, MORGAN, and WHITE of | 

California, making 22 Democrats who support the free coinage 
of silver in the Senate. 


The Democrats in the Sen: — who refusé d to support the free 


coinage of silver are Messrs. CAFFERY, CAMDEN, FAULKNER, 
GIBSON, GORMAN, GRAY, tek LINDSAY, MCPHERSON, 


VOORHEES, and 
against silver, 


PALMER, RANSOM, SMITH, VILAS, TURPIL, 
WHITE of Louisiana—16 Democrats voting 
and the following Democrats were paired ag 
ment for its free coinage, namely, BRICE, GORDON, HUNTON, 
and MILLS—in all, 20 Democratic Senators. Thus we see that 
it is still the Democratic doctrine in the Senate that the 
people of the United States demand and will have the free cvin- 
age of silver if it is in the oe of the Democracy to restore 
to them that constitutional and Democratic boon. That this 
is the Democratic doctrine, with majorities running into hun- 
dreds of thousands among the people, will soon be demonstrated 
in a way that will never be forgotten. 

In the list of Senators who voted, or were paired, against sil- 
ver free coinage are several far better entitled to Democratic 
consideration than I am, so far as the value of their opinions is 
concerned, with whom I have been voting and acting for many 
years on the Democratic side of the question. This will appea: 
more distinctly from some records to which I will presently in- 
vite the attention of the Senate. 

What may be their reasons for their change of attitude to- 
wards this subject is not a matter that concerns me personally; 
but I wish only to state the fact with emphasis that I have not 
changed my opinions or my votes on this vital question. Ihave 
not abandoned the Democratic creed, which has stood the test 
of a century of experience, and is the same now as it wasin 1792. 

There seems to be a charm for them in this third Sherman 
bill which can neither be broken by the denunciations of our 
party platform adopted at Chicago, nor by the arguments that 
we have been able to advance to show that it is the last fatal 
blow at silver as a money metal. 

If we part company on this question, the most important that 
now concerns the country, it will only be becauseI refuse to leave 
the old Democratic ground and to acce pt the leadership of the 
honorable Senator from Ohio in his relentless war upon silver as 
a money metal. 

Let us see what Democrats have been doing since 1873 in the 


Senate to defeat the Senator from Ohio in his war upon bimet- | 


allism. 

The subject came up in 1878, in the Senate, as it had come up 
previously in various elections held. On the 5th of November, 
18i7— 


Mr. BLAND moved to suspend the rules and pass the following bill: 

An act to authorize the free coinage of the standard silver dollar, and 
restore its legal-tender character. 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be coined, at the several mints of the 
United States, silver dollars of the weight of 412} 
silver, as provided in the act of January 18, 1837, on which shall be the de 
vice and superscriptions provided by said act; which coins, together with 
all silver dollars heretofore coined by the Unit ted States of like ‘weight and 
fineness, shall be a legal tender, at their nominal value, for all debts and 
dues, public and private, except where otherwise provided by contract; and 
any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any United Statescoin 
ing mint, or assay office. to be « -oined into such dollars, for his benefit, upon 
the same terms and conditionsas gold bullion is deposited for coinage under 
existing laws. 

SEc. 3. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed. 


Democratic doctrine I shall have to ask one of those Sen 


both of them to act the part of a scapegoat for me and take my 
sins upon their shoulders and to run to coversomewhere. The 
| have run to cover, Mr. President, and [ am afraid they are going 
to leave me in my sins. 
The Stanley Matthews resolution came up in the Senate on 
| the 16th of Januar y, 1878, which involved the whole of the doc- 


| 


inst the amend- | 


trine contained in the Bland bill, which had passed the House 
by this tremendous majority, and that resolution I will also read. 
{ put it on the record, not for the information of the Senate, but 
| because I desire my constituents to know what the facts are, in 
order that they may determine whether they and I have be- 
longed to the Democratic party and have been in line with them 
all these years, or whether we have been so fatally mistaken in 
our attitude upon this question. The resolution submitted by 

Mr. Matthews, who was not a Democrat (he was a Republican 
| from Ol iio, afterwards a member of the Supreme Court da 
very eminent one), is as follows: 

Whereas by the act entitled * An act to strengthen the public cred ap- 
proved March 18, 1869, it was provided and declared that the faith of the 
United States was thereby solemnly pledged to the payment tin ¢ or its 
equivalent of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United States ex 
cept in cases where the law authorizing the issue o uch oblig ns had 
expressly provid ed that the same might be paid in} lawful mone} or other 

rency than gold and silver; and 

Vhereas all the bonds of the United States authorized to be issue the 
uct entitled ‘‘ An act to authorize the refunding of the national de ap 

roved July 14, 1870, by the terms of said act, were declar:4 to be redeemable 
in coin of the then present standard value, bearing interest payable semi 
snnually in such coin; and 

Whereas all bonds of the United States authorized to be issued under the 
ct entitied * An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments,’’ ap- 
proved January 14, 1875, are required to be of the ae scription of nds of 
the United States prescribed in the said act of Congress approved July 14, 
1870, entitled “* Anact to authorize the refunding of the national debt ind 

Whereas at the date of the passage of said act of Congress last aforesaid, 
to wit, the l4th day of July, 1870, the coin of the United States of standard 
value of that date included silver dollars of the weight of 4124 grains each, 
declared by the act approved January 18, 1837, entitled “An act supplement 
ary to the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint and regulating the coins 





if the United States,’” 
nominal value, for any sums whatever 


to be a legal tender of payment, according to their 
Therefore, 


Be it resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 
That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued 
under the said acts of Congress hereinbefore recited are payable, principal 
and interest, at the option of the Government of the United States, in silver 


dollars, of the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of 
standard silver; and that to restore to its coinage such silvercoins asa legal 
tender in payment of said bonds, principal, and interest, is not in violation 
of the public faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor 


The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] proposed to refer 
the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary, and that mo- 
tion was negatived by 19 yeas and 3l nays. Mr. Conkling moved 
to amend it so as to make it a joint resolution, which was not 
agreed to—yeas 23, nays 39. The object of Mr. Conkling in 
making the motion to ch: ange it from a concurrent toa — res- 


olution was obvious. It was that the President of the United 
| States might have a chance to strike it down with his veto 
Mr. Edmunds moved to strike out of the resolution after the 


' 


: | ford 


grains troy of standard | 


lof West 


word ‘‘ interest,” in the fourth line, was taken 
on that—18 yeas and 44 nays. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
out the words ‘‘are payable,” in the 
agreed to—yeas 14, nays 41. 

Mr. Edmunds moved to postpone the resolution indefinitely, 


ete.,and the vote 


to strike 
[It was dis- 


MORRILL] moved 
fifth line, ete. 


which was disagreed to—yeas 22, nays 43. Nowamong the yeas 
there were the following Democrats: 

Messrs. Barnum, Bayard, Eaton, Kernan, Lamar, McPH 
SON, and Randolph. 

Among the nays were Messrs. Armstrong, Bailey, Beck, COKE, 
Davis of West Virginia, Dennis, Eustis, GORDON, Grov Here 





Johnston, Jones of Florida, Met McDonald, Maxey, 
Merrimon, MORGAN, RANSOM, Saulsbury, Thurman, VOORHEES, 
Wallace, Withers. There were 43 votes in the negative, quite 

| a large number of whom were Republicins. On agreeing finally 
to the resolution the vote was 45 yeas to 22 nays. Now I will 


that 


ey, Beck, 


read 
Bai! 
of Wisconsin, 


vote: The yeas were 
Booth, Bruce, C 
Chaffee, COKE, 


Me srs. ALLISON, Armstrong, 
AMERON of Pennsylvania, Cameron 

Conover, Davis of Illinois, Davis 
Virginia, Dennis, Dorsey, Eustis, Ferry, GORDON, 
Grover, Hereford, Howe. Johnston. Jones of Florida, JONES of 
Nevada, Kirkwood, McCreery, McDonald, McMillan, Matthews, 
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Maxey, Merrimon, MORGAN, Oglesby, Plumb, Ransom, Sauls- 
bury, Saunders, Spencer, TELLER, Thurman, VOORHEES, Wal- 
lace. Withers—43. 

And the nays were: Messrs. Anthony, Barnum, Bayard, Blaine, 
Burnside, Christianey, Conkling, Dawes, Eaton, Edmunds, Ham- 
lin, Kernan, Lamar, MCPHERSON, Mitchell, MORRILL, Paddock, 
Randolph, Roilins, Sargent, Wadleigh, Windom—22. 

So that resolution passed in the Senate by the vote of all the 
Democrats in that body except seven. The resolution went to 
tixe House, and on the 29th of January, 1878, the preamble and 
resolution were adopted by a vote of 189 yeas to 79 nays. Of 
course amongst the yeas the Democrats were very greatly in the 
— 

This subject came up again in the Pifty-first Congress, in 1890. 
It was upon a bill that had passed the House of Representatives 
and come over to the Senate, if I have it right, and | think I 
have. It wes bill for the coinage of silver money under the 
act of 1837, with certain séaitional provisions in it, which were 
quite in harmony with the general pvrportof the act. Itpassed 
the House of Representatives, it seems, by a vets ef 135 yeas to 
119 nays. It was considered in the Senate on a report from the 
Finance Committee made by the Senator from Vermont |[Mr. 
MORRILL] on the tlth day of June, 1890, and after considerable 
debate and many motions for amendmentand postponement, etc., 
Mr. Plumb, of Kansas, presented the following substitute for 
the bill: 

That from and after the date of the passage of this act the unit of value'n 
the United States. shall be the dollar, and the same may be coined of 412} 
grains of standard silver or of 25.8 grains of standard gold, and the said coins 
shall be equally legal tender tor all sums whatever. 

That hereafter any owner of silver or gold bullion may deposit the same 
at any mint of the United States, to be formed into standard dollars or bars 
for his benefit and without charge; but it shall be lawful to refuse any 
deposit of less value than $100, or any bullion so base as to be unsuitable for 
the operations of the mint 

Mr. BLATR proposed an amendment to it and Mr. VEST moved 
to change the last clause of the first sentence of Mr. Plumb’s sub- 
stitute, so as to read: 

Ani the said coins shall be legal tender for all debts, public and private. 

Mr. Plumb’s substitute was then agreed to—yeas 43, nays 24. 

Now, I will read the yeas: 

Messrs. BATE, BERRY, Blair, Blodgett, BoTLER, CALL, CAM- 
ERON, Carlisle, COCKRELL, COKE, COLQUITT, DANIEL, Eustis, 
GEORGE, Gibson, GORMAN, HARRIS, Hearst, Ingalls, JONES of 
of Arkansas, JONES of Nevada, Kenna, MANDERSON, MITCH- 
ELL, Moody, MORGAN, Paddock, Payne, Plumb, PowER, PUGH, 
RANSOM, Reagan, Sanders, SQUIRE, STEWART, TELLER, TUR- 
PIE, VANCE, VEST, VOORHEES, WALTHALL, WoLcorr—43. 

The nays were: 

Messrs. ALDRICH, Allen, ALLISON, Casey, CHANDLER, CUL- 
Lom, Dawes, Edmunds, Pvarts, FRyf&, GRAY, HALE, HAWLEY, 
Hiscock, MOAR, MCPHERSON, MORRILL, Pierce, Sawyer, SHER- 
_ Spooner, STOCKBRIDGE, WASHBURN, Wilson of Mary- 
and—24. 

There were only three Democrats. in that minority. That bill 
failed to become a law,it having been substituted by what is 
now known as the Sherman act of 1890, which was passed on the 
14th of July, 1890, every Democrat in the Senate voting against 
it. There again it appears that 1 was not only with the Demo- 
erwtie party in my views upon this subject, but that a very large 
number of Democrats entertained the same idea of what the duty 
of « Democrat was in respect to the free coinage of silver. 

Then the subject came up again in the House of Representa- 
tives in the Fifty-seeond Congress, the 7th of March, 1892, on a 
resolution r»perted from the Committee on Rules by Mr. CaTCH- 
Ines, of the House, that “after the morning hour the House 
yroceed to the consideration of H. R. 4426, being a bill for the 
ree coinage of gold. and silver, for the issue of coin notes, and 
for other purposes, and should said bill be not sooner disposed 
of the House shall continue the consideration thereof,” ete. 

That was taken up on a vote of 195 yeas to 73 nays, and after a 
long struggle in the House of Representatives the bill came over 
to the Senate. 

On July 1,1892, the bill S. 51, to provide for the free coinage of 
gold and silver bullion, and for other purposes, was = It isa 
mere repetition in substance, not exactly identical in language, 
with the act of 1837. 

Mr. DoLPpm moved to recommit the bill, and on that motion 
there were 2% yeas, and the nays were 31. The votes for recom- 
mittal were: j 

Yeas—Messrs. ALLISON, BRICE, CAREY, Carlisle, CULLOM, 
Davis, Dawes, Dixon, DOLPH, Felton, FRYE, GALLINGER, GOR- 
MAN, Gray, HaLB, HANSBROUGH, HAWLEY, MCPHERSON, 
MANDERSON, PALMER, Perkins, PLATT, PRocToR, Sawyer, 
STOCKBRIDGE, Warren, WASHBURN, W HiITH—28. 

And the nays were: 

Messrs. Allen, BaTR, BERRY, BLACKBURN, Blodgett, But- 
LER, CAMERON, CoKE, DuBois, FAULKNER,GEORGE, 


HaRRIS, Hii, JONES of Nevada, Kenna, KYLE, Mints, 
ELL, MORGAN, Paddock, PEFFER, PowrER, RANsom, Sq 
STEWART, TELLER, TURPIE, VEST, WALTHALL, Wo.rc: 
31. 

The final result was that the Senator from Missouri[Mr.v 
substituted all of the proposed legislation by an out-ang 
straight free-coinage bill, the best one, [ think, that [ hay 
seen since the act of 1837, and on its final passage the yeas 
29 and the nays were 25. On that the yeas were: 

Messrs. Allen, BATE, BERRY, BLACKBURN, BLODGET 
LHR, CAMERON, COCKRELL, DUBOIS, FAULKNER, GEOR 
RIS, HILL, JONES of Nevada, Kenna, KYLE, MILLS, Mii 
MORGAN, PEFFER, RANSOM, Sanders, SHOUP, SQUIRE, 
ART, TELLER, TURPIE, VEST, WOLCOTT—29. 

And the nays were: 

Messrs. ALLISON, BRICE, CAREY, Carlisle, CuLLoM, 
Dawes, Dixon, DoLPH, Felton, GALLINGER, GORMAN, ( 
HALE, HAWLEY, MCPHERSON, MANDERSON, PALMER. 
kins, PROCTOR, Sawyer, STOCKBRIDGE, Warren, WAsuH! 
W HITE—25. 

And opposed to it were the following Democrats: G 
GRAY, MCP RERSON, PALMER, and WHITE. 

Now, I have sufficiently shown, without going into 
tails, that the Senate of the United States by the vote wh 
gave, and the Democrats in the Senate by the vote that 
gave, which I have just. been reading and which seoms te hay 
been recorded on the Ist of July, 1892, gave their deliniti 
the meaning of the platform of the Chicago convention of | 
which was adopted June 1, just a month before, in which j 
stated in Article VII: 

Suc. 7. We denounce the Republican legislation known as the 
act of 1890 as' a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilit 
in the future which should make all of its supporters, as well a 
anxious for its speedy repeal. We hold to the use of both g 
as the standard money of the country and to the coinage of x 
silver without discriminating against either metal or charge fo 
but the dollar unit of coinage of both metals must be of equa 
and exchangeable value, or be adjusted through internationa! 
or by such safeguards of legislation as shall insure the maintenan 

arity of the two metals.and the equal power of every dollar at a 
n the markets and in the payment of debts; and we demand that 
currency shail be kept at par with and redeemable in such coin 
upon this policy as especially necessary for the protection of th 


and lavering classes, the first and most defenseless victims of 
money and a fluctuating currency. 


Now, that was the Democratic interpretation in the Sena 
the meaning of that platform. The Democrats who voted {\ 
free coinage of silver on the Ist of July, 1892, in this bo 
not mean to separate themselves from the party. They 
the existence of this platform. They interpreted its me 
It went to the country, and after that vote in the Senate of 1! 
United States I could go to my constituents in Alabama, and ( 
go to them, and informed them that, whatever there might | 
doubt or distrust connected with the vague expressions and 
certainties of the seventh clause of the Chicago platform, so 
as the Democracy in the Senate and in the House were cone: rn 
it had all been removed: that we had made and afiirmed the : 
lavation in favor of the free coinage of silver in accordanc 
the act of 1837, which had been signed by Gen. Jackson. 

There was firm ground to stand upon. We believed it. 
had gone to the State of Alabama and told the Democr 
that State the first thing that should be done by the Pi: 
of the United States. after we should have elected him, 
tributed our votes to his election, would have been to h 
silver in a position from which there was no possible extric.:' 
that it was to die in the Senate at the hands of its friends 0 
the House of Representatives and by his command, that 5 
at least would never havé cast its vote for him. There is 
question about that. I hove told him so, of course in the 
friendly, cordial, and kindly manner, for that is exactly 1‘! 
timent that rules in my bosom in respect to the President o 
United States. 

Not that only, but I have great pride in him as a Democ 
and great hopes of the success of his power in the relief o 
eountry from other mischiefs besides this which are co: 
upon us: ButT had not any more distrust that the attit 
the Democratic party was known upon this question, was t 
oughly established, was beyond doubt or disputation—I ha: 
more distrust of it than I have of my own existence. You can 
fancy the surprise with which I encountered here, not an app 
to the men who passed that bill, net asking them to go into 
eouncil with the rest of the Democrats and see whether it wo'e 
not better under existing conditions and circumstances to wai\: 
the attitude we took in July, 1890, but to be confronted wiih on 
alliance that had already been formed, a coalition that had 0 
ready been established by olttside arrangements with the hon 
orable Senator from Ohio, to whom was delivered, it appears, 
the key of the situation, and who had the supreme office dele- 
gated to him by some authority—I donot know and [ do not care 
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what it was-—-t® dGietate to the Sen ate of the United States and 
to the Government what should be its policy in respect to silver. 

Tam not apt, Mr. President, to take umbrage at being neg- 
d or overlooked. I do not care anything about the compli- 


tary attentions of any man who lives, if I have a < lear con- 


lect 


alate and am permitted to act upon a sense of duty formed 
on mypart. Whenever g¢ ntlemen can not agree with meabout 
matters of that kind honors are simply easy between us. But I 
f sa Democrat and as one of a majority of this body, after 


that platform had been adopted at Chicago, and after we h ud 
made this firm declaration to return to the platform of 1837, old 
+‘ Hickory” Jackson's platform. there was something in the na- 
ture of a consideration due to the men who felt thus impelled to 


their votes in this body and to define their course on this 


give 
subject. ; 

But instead of that we have been entirely overslaughed; and 
when we presume to enter into a compromise, although we are 


the compromise is discarded and we 


vet a majority in this body, 

are thrown back upon the arbitrary demands that this bill must 
pass just as it has been framed by the dictation of the Senator 
from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN}, no more and no less, and we must 
look to the future for our relief. 


Tee Senate would weary with me if I should undertake to trace 
up the origin of this Democratic doctrine, and yet | can not for- 
bear to quote a very few sentences from that most eminent Dem- 
ocrat, Thomas Jefferson, on this subject, to show that we are in 
line with him also. He says: 


It is a litigated question, whether the circulation of paper, rather than of | 


specie, is a good or an evil. In the opinion of England and of English 
writers it is a good; in that of all other nations, it is an evil; and exc ng 
England and her copyist, the United States, there is not a nation existing, 
I believe, which tolerates a paper circulation. The experiment is going on, 
however desperately in England, pretty boldly with us, and at the end of the 
chapter, we shall see which opinion experience approves; for I believe it to 
be one of those cases where mercantile clamor will bear down reason, unti 
it is corrected by ruin. In the meantime, however, let us reason on this new 
call for a nat 

Mr. Jefferson wasopposed to national banks, and at that stage 
of the case he was opposed to paper money, because he did not 
believe that the Government had sufficient control over the regu- 
lation of the volume of paper money to keep it in proper parallel 
lines with the redeeming power that lay in the gold and silver, 
which are at the foundation of all these promises. 

He says further in criticism of Adam Smith: 

The only advantage which Smith proposes by substituting paper in the 
room of gold and silver money (B 2, c. 2, 434) is * to replace an expensive in- 


strument with one much less costly, and sometimes equally convenient;’’ 
that is to say (page 437), ‘“‘to allow the gold and sflver to be sent abroad and 


ept 


ional bank 


converted into foreign goods,” and to substitute paper as being a cheaper 
measure. But this makes no addition to the stock or capital of the nation. 
The coin sent out Was worth as much while in the country as the goods im 


ported and taking its place. It 1s only, then, a change of form ina part of 
the national capital from that of goid and silver toother goods. He admits 
too, that while a part of the goods received in exchange for the coin ex- 
sorted may be materials, tools, and provisions for the employment of an ad- 
itional industry, a part also may be taken back in foreign Wines, silks, etc., 


to be consumed by idle people who produce nothing; and so far the substi- 
tution promotes prodigality, increases expense and consumption without 
increasing production. So far, also, then, it lessens the capital of the nation. 


What may be the amount which the conversion of the part exchanged for 
productive goods may add to the former productive mass, it is not easy to 
ascertain, ‘ beeause,’’ as he says (page 441), “it is impossible to determine 
whatis the proportion which the circulating money of any country bears to 
the whole value of the annual produce.” 

He goes on to discuss those questions to which I do not now 
desire to callattentionfurther. Whenspeaking of cash or money 
he always speaks of gold and silver. He uses them in conjunc- 
tion. It never occurred to the mind of that wise statesman that 
a period could ever arise in the United States when a divorce 
between gold and silver should become necessary. It has never 
arisen and it never will arise. Evenatthis very moment our leg 
islation, our restrictions upon the use of silver, the legislation of 
foreign countries, will drive the productive labors of the people 
of the world into the gold mines; and it will not be five years 
after the passage of this law until the country will doas Germany 
did, and as other countries in Europe have done, abandon the 
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| course a ger tether. Our depreci mm is, as yet, but at abou 
Owme to the support its credit receives from the small reservoirs of spe : 
in » Vaults of the banks, it is im] le to say at what point their notes 
will stop. Nothing is necessar t but a general alarm; and tha 
may take place whenever the pu , he n to flect n and perceive 
the impossibility that the banks shouldrepayt sur At present, caution 
is inspired no farther than to kee} lent men rty on long 
peymicats, Let us suppose the | arise ns, & 
point to which every session of the Le i hast trides 
A body dreams tha: they would have three hun { De to 
satisfy the holders of their notes 

Were they even to stop now no one "OSE bn 
lions in cash, or even the six ix and two-thit 
vlone the law o es them to repay. One hun l and thir 
one-third millions of loss, then. is thrown on the pubile by iaw; ar 
the sixty-six and two-thirds, which theya tilly bound to pay nd 
toh e in their vaults, everyone knows th no such al 
the United States, and what would be the course with what they re 
there? Their notes are refused. Cash is called for. The inhabitan 
banking towns will get what is in the vaults, until a few banksdecia 
insolvency; when, the general c becoming evident. the ot > 
draw even the cash they have. declare their bankruptcy at t I ’ 
nempty house and empty coffers for » holders of their note I 
scra ye of creditors the country gets ing, the town b ‘ 
are they todo Bring suits A millionof credit ) nl i 
wa J 1 Nokes and Robert Styles wheresoever to be found All 
ense r loss is tota 
His description of a panic produced by expanding the \ mn 

ol Lpe money seems to be a prophecy of the troubles wi ire 





gold standard and adopt again the bimetallic standard, because | 


silver has got to be the scarcer metal. There is no doubt at all 
about that. 


On this subject perhaps I had better not volunteer any state- 


ment. I have great authority, however, for the statement I have | 


made. There is no doubt at all that the production of gold by 
placer mining is very much cheaper labor. It yields more 
abundantly in the way of profit to the mere day laborer than the 
production of silver, which requires large investments to carry 
on silver mines. However, I shall not go any further in the ef- 
fort to illustrate that, but I will read a little further from Mr. 
Jeflerson. This is a letter to Mr. John W. Eppes: 

Tm this state of things we are called on to add ninety millions more to the 
circulation. Proceeding in this career. it isinfallible that we must end where 
therevolutionary paperended. ‘T'wo hundred millions was the wholeamount 


of all the emissions of the old Coneress. at which point their bills ceased to 
late. Weare now at that sum; but with treble the population and of 


now having with the banks. 
» have grown-very much larger than Mr. Jefferson I 
ever supposed we could grow in so short a period, and we 


quently have an expanded use and still expanding use for 
paper money, and it has got to be one of the established ti- 
| tutionsof the country. But, Mr. President, the duty has arisen 
and has increased in its obligations every step we have taken 
that we should be more and more cautious and careful in respect 


of the restraints to be imposed upon the issue of paper money. 
We have amount of paper-money obligations of the 
rnment of the United States, and there is no dollar out to 
day in the hands of the people, issued directly or indirectly by 
the Government of the United States, including the national! 
bank notes, that the Government is not responsibl i 
demption in coin. When you come to the silvercertificates the 
Government has reserved to itself the right and option 
demption in silver coin, and yet we are told that as an act of 
magnanimity, or as an act of pride, or something like that—I 
ean hardly characterize it—as much as $5,000,000 of gold have 
been paid out of the Treasury of the United States during this 
time of distress for the redemption of silver certificates. 

We know that the gold has been paid out into the hands of 
the employés of the Government of the United States. It is cir- 
culated here through the hands of these and the em 
ployés of the Senate. Gold has been distributed : 
in the payment of salaries by the Government of the United 
States in the midst of all this outery for its accumulation and 
retention in the Treasury. The intent and purpose seems to be 
in every possible direction, both by precept and by example, to 
compel the rejection of silver and whatever else represents sil- 
the silver certificates in that character from the cir 
culation and convert them into gold on demand. 

Well, that may be another way of killing silver. They need 
not resort to any other. They have got enough now. This bill 
will kill it effectually enough. 

We already refuse free coinage to silver on te 
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with gold at the mint. The people can not have it coined We 
repeal this law and suy there shall be no more silver purchased 
by the United States for coinage; and thereupon we break th: 
market entirely; and the silver producers who may hereafter be 
rash and indicereet enough to dig it from the earth as a matter 
of |} rofit ill find that hey must go abroad with it, and l it 
in countries with hostile legislation against silver. They must 
find Asiatics or some other people to buy it, if they can find 
| anybody using it, or else they must go to the trinket shops, the 
tinker shops, the jewelry shops, and sell it there: or it must be 
used for the purposes of decoration, or something like that. 
This bill, when it has had its way with silver, utterly destro 
it as money in every possible sense and conception; the: 
nothing of it left. 
So now, with this vast mass of paper money issued by the 
United States, payable in coin, which the Senate of the United 


States y 





ears and years ago, in 1878, voted was payable in silver 
dollars as well as in gold coin, when aij of this mass of money 
has stricken from its foundation any support of silver, in somuch 
that no Treasury officer will pay out redemption of 
any promise of the Government whitever, what becomes of this 
enormous disparity between the cash spoken of by Mr. Jeffer- 
son—the gold, if you please—in the Treasury of the United 
States. or within the power of the Treasury of the United States 
to accumulate, and this vast mass of debt amounting to 8 or 10 
or i2to1? What have you got then to pledge to the people 
of the United States that this Government will be able or will 


lver in the 





i 
; 
7 
< 
y 


OTR | SB aay te EB ¥ rane Pi ass A k ca 
lc A MEE ASAE PE ALPE ELLE LEAP EAE I A a EO LCE EAL A EAA, ACR 
- => halt i chet. dasa amare -— z 3 - — 





— 


ever undertake to redeem all of these paper promises in gold 
that you have got out? 

You have one resource, that to which you have never failed 
toresort. You have the resource of taxing the patient, uncom- 
plaining, patriotic, honest, industrious, and suffering people; and 
to that you come. There youland. There this bill lands you; 
and the third chapter in the revelation of this pian is that you 
shall buy $200,000,000 of gold bonds supported by taxation upon 
the people. You take from the people the money that they live 
upon, that they live with, that they use in their daily transac- 
tions, that they can not get along without. You take from them 
the dollar, except the limited amount that you have got here, 
that may yet be coined according to the remains of the Sherman 
act which you canonize and put in the statute as something 
worthy of worship by Democrats. You reserve that, and allow 
it to lie in bullion in these vaults or to be coined according to 
the discretion of the Secretary ofthe Treasury. The $150,000,000 
that have been issued under this law you say shall when they are 
redeemed and paid into the Treasury be reissued, and theyshall 
remain reissued, and as often as you redeem them they shall 
ugain be reissued and again received and again reissued and 
again received, thus leaving a demand upon the Treasury of the 
United States of a specific character under this bill of $150,000,- 
000 that can be used just like you use a spigot to insert in a bar- 
rel for the purpose of drawing out the contents. 

You leave it there and yet you pretend to try to convincs the 
common, plain-minded, simple people of the United States that 
you are not trying to foist up a goldocracy in the United States, 
but that you are trying to maintain the parity of silver and gold. 
Will you maintain the parity of silver by locking it up in the 
vaults of the United States and taxing the people to get coin to 
circulate around to pay the men who want tospeculate upon the 
Treasury of the United States continually? 

Mr. President, at the risk of wearying the Senate and the risk 
of my own health I will go a little further into this matter. 

The Senator from Nevada |Mr. JONES] in a speech covering 
four days of time in this body has made acontribution to the lit- 
erature and history and philosophy and political economy con- 
nected with the subject of silver and gold and money at large 
which will illustrate the history of the United States as one of 
its most beautiful chapters in all time tocome. I think thereis 
no Senator here, and I think there is no political economist in 
the United States, who would ever undertake to answer the great 
argument made by the Senator from Nevada upon this subject. 
But that has all gone to the winds. The people of the United 
States are in a condition of turmoil and distress, and they are 
not prepared to take a dispassionate view of this great question. 
I found, when he was analyzing the subject, very much to my de- 
light, that he and I had taken similar views of a certain feature, 
simply one feature of this question, about which I desire to say 
something, because it is one that is not attended to usually, and 
it is very important to the industrial classes of the United States. 

I allude to the relations of labor to the production of the pre- 
cious metals. 

GOLD AND SILVER THE PRODUCT OF LABOR AND NOT OF THE LAWS. 

The money metals, gold and silver, when coined are money. 
Paper promises when printed and circulated as currency are not 
money, but promises to pay money. Money and credit are as 
distinct as paper is distinct from gold or silver. Paper promises 
are credit; gold and silver coins are money. 

Money is given a fixed value in the payment of debts by legal- 
tender laws. * In all other respects the vaiue of money is calcu- 
lated only with reference to the amount or quantity it will pur- 
chase in the markets of what are called staple commodities, such 
as food, drink, clothing, shelter, and medicine. 

This power of money is called its purchasing power, and that 
element of its power can not be fixed or regulated by law. Some- 
times this purchasing power of money is wildly a or 
as irrationally depressed by the lusts, passions, or follies of men. 
But these exceptional departures from the ordinary admeasure- 
ments of the relative values of money and property are not con- 
sidered when we compute the actual value of money as compared 
with the actual or commercial value of property. 

It is true, beyond candid disputation, that money and the de- 
scriptions of property that are indispensable to civilized life, 
are measured, as to their selling or exchangeable value, by the 
abundance of the one and the scarcity of the other in the mar- 
kets where the exchange takes place—the open markets of com- 
merce. 

Money is bought and sold in the open markets, just as goods 
are bought and sold. In that sense, all money is a commodity; 
but of all other commodities it isa measure of value. A dollar 
is sold in such markets for a bushel of wheat or for two bushels 
of wheat, according to the abundance of the one or the scarcity 
of the other; but the measure of the dollar and the measure of 
the bushel are both fixed by law, and areegually arbitrary. The 
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whether it is statute law or the !aw of custom, or the 
commercial usage; but the quantity of the wheat given : 
change for the dollar is measured by agreement. The inti» - 
usefulness of the wheat creates the market, and the im»,). oe 
necessity forces the sale. The incentive of gain or of hyno... 
stimulates the market, but human necessity creates it, Ay, :. 
all cases the price or value of the wheat is ascertained by » >» = 
ment. : 
Supposing the money to be sound, without which attri} 
could not be money, but would be only a token ora mer 
commodity, the abundance of it in the market is the fac: ; 
determines how much wheat a dollar will purchase. The Jaw 9 
necessity operates first, and with the greater pressure, upon). 
owner of the wheat. It is his necessities, either actual, , il or 
speculative, that causes him to bring his grain for sale to tha 
open market. He is forced to sell it for money, because that; 


dollar has a value imputed to it by law and measured }, = 
LuW of 


tis 


the convenient or cus\omary method of exchanging it for other 
goods. He has more than he needs for consumption, and ha 
must sell his surplus or lose it; or he needs other things hich 


he can only buy with money, or he owes debts that he ean on|y 
pay with money. z 
These wants force him to sell his surplus wheat. His neces. 
sities are absolute and imperative. He must sell his whea: 
This situation describes the relation that every production 
holds to money in every open market, and also the relation tha: 
labor holds to money in every human vocation. Suppli 
human consumption perish, while coin is nearly imperishable 
The necessity of sale of the leading productions of labor is 


pervading and irresistible, and it is this that creates markets, 
t is the coffer to sell that opens the market. As arule, almos: 
without exception, this offer must be made by the producer to 


his disadvantage. Money, after it has supplied to its owner ac. 
cording to his necessities, real or imaginary, what is needed, jf 
any surplus is left over, becomes capital. 

When the offer to sell produce or labor is addressed to capital, 
as it most uniformly is, the price of the produce or labor is fixe 
by the capitalist. This is always the case unless an ab 
scarcity of productions causes money toseek investment in| 
This seldom occurs, if ever, when money is scarce. \Vhen 
money is scarce the producer is forced by necessity to hunt it 
up and to offer great inducements in the way of bargains to the 
capitalist. The scarcity of money enables its holder always to 
depress prices, even when produce is comparatively equally 
searce. This is due to the fact that money is in demand always 
and for every necessity. 

The demand never ceases, because it represents every human 
necessity. 

Capital can not increase in the hands of its owner without tax- 
ing the necessitiesof mankind. Ithasno growth except through 
this form of taxation. It can not grow, it can only be added to 
Interest laws, usurious contracts, and the markets are the chief 
instrumentalities through which this taxation is imposed and 
collected. In either form its power is irresistible, and its ex- 
actions are without limit unless the laws control and limit the 
pressure of capital, the money power, upon the necessities of 
mankind, and this can only be done by increasing its volume. 
Capital will tax necessity to the uttermost, and to the degrce of 
the absolute confiscation of property unless it is restrained as to 
the interest on loans, or its power is weakened or scattered by 
the counteracting power of the laws in the increase and diffusion 
of its volume. 

If money is scarce in the markets (and, being scarce, it is al- 
ways in the hands of a small number of people), the tax u) on the 
necessities of the man who brings his produce or his labor to 
that market is proportionally heavy. The only safety of per- 
sons thus situated against the exorbitant taxation of their neces 
sities must be in the amount of money in the market, and in the 
competition that is created by its bélng in the hands of numer- 
ous persons, seeking for speculative profits or commissions or 
interest or usury. 

If the necessities of life and civilization compel wheat-growers 
to send 100,000,000 bushels of wheat to New York for a market, 
and $100,000,000 are in that market ready to be invested in wiiest, 
for consumption, to meet human necessities, the price of the 
wheat would be $1 per bushel. If only $50,000,000 were found In 
that market for the purchase of wheat, the price would be 0 
cents per bushel. Ata higher rate, wheat could not be sold for 
cash. If the necessities of the people at large, in reach of the 
New York market, were equal to the consumption of the 100. 
000,000 bushels of wheat, they would be so imperative and uni 
voidable that the wheat thus ‘‘cornered” by the scarcity of 
money or by its concentration in the hands of a few capitalists, 
would yield them 50 per cent profit. 

In the case supposed, which is illustrated, if it is not demon- 
strated in practical commerce, very frequently the evil to be rem 
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edied is the too great scarcity of money as compared with the 
pre ductions of the wheat-growers and with the demands of con- 
sumers. I do not care now to enter upon any discussion of the 
effect of overproduction in lowering the price of wheat in cer- 
tain seasons, as is sometimes alleged, but was never true of any 
great staple of food or raiment. It is enough for my purposes 
that a scarcity of money in the markets, no matter how it comes 
about, is a disastrous tax upon all production and all labor. 

Such a searcity of money, of legal-tender power, as compared 
with the volume of the indebtedness of the people, must to- 
tally destructive of the substance of the people and the death of 
industry, enterprise, credit, andcommercial morality. It would 
fall like a blight upon a vast number of people, who could only 
have even hope restored to them by bankrupt laws. Turning 
aside from the temptation of a wider treatment of the subject, 
my inquiry is addressed tothe people, for itawakens no response 
here. What is the duty of government in respect of the supply 
of money—not promises, or credits, or tokens, but money—to the 
people? By money I mean coins made of the = precious met- 
als, the only money metals now known to mankind, gold and 
silver. 
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These are the only metals that the common opinion of man- | 


kind and the universal usages of the markets and the laws of 
trade recognize as money metals. This is the one fact that can 
not be denied or displaced even by the imagination. 
of our Government, and, indeed, of all governments, which they 
everywhere obey and perform, is to coin these metals into money 


and regulate by law their ratioof value when coined with each | 


other, and to impart to them the compulsory power of legal ten- 
der in the payment of debts. 

The laws of our country can go no further than this in regu- 
lating the value of money. Whatever other commercial value 
these coins may have is a matter of agreement between the buyer 
and seller, which is properly described as their purchasing power. 
Our Government can not engage in the business of producing 
these metals by digging them from the earth. That is a pri- 
vate employment which the people may engage in but the Gov- 
ernment has no rightor power to pursue. These metals are the 


product of labor and skill, as much so as cotton, silk, wool, or | 
currency beyond the supply of gold and silver money? 


grain. 
In the experience of mankind, as established through centu- 
ries and cycles, the product of a day's labor in producing these 


metals is nearly equal to a pennyweight of gold or an onnce of | 


silver, and this fact is very influential in the admeasurement of 
the ratio between them. Indeed this is the safest basis for a 
ratio between gold and silver. The labor that yields an ounce 
of silver will, as arule, yield a pennyweight of gold. When 
gold or silver is coined it is the conversion of labor and skill 
into money by operation of law. To say that too much of this 
labor can be bestowed upon the production of these metals is 
absurd. It has never been true and can never be true that the 
world has been or will Qe overstocked with the precious metals 
or either of them. If the labor of the miner does not pay when 
measured with the price of the products of labor in other pur- 
suits it will cease, and when the labor stops the production of 
precious metals ends. 

When the petroleum wells came in the labor expended in 
whale fishing ceased, or nearly so. When cotton came in the 
flax culture nearly ceased; when iron ties came in the produc- 
tion of hempen ropes was nearly ended. But when labor ceases 
to produce silver, because of its low purchasing power, there is 
no substitute but gold that can take its place. Its rival—gold 
will usurp the field of consumption, but instead of supplying its 
loss it will make its loss doubly felt among the poor, in the in- 
crease of the burden of debts and the getrabpeniiing decrease of 
the prices of their labor. 

The labor that produces gold and silver is bestowed on per- 
sonal account and not on Government account. In the same way 
labor is bestowed in the productionof wheat or cotton, and so of 
thecapitalemployed in mining for precious metals. Inthe United 
States as, indeed, in all countries except in the prison mines of 
Siberia, the Government never works a mine of gold or silver on 
Government account. It would reverse, if it would not revolu- 
tionize the entire theory of the Governmént of the United States 
and of every State in the Union, to engage in the mining of gold 
and silver on Government account, even upon the public lands 
owned by the United States, where the mines yet undiscovered 
are most likely to be found. The United States could not open 
mines and work them on Government account any more than 
the Congress could open and cultivate wheat farms or vineyards, 
and convert the wheat into flour and the grapes into wine, on 
the public domain. 

The supply of gold and silver must come entirely from private 
sources and not from governmental action, and the supply of 
these metals can neither be increased or diminished by any 
power of the law directly forbidding or limiting the production. 


The duty | 
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» supply of all other productions useful for man comes from 
ti:eg same source, personal labor and personal skill, and, as the 
quantity of other productions increases, and as the demund for 
them is greater day by day and year by year, labor will find 
profitable employment in the production of metals, 
which when coined are the representatives in commerce of the 
growth of the fruits of all other labor. 

It is the labor employed in goid and silver mining and in all 
other industries that is found engaging in the one pursuitor the 
other, according to the profit it will yield to the laborer. The 
labor shifte back and forth from the mines to the farms and fac- 
tories, and increases the yield from the one employment or the 
other by a law that is as common and as effectual in commerce 
as the law that rules the waters of the earth in the unceasing ef- 
fort to produce and maintain a common level. 

There is never too much wheat. Hungry mouths are always 
ready somewhere in the circuit of commercixl intercourse in 
the world to consume more bread than they can get. If the 
price of the wheat is not remunerative, because the money to 
buy it is too scarce, production is shortened, hunger increases 
and the poor who labor in other industries are taxed on their 
bread by corners and combinations which the scarcity of money 


precious 
I 


| invites, and no law, it seems, is strong enough to prevent these 


cruel exactions. 

The only possible relief in the supply of real money is to per- 
mit or induce the miner to increase the supply of gold and silver 
to correspond with the demandsof commerce. I[ do not consider 
that it is a real relief to such asituation to supply the deficit of 
gold and silver by the issue of promises to pay money, on de- 
mand, for their redemption at some future time, and to secure 
that promise by taxation of the people. 

That is a temporary makeshift in which the people are to 


| loan their credit to the Government, or to the banks, and pay 


taxes to make the credit good. If such credit is not based on 
gold and silver,or upon taxation, it is a costly delusion and a 
fraud which only adds to the distress of the people. It is fiat 
money, which is always followed by the fiat of destruction. 

Why were banks ever created by law with power to issue bills 
to circulate as money if there was no need for an expansion of 
Will it 
be said that this was done, and this new machine for making 
money was contrived for the mere purpose of greater convenience 
in transporting wealth from place to place’ If such had been 
the purpose why did they in the very beginning of banking issue 
Oo) 
the banks? Banking by the issue of paper money was first prac- 
ticed in the fourteenth century in Venice, and other great com- 
mercial cities along the Mediterranean Sea. 

The necessity for banks arose from no other cause thun the 
want of sufficient gold and silver coinage to supply the purchas- 
ing power necessary to the handling and interchange of the pro- 
ductions forming commerce in those marts of trade at prices 
that would invite their presence there. They began as a con- 
venience, and soon became a necessity; but bunks, which are the 
coiners of credit, have never been able to supplant or substitute 
the powers of governments to coin money of gold and silver, and 
their issues have had no par value except as they have been re- 
deemable in coin. 

A bank bill that is not redeemable in coin is branded as a 
fraud the world over, and has been so condemned during all pe- 
riods since they were first issued to circulate as money. Yet 
their supply of currency to the commercial world became indis- 
pensable. If this substitute for money were driven from circu- 
lation in the transactions of commerce, it need scarcely be said 
thatit would bankrupt the commercial world. Orif either gold 
or silver were removed from the foundations upon which such 
issues are based, it is quite as true that the confidence of all 
commercial dealers would correspondingly cease to the destruc- 
tion of the business of millions of people. 

Labor, then, coined into money, is the basis of all banking, as 
well as the life-blood of allcivil government. Labor, thus coined, 
is the only money basis that has ever existed, or that can be de- 
vised; for the world of mankind will have no other basis of the 
redemption of promises. Labor supplies every human want: the 
metals that are, when coined, the measures of value in every hu- 
man transaction that is Based upon contract; and the means of 
redeeming every promise, express or implied, for the payment 
of money. Inproducing the metals that admeasure values, labor 
is employed, voluntarily, either in the mining of gold or silver, 
and gets its rewards from commerce. 

To stop the production of either metal or to disparage it by 
laws is to cut off from mankind a useful employment to the ex- 
tent of the restriction so imposed upon it. This would be bad 


enough if it was applied to wheat in order to give to corn or rice 
a greater value, but when it is applied in its effects to the entire 
mass and volume of commerce, and to every business transac 
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tion, it is a blight upon every industry and a direct tax upon 
every producer. 

If the restriction is upon silver in order to enhance the price 
of gold, when the cobperation of both metals in supporting the 
credit system calied banking is never sufficient, even at the 
extreme possib.e limit of production, the disastrous effects are 
always perilous, and frequently they wreck the business and pura- 
lyze the industries of whole nations, and sometimes of half the 
civilized world. Of thisfact recent events are ademonstration. 

‘This is the policy we are now pursuing; this is the schemeof the 
single gold stundard and coinage prescribed by the Sherman act 
of is73, and its legitimate offspring,the ‘‘ cowardly makeshift” 
of the Sherman act of 1890; and the present still more cowardly 
m»keshift in the amendatory act we are now considering under 
the false and fraudulent assertion everywhere believed, thatit is 
a bill for the unconditional repeal of the Sherman act of 1890. 
And all this is done to give the nationai banks a wider field for 
speculation in paper credits, and the stock gamblers, brokers, 
and corner ambuscaders a safer and more complete control of 
ali corporations, factories, mines, fields, farms, and forests; and 
te aid trusts and conspiracies with the national credit, based on 
the taxution of the people. 

The United States Government in its financial policy isa bank 
of issue and redemption, and it also receives on deposit silver 
and gold coins, for which it issues paper promises. Except in 
the single matter of coining gold onthe demand of one who de- 
posits bullion, the Government is a banking institution of the 
sort [ have just described. The national banks have, as banks 
of issue and as banksof deposit for public money, become merely 
fiscal agencies, instrumentalities of the Government, which is 
the mother bank. ; 

They are a favored lot of public pets.and leeches, and one is 
not surprised when they ‘‘ wax fat and kick.” 

As for their issues of bank notes as money, they have no re- 
sponsibility. The Government pays them 4} per cent interest 
in quarterly psyments on all] the bills they issue. This is taxed 
out of the people, and averages, I think, $15,000,000 each year, 
and redeems their cireulation when they break. A case is eas- 
ily possible with these banks, that their officers, with a capital 
of, say, $100,000, can invest it in United States bonds, and draw 
interest on them at 44 per cent; they can then get a line of 
deposits from the people of, say, $300,000, and get $90,000 of 
national-bank notes from the Government. They can steal the 
whole sum and convert it into foreign exchange, send it abroad 
in the form of gold or foreign exchange, and leave the Govern- 
ment with $390,000 less gold inthe Treasury: their depositors 
without a dollar of indemnity; and get away with the whole face 
value of their bonds, except $10,000. That is the whole sum 
that the banks put up as security for their honesty and good 
faith. True, the Government gets $100,000 of its bonds, but the 
thieves bave pocketed $90,000 of its gold in the Treasury and 
&300,0L0 from depositors, and have escaped with it. 

This case has not happened, so far as I know, though I have 
heard of such a case, it may never happen, but none the less does 
the possibility of such an occurrence show that the banking sys- 
tem is notsufliciently protected. he depositors have virtually 
no security against peculating bank officers. Their only real se- 
curity is in the honesty of the officers of the banks, which has 
not very often been disproved but sometimes it has. 

That many of them are well adapted to the perpetration of 
even such frauds as I have shown to be possible under our ill- 
guarded system, is shown by the graphic and burning descrip- 
tion of them which [I find in the following interview of the 
Senator from Indiana, in a Chicago gold-standard newspaper 
of recent date. This is a bitter arraignment, that if made by 
me, I could only make it at the expense of the contemptuous scorn 
and villitication of every great daily paper in New York. The 
Senator is fortunate in the forbearance of his recent allies. 

This is what the Senator says about the banks in that inter- 
view, which I suppose is correct. I think it is, as it has ap- 
peared without contradiction, so far as I have seen: 


HE CALLS THEM THIEVES—SENATOR VOORHEES DENOUNCES THE BANKERS 
OF NEW YORK—BITTER LANGUAGB USED BY THE INDIANA STATESMAN 
WHEN SPEAKING OF THE FINANCIERS OF GOTHAM--DBCLARES THAT MONEY 
IS THEIR GOD AND CLAIMS THEY WOULD SCRUPLE AT NOTHING TO OBTAIN 
IT—WHY HE FAVORS THE REPEAL OF THE PURCHASING CLAUSE OF THE 


SHERMAN LAW. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., September 19. 


“My full and complete opinion,” said Senator VooRHERS, ‘ of that com- 
bine of impertinent robbers and thieves, the banks of New York, it would 
not be politic for you to print. You couldn't get the telegraph company to 
handle the message. My views of the New York banks and their methods 
and their attitudes in this present debate in the Senate are that they add 
insolence to robbery and slanderous lying to highwayism. 

“T have been in Congress thirty-two years. Call it success or what you 

lease, its corner stone, at least, Was what is my present opinion of these 

ew York banks. I haveever found them plundering, marauding, and steal- 
ing the goods and hopes of the people. like so many cattle-lifting Highland 
caterans. There is not an honest hair in all their heads, not a broad or 
patriotic motive in all theirbosoms. They arenarrow, selfish, utterly mean, 
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and dishonest. No honest man takes his eyes off them for a mo} 
would pick his pocket if he did. 

“If you turn your back they use the assassin’s knife upon y 
many lurking, skulking, cowardly Corsicans of money. Go to \ 
and read what the Savioursaid of the New York banks ind every | 
their tribe. He described them as whited sepulchers filled with 
bones, as the robber of the widow and the devourer of the o ph 
ing to barter God for money or negotiate a mortgage on th 
heaven, allow a foreclosure and stay away from tlie sale, and a 

DESTITUTE. 

‘In the eagerness of their sharkish greed they abandon ho 
and justice, and decency, and fill and gorge their bellies on the 
ofa world. They would make a boiled dinner of the brightest 
mankind. Never in my life have I been their friend northey 1 
no concord, no alliance, with such criminal elements. When 
position for the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law pur 
I had neither thought nor care for the New York banks. Neit! 
gard my position as being for gold and against silver. Gold an 
their part in the finances of the country are not disposed of by p: 
Voorhees or the Wilson bill. You repeal the silver-purchase « 
Sherman law, that’s all you do; that’s all you squeeze out of it 
ver man to-day, and a far better friend to silver than are those w 
public business in the Senate. 

‘** My position as chairman of the Finance Committee called me t 
fight. I have led it honestly, fearlessly, courting no man's favor 
lead it to the end. When the New York bankers impute or ascribe 
hidden motive for silver, any treachery to the measures Iam as 
support, they are liars and foul slanderers whom I shall not he 
matize as such. The fact that to-day both I and the New York bat 
the same thing—the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law—need 
no one as to our relations. My attitude toward them is what it alw 
and what it always will be to that which is corrupt and utterly ven: 

TRAVELING THE SAME ROAD. 

“Tt is not the first time these thieves have traveled the same r 
honest men. Sofaraslam personally concerned they cut no more 
in my future than in my past. The yelping of any other pack otf 
would be as potential in my destinies. I come from the Wabash, nn 
the Hudson; from Indiana, not from New York. It is not necessary 
be cheek by jowl with the wolves of Wall street. I return when I leave 
to my own people, not these pirates of the New York banks. and the 
that I do not suit in my leadership the larcenous., thievish tastes of thatr 
bers’ roost will gain me warmest welcome in Indiana which a man can 
ceive.” 

Yet the Senator reported, and has partly discussed, and 
ready to pass a bill through the Senate and enact it into a! 
give up to the bank I have described, with its great tempt 
to fraud, and its staff of thieves that the Senator has descri 
the $10,000 reserved from its circulation. 

The twin measures so far developed, as yet, by the coal 
are the amendment of the Sherman bill, so as so drive out 
silver that is not coined, whether in the Treasury or in the « 
where nature planted it, from all chance of coinage and cir 
tion as legal-tender money, to seek a market in the jewe 
shops or in a hostile foreign land; and at the same time t 
crease the powers of the national banks. This double-bar 
shot at the silver-miners should not be fired from the Aame 
Senate. 

This is not fair treatment to the silver-miner who has «a 
so much wealth to the United States, such true support 
other industries, and who with his predecessors has placed | 
uments of glowing brightness along the shining way of the ent 
march of civilization, and has assisted in the work of tho divi: 
exaltation of the human family in all its history. 

It must be known to the Committee on Finance that ever: 
tional-bank note issued by the Government is ultimately to 
redeemed in gold, if thatis demanded by the holder. 

It has been supposed to require $100,000,000 of gold in 
Treasury to protect the $346,000,000 of greenbacks that are « 
standing. Mr. SHERMAN, when he was Secretary of the T 
ury, bought $80,000,000 of this gold with silver certific 
Since its purchase, in 1878 or 1879, it hascost the people in a 
taxes $60,000,000 to hold this reserve inthe Treasury. How 
will it be that we shall have to borrow twoor three h 
millions of gold to protect the $246,000,000 of greenbacks 
unprotected, to pay the bonds that secure $200,000,000 oi 
national-bank notes, and the $151,000,000 of notes issued 
the Sherman law? 

Whatever sums we are compelled to borrow for these p 
will beat the constantand increasing expense of the people. 
gold will be held, as the $100,000,000 now in the Treasury i 
as dead money on which interest must be paid. The 
must be taxed to pay it. How long itis to be thus held no 
ean foresee or even guess. 2 

Mr. Foster and Mr. Carlisle have added the $151,000,000 
Treasury notes issued under the Sherman law of 1890 to ou 
Obligations, when they could as easily, as safely, and as |i 
ably have placed them on the list with the silver certificat: 
sued under the Bland- Allison act, thus increasing the gold : 
to within a small fraction of 9500,000,000, at a time when th 
speculators in gold were shipping it across the Atlantic, not 
reality to pay debts or to protect our credit, but to raise aclamol 

ainst silver, in order to compel us to abandon it. It is even 
said that $5,000,000 silver certificates have been paid by us in 
gold. is 

Silver certificates are payable in silver dollars under the 








te. and the Trewsu.-y notes under the Sherman law are pay- 


le in gold or silver tt vbe option of the Secretary of the Treas- 
om Nothing shortof cold »ffrontery could ever be the attribute 
al an who would iuplain of receiving payment of these 
rT -y notes in silver dollars and claim that his contract was 
' ted. If such a contract existed between private parties, 
refusal would be consid red di honest. W hen itconcerns 
‘overnment and involves the taxation of the } ple to gt 
e gold to make the payment, such a re is an act of public 
the gold policy of the Sherman law is made absolute and in- 
lexible by the pruposed amen iment of that law now under con- 
ration, the borrowing and taxing policy must also be main 
tained. The Government must be constantly in active ¢ - 
’ with our own p:ople to umulat old to protec I 
I sury, and the people must be unrelentingly taxed and the 
taxes made payable in gold, to keep up the Treasury supply and 
»vent our Secretaries from placing the Treasury into volun- 


t bankruptcy. 
he limited supply of gold must make the burden of thisforced 
rushing to the people of the United States. 
1is same policy must bring our people in competition 
the governments of Europe also in this world-wide scramble 


at metal. All of those governments m 
ort their military attitude toward other n 
Their fate depends on this turning point. 
for gold the hoarding of it by rival 
t remains f 


ne arts. 





st have gold to 


ighboring powers. 


this competitive contest 
and hostile powers must diminish the volume tha 
© support commerce and supply the demands of 


‘he daily labor of the workingman, which is his bread to 
aid with 50 cents in silver instead of adollarin gold. The 
gold is not for him, but tl } 


1e subsidiary silver coin must suflice 
for his necessities. 

work at a doliar per day, and 
silver. The labor is reduced in price to 50 cents, because gold 
prices everything, and is double the value that it should be 
Why is this 


and would be if silver was its equal before the law. 


it is short in weight 180 grai rf 
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That is legal-tender money for ten days’ | : 


Because gold is too scarce to buy the productions of labor ata fair | 


price. 

There is not enough of it to go around ata fair price for labor. 
A dollar’s worth of labor is priced at 50 cents. Gold is not 
coined in dollars or in smaller coins, and he must accept 50 cents 
in silver, which is the gold price of one dollar’s worth of labor. 
Thus labor is made to bear the burden of competition with our 
own Government and with other governments, and with all cap- 
italists and banks everywhere; and it is no wonder that the 
prices of labor shrink as gold becomes searcer. 

But the laborer in the factory is told that with asingle gold 
standard all prices shrink in nearly equal proportions, and that 
he can now buy as much with $1 as he could formerly buy with 
$2 of all the necessaries of life. That is in some degree true; 
but it is a sad truth to laborers. 

The greater truth is ignored, in this exegesis of the economy 


= 





ducti s cut off by this bi ie ll labor will be price 
all commercial credit will be based upon it 
The pply <« i ¢ old insu} l ) sLive ~ ot eno 
furnis L com nsatl pri 1 I } ct ind ft 
must both sink at the 
This declaration is sust 
politic ) is ud 
co l in 
‘ iy 4 
of the credit ( 
in « I ing and produci 
) city to to L 
in States ve | ( 
hic l ( nal e by th G ) 
t v i ( y}) l I ¢ t 
t lr 
so rie 
) pe ) is p I 
SULK tO l iO it Oo 
oe peg ; ; 
All ta n me ( 
it is ) inco so | 
inter: taxation paid i ) ‘ 
the produce 80 tl t d f ( ‘ 
of paying interest upon ou nd t 
is shouldered down on the ann ( 
It is therefore of vital mo i 
cl that the banking credit d 
raints, that is poss ee t ( } f ( 
hould not be ier ti ce I 3 ) 
pa n and «x tracti . it t tt ( 
wnded over by « banking laws to the mercy of 1 
and the n ‘ov is t tof the octopus fo ts Vv tl L 
e their money, by preference, to back u » th ambl« i 
| and raiment and stocks and enable them to destroy the p 
with corners and combinations to raise and d ( I ( 
sweet wi the selling price of every staple ec nodity o 
production. ; 
' While this system exists and the peo re taxed 
credit and power, their sufferings and apprehensions of « 
evils will continue and increase. The war provoked by 
banks may be a long one, but it will destroy tl Se t 
of our Government is that the ( the p oO 
fields of industry, shall furnish the b of banking, whi 
gold and silver. It is not that the Government ‘ 
this basis, either by taxation of the peop e or by 
right to mine gold and silver and to have it coined into! 
Give to the people freely this right reserved to them i 
| Constitution, to supply the precious metals for coina 
mints, and the bankers will not look to their taxation i 
natural and just foundations of credit, but will look to the 
id voluntary labor for this indispensable supply. T! I 
laborers will then get their just reward for their to Lo 
treasures of precious metals in the mountains of the Wes | 


of human toil, that the recompense of every toiler, as a rule, de- | 


; pends upon the wages that every other laborer gets, at least in 
the same country. There is that brotherhood and mutual de- 
pendence in labor, and its fruits, that causes every toiler to feel 
the weight of any burden that is laidon those of every other class 
of laborers, and each dripping tear salts the whole cup. 

If the slave and the free man work in adjoining fields, the 
cheapness of slave labor, because it is unpaid, lowers the price 
of the free labor that must be paid. It is the nonproducer 
whose necessities compel him to employ labor and purchase its 
fruits and who pays for them in the profits of capital, loaned or 
invested in speculative ventures. It is the capitalist who, with 
his interest, his usury, his exchange, and cent per cent, must 
still live on the labor of other men, that supplies to labor its net 
profit when there is any net prolit. 

The producers and nonproducers are classes almost as distinct 
¢ as the people of distant countries. Producers as a class must 
i be toilers, while nonproducers as a class ‘‘ toil not, neither do 
they spin.” Necessity makes toilers of men, and the absence of 
that law makes them mere consumers. If the consumers, who 
must furnish the net profit to labor, can price the money in 
which the producer shall be paid for his toil, the slavery of 
human labor becomes as abject and servile as African slavery 
ever was. The limit of its forbearance is only defined by its in 
- terests or its benevolence, in which mercy is a quality that is 
i very much strained. 

That is exactly what this so-called repeal bill, this makeshift 
of the capitalized classes and the idlers—mushrooms that spring 
up on the dung heaps of human waste—inflicts upon labor. This 
repeal bill prices the toil of honest working men and women to 
a lower and constantly sinking limit by the increased power of 
= to es over it. When gold is the only metal money, as 
t must be when silver is only a commodity and its future pro- 
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not be condemned to lay useless in the mines or to exp oO 
foreign lands. In our dealings with these probl f the ! 
in any proper sense problematical, our attention 
manded by the pending legislation for the benefit of th 
and not the relief of the people. 
Even while the country is being warmed with the glow « 
turning prosperity arising from the confidence of tl 
themselves and their Government, that th 
tried to destroy, they further demand haste and | 
th tens the Senate with compulsion and duress : S 
and penalties for obstruct th 
anks and tneir following, seeil the ship of stat 
f the waves in spite of their orts to lerge if 
‘ er to claim the advantage of the ; } 
ment and to assert that they have saved the countr 
we know they have only failed to destroy it 
Pass this bill and they will treat the country to anoth 
pansion and another boom. Then they will cause anoth 
traction, when it is convenient for the gamblers in sto ! 
provisions to pocket another year’s labor of the pe l 
nother depression. 
This is > inst bility of trade that h oft 1 si the 
country like an earthquake, and now threatens to eng t 
If this little financial earthg uake whi s beg by the 
to frighten the people into submission, which was begun as stage 


to alarm us into the quietude of despair, has 
real chasm in this forum which must be filled with a living sac- 
ifice, let not our Marcus Curtius (of Indiana) alone fill it. Let 
it be filled with a holocaustof the Democracy. The Democratic 
national resolve is that the Sherman law is ‘‘a cowardly make- 
shift.” Let usnot, by clinging tothe worst features of it, make 
it by adoption our contemptible makeshift. 


thunder 
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If anybody in our midst desires to climb down into the chasm | 
on a Republican stepladder and reconnoiter for a chance to fill | 


it with a sham, I am afraid that my admiration for him will not | 


stir in my heart the grateful sympathy that the Romans had for 
their hero who, having clothed himself in his burnished armor, 
mounted his brave and faithful war horse, and, thus accoutered, 
leaped into the chasm, filled it with a glorious sacrifice and 
closed it, saving his country. 


Democratic party prove faithful to its heroic traditions and its 
brave pledges and go headlong into the chasm. Let us all leap 


| election fund from the banks; and he could not reply th 


OCTOBER 3 


If he should be a candidate for the Presidency, as all 
taries of the Treasury are either known or supposed to 
people could ask him why he chose to redeem in silver. ; 
obtain the votes of the common people; or in gold, and so 


, 


Sac 


L 4 
gress required him to redeem the notes in the one or th 


| coin, and therefore he could not redeem partly in goldand » 
| in silver. : 
If that legend is to be repeated and realized here, let the | 


This law as it is and as this bill preserves and reén 


| creates a statutory competition between gold and silve) 


together into the abyss that we have selected for our living | 


tomb. 1 will join hands with the old guard, and we will leave 


could serve in no other way. 


If we promised too much to the people at Chicago, let us | 


not ask the Republicans to assist us in revoking the promise. 
The Democratic party has decorated the entire Sherman law 
with its contempt and commanded us toslay the cowardly make- 
shift outright. In obedience to that command I wiil vote for a 


shall be repealed. 


If the coalition will not remain with us after the funeral, if we 
go to the bottom of the chasm and they refuse to help us out, as 


they will refuse, we will have the glory of having perished in a 
good cause and they will thrive on what we leave as the admin- 
istrators de bonis non of our estate. 

In the amendment to the Sherman law, which is called ‘‘ un- 


conditional repeal” by the most audacious and mendacious abuse | 
of language that Satan ever adopted to cover a brazen falsehood, | 


there is found all that silver will ever get if it shall pass, until 
the people have spoken again in a Congressional or Presidential 
election. 

The proposed amendment, falsely styled ‘‘ unconditional re- 
peal,” is intended to be the final act in the death of the silver metal. 
That is the purpose of the majority of its supporters. When 
they get that they will be content, and no movement for its 
resurrection will be made. 

The repeal of the entire bill would leave the people in a more 
hopeful condition than the repeal of the first section, the pur- 
chasing clause. We will have reached the bottom of the abyss 
at one bound, and the unterrified Democracy will set to work to 
climb out; whereas, if we amend the Sherman bill and adopt 
the cowardly makeshift as a Democratic measure, we shall go 
about the streets like the poor Jewish murderer, condemned to 
bear the rotting corpse of his victim bound to his shoulders 


until it has fallen to ee crying out, ‘‘ Who shall deliver us | 


from this body of death.” 

Out and out repeal of the Sherman law is better for the cause 
of silver monetization than the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of that act. That amendment of this law, proposed in this bill, 
leaves silver coinage, even as to the metal now in the vaults of 
the Treasury, aren with the Secretary of the Treasury. That 
such option wil 
Treasury uncoined, is as certain as that the Secretaries have 
not produced a coin from it in three years. 

The alleged option is a false interpretation, both of the letter 
and spirit of that act. It is a presumptious usurpation of the 
one-man power, so odious to all right-minded Americans. The 
discretionary power to coin money, or to refuse to coin it, is a 
power more fatal to liberty than would be the power to declare 
war or to suspend the writ of habeascorpus. The mostabsolute 
monarch in the world would be dethroned and executed by his 
subjects if he, without the advice of a council or cabinet respon- 
sible to the people, should undertake so radical a measure as itis 
claimed that the Sherman law justifies. 

Can Mr. Carlisle be permitted, in his discretion, to raise or 
depress the market for silver, by giving it coinage as legal-ten- 
der money or by refusing it? Yet the clauses of the Sherman 
law that this bill reSnacts, with the construction placed upon 
it by Mr. Secretary Foster and Mr. Secretary Carlisle, gives to 
him, under that construction, the power to coin the bullion or 
to keep it locked in the Treasury vaults. He can increase or de- 
crease at pleasure the legal-tender money of the people. I would 
leave no room in the law for a discretion in that matter. We 
crown him dictator of finance, of coinage, and of the markets, 
when we surrender that power into his hands. 

The entire repeal of the Sherman law would be better than 
the repeal of tho first section and the reSnactment of the re- 
maining sections, because it would take away from the Secretary 
of the Treasury the express option to redeem the notes issued 
under its provisions in gold or silver. They would stand on 
the same footing with greenbacks if the entirelaw was repealed, 
und the option exercised by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
redeeming them in gold or silver would be at his peril. 


When the dealer in gold wishes to raid the Treasury for a ) 
or a commission, to be paid him by conspirators againsi th: 


| ernment, the discretion vested and confirmed in the Se 
the fatal brink of the chasm together, and bequeath our glory | 
and our usefulness asa legacy and a bequest toa country we 


be exercised so as to leave the bullion in th» | 


| his fright at such a call reminds one of the timidity of an ele- 
substitute for this bill that the Sherman law, every part of it, | 





by this amendment of the Sherman law enables him to « 
with the insolent demand rather than rebuke it with a st 
fusal, when he is ready to threaten the Government with 1 
question: “Is the Treasury of the United States bankruyp' 
it cannot provide gold to meet my demand?” 

When such a demand is made by one holding a promise pay 
able in gold or silver coin, at the discretion of the Secretary. 
phantat the nibbling ofamouse. France answers such questions 
with this response: ‘‘ The credit of France is pledged for the 
security of the Republic against the vigilance of neighboring 
states that are our enemies; and is not pledged to enable you and 
them to dictate to us a financial policy to suit your greed and 


| their hostility.” 


A Secretary of the Treasury who had the couragé to look for 
a moment at the credit and resources of the United States, while 
his eager and longing gaze is diverted from the vision of the 
Presidency, would say, would have said, indeed, to the man 
named by the Senator from Kentucky, in his great argument 
delivered in the Senate on the 4tb day of this October, who had 
conspired to loot the Treasury and were under foreign pay: 

‘*You will not alarm a Government as to its credit that has 
paid $5,000,000,000 of debt and interest in thirty years through 
your mean exploit of attempting to defame its good name by 
making acorner on the gold in the Treasury. ‘Get thee behind 
me, Satan.’ The creditof thisGovernment is not a power in the 
hands of gold or stock gamblers. Go back to your foreign e 
ployers and tell them that this splendid American Republic is 
not a football to be kicked around by them at their pleasure.” 

Such a response would have preserved the parity between gold 
and silver, while the timid submission to their insolent dem:ands 
only makes the preservation of the parity impossible. 

If silver needed lifting up to preserve the purity, it was his 
duty to lift it up, and not make its full legal-tender value a by- 
word and areproach. 

If silver had been thus defended by our Secretaries of the 
Treasury, every holder of an American security in Europe 
would have said: ‘‘The United States declares for the parity of 
silver coin with gold, and the hoarding of silver in the Treas- 
ury must raise its value; the supply is growing short; under 
European pressure the mines are closing. Silverfamine is mors 
likely to occur than overproduction. We will join the United 
States in its wise policy of bimetallism; we will make the silver 
as good as gold, and thereby lose nothing on the debts due us 
and on the dividends coming to us from the vast interests we 
own in their railroads. We virtually own many of the factories, 
binks, breweries, town, city, and State bonds, mines, grazing 
lands, mortgaged farms, gas works, water works, and town and 
city property in the United States. We own India, and fix a 
gold value for the silver rupees of those subjects, which is far 
above the commercial value of the silver that they are coined 
from. Why should we not be indulgent to our clients —our 
former subjects—in the United States?” 

They would not ‘‘ kill the goose that lays the golden egg” be- 
cause her wings are tipped in oxidized silver gray. When the 
cowardice of the money dealer infects the Cabinet we may look 
for conspiracy at home and abroad, and consequent humiliation 
and distressfor the people. All these dividends on stocks owned 
abroad must come out of the annual earnings of the people, a 
be sent abroad in gold at an enormously inflated value b lor 
the men who create them can eat the bread of their toil, or 
have the flavor of profit, which must be paid to them in silve 
eighteen grains short in the dollar. 

Yet there are jeremiads in Presidential messages and i! 
sorts of reports and speeches—sobbing lamentations- 
laboring man should be paid in legal-tender silver dollars. 
ing no gold dollars, they having been stricken from the coi! 
how is a poor man, who earns a dollar with a day’s work 
paid in a paper dollar, to have it redeemed in gold at the | 
ury? If such arguments are notsodden in folly,they mus 
nounced as hypocrisy. 

This amended Sherman bill, we are told, is not expected to 
stand. Something better is promised. They tell us that tis 
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‘eowardly makeshift” is so great an obstruction to the keen 
financial vision of the new doctors of finance that it must be torn 
down. Not demolished entirely, but left tostand as to all but the 
top section, in deference, I suppose, to the bipolitical leadership of 
the coalition, one wing of which is led by a chronic gold gen- 
eral and the other by an oft-defeated silver marshal. When the 
top section is demolished, then the grand marshal of the silver 
forces will take the field for a rapid march for ** the promised 
land.” But then, yes then, the great gold general, intrenched 
behind the remaining barrier of the unrepesled sections of the 
Sherman law, will say to the gallant marshal “ Halt! and give 
the countersign. This is the citadel of the gold king and his 
roval retinue, which you have agreed not to attack during this 
campaign. You must not, can not advance one step. 

ifthe grand marshal shall then sound the advance, and will per- 
mit the weary soldiers of the old guard to follow him, we will 
struggle to our feet and follow ‘‘the forlorn hope” to victory or 
to honorable graves. But it will then be toolate. The surren- 
dered bastions of the Sherman bill, left standing in their deadly 
array, Will repel us, and silver money will die the death. 

What are we asked to look to for the restoration of the country 
to a healthy financial condition after we have reénacted all that 
is hostile to silver in the Sherman law? 

IT IS THE FAITH CURB. 

I leave this subject, Mr. President, with a knowledge that the 
die is cast. The Senate, the House of Representatives, the 
coalition, and the President of the United States have deter- 
mined that this measure shall prevail, and we have nothing now 
to look to, so far as I can see, but some vague promises made 
upon this floor, which are entirely incapable of being realized. 
The President of the United States would not have drivena 
majority of the Democrats in this Chamber into this corner and 
have compelled them into this unfortunate condition—where the 
Senator from Ohio has exercised the power, it seems, of mark- 
ing out what we shall do or what shall be done by the majority 


of this body—that would not have occurred, if the Presidentdid 
not have his face set against the free coinage of silver. Iregret 


it very much, but I do not deceive myself that the President of 
the United States has made a formal declaration, emphatic and, 
of course, irrevocable, I am afraid, that there is to be no free 


coinage of silver in this country, and no approximation to it, | 


until we have first secured the assent of foreign powers. 

Iam utterly hopeless in that direction. I think it is a matter 
impossible of accomplishment. I do not believe that the form 
and theory of our Government is at all adapted to making any 
such obligations binding upon our people, or binding upon for- 
eign countries. I had the honor and the pleasure of discussing 
this question with the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON], who is 
avery able and a very candid man, and I think the result of the 
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honorable pledges for the full remonetization of silver. Thatis 
what they believed. We are disappointing all of them, and we 
are creating trepidation, anguish, and resentment, and after 
awhile we shall create rebellion amongst those people toward 
our authority; they will dispute our friendship for them, they 
will commence branding us as traitors to their cause, and men 
who have tried to serve them honestly and faithfully will be 
crushed under the feetof the multitude who will r 
when they find that their leaders have deceived them. 

all this. I feel it very deeply. My attitude is this: 


ish for redress 


I lament 
The Democratic party is to-day what it was in the days of Gen. 
Jackson. I see no difference in it. If there is any motive or 
any power or any principle in the Democratic party which was 


opposed to the creed of the pure Democrats who supported that 
faithful and great man and his successors and his predecessors 
in his office, then, Mr. President, [ am out of place in the De 


ocratic party; but | believe that the power still resides with that 
party which honors the rights of the people under the Constitu- 
tion of the United States with a since to bring them 
again into the full possession of all their constitutional rights, 
no constitutional right that I can think of which 


‘e respect 


and tnere 1s 


| ought to be prized more than that which enables the people of 


the United States by their labor in the min which God has 


bestowed upon them, to bring forth the precious metals and go 


to the mints of the country and have those metals con d 
into coin. 

| leave this subject, Mr. President, not expecting for a long 
time, if ever, to have anything else to say upon it until the peo- 
ple shall take it upand dispose of it according to their sovereign 
will. Ishall yield to that judgment when it is rendered, and to 
nothing else. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President.after the declarations of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance and the demonstration that 


every amendment proposed to the pending measure is to be de- 
feated, I should not trouble the Senate with any remarks in the 
closing hours of this debate, except for the fact that 1 have pro- 
posed an amendment, which I shall not press. 

[In that amendment, Mr. President, I proposed two measures 


| which I thought absolutely necessary to the financial safety of 


the United States. 

The first gives the power of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
refuse, in his discretion, gold for export. The Bank of Engiand 
protects its gold reserve by increasing the rate of interest and 
retaining gold in Great Britain under an act of Parliament 
which fixes the price of gold when brought to the Bank of Eng- 
land. The Bank of France, under its charter, has the power to 
protect French finances by refusing to pay more than one-half 


| of any check or draft in gold, and by absolutely refusing to pay 
| out gold when in its opinion it is taken for purposes of export. 


brief debate was to satisfy the Senate that it wasa matter of leg- | | 
| is simply a vast banking institution, without power to protect its 


islative impracticability—impossibility, I will say—that we could 
formulate an agreement with foreign countries in respect of our 
currency which should be binding upon them and binding upon 
us. The subject is as indefinite in the future, so far as we know, 
as the millenium, and I have not the slightest hope of it nor the 
slightest confidence in it. 


measure of amusement; it may do to flatter the people with the | 
idea that something is to be done for their benefit; but the result | 


will never be reached. 

In one respect, Mr. President, we have a people to be admired, 
to be loved, to be reverenced as aman would reverence an honest 
and sweet woman who was his wife —it is the confidence and the 
faith and the abiding trust the people have in the men whom 
they elect to represent them in the high offices of the country. 
Theyseem to be willing to endure almost anything with patience, 
and the least indication of a promise of relief that we hold out 
to them will cause them to endure pains and mortifications and 
distresses which would wring anguish and denunciation from 
any other people in the world—not denunciations of violence, 
for they will bear them with fortitude, patience, and submission, 
ee in God and in their leaders that all will come right at 
ast. 


It may do for a foil; it may do for a | 





They refuse no confidence to their representatives and no | 


sacrifices to their country. 

Such a people, Mr. President, deserve at our hands an equ: 
recognition of duty and devotion on our part, and we should be 
tender of their rights, and when the powers we undertake to ex- 
ercise appear to be in vonflict with rights reserved to them under 
the Constitution of their country, we ought to be very cautious 
and go very slow in interfering with them. 

Now, here we are, the Democratic party in this body, accord- 
ing to all the declarations which have been made, particularly 


| selg! lor 


those of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN], knowingly | 


violating the seventh article of the Chicago platform, which 
contained pledges to the people of the United States which they 
translated as sacred promises and which they believed to be 
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Under existing circumstances the Treasury of the United States 


reserve, and the spectacle was lately exhibited to the world of 
London speculators dragging from the Treasury of the United 
States, from the unwilling hands of the custodians of the gold 
reserve, this gold to be taken abroad for the purposes of foreign 
nations, for the commission that was paid to these agents for 
their services. 

Is it possible that we are to leave the Treasury of the United 
States in this condition? We have now a little over $80,000,000 
of gold reserve in the Treasury: that may be taken out before 
the ist of January by the same processes which were used afew 
months ago in that direction. Is the Secretary of the Tressury 
to be left helpless and hopeless when we are told here in the 
most eloquent tones that gold is absolutely necessary to the sta- 
bility of our financial system and that it isacrime to announce 
the doctrine thatanything but gold shall be considered the great 
financial agency of the Government? If this be so, then we 
should provide means to retain this gold as a matter of self-de- 
fen-e, and it is criminal, in my judgment, to leave the Treasury 
in its present condition without legislation looking to the end | 
have named. 

[n the second place, Mr. President, we have now in the Treas- 
iry about $53,000,000 of silver for which we have paid th x 
money of the people of the United States, representing the profitor 
igni e upon silver purchased under the Bland act and under 
sherman law. What are we to do with it? Isittolie there, 
a mere spectacular exhibit for the tourists who come to the cap- 
ital What are we to do with it? Are we to coin it? Are we 
to sell it at auction? What private gentleman or business man 
would consider himself fit to transact business who should allow 
his silver to lie hoarded and useless when he needed the money 
in his ordinary business transactions? : 

[t has been stated upon this floor, and is no longer a secret, 
that we now havea bankrupt Treasury, with a deficit of $50,000,- 
000 in front of us. The Secretary of the Treasury within my 
knowledge has expressed a hope that this seigniorage may be 
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utilized as a miscellaneous receipt in the Treasury,to be paid 
out for the ordinary expenses of the Government. We have 
high authority for coining this seigniorage, whataver may be 
the opinion now of our friends on the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber on this question. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] in a 
speech delivered in this body August 30, 1893, used the follow- 
ing language: 

Another thing. I think, could be done for immediate relief. By that 
strange rule of logic by which you can coin an equal amount of dollars out 
of a given quanti'y of bullion and then have a surplus over, if there is such 
a surplus In the Treasury (and I suppose there is, because some Senators 
have said there is), I would undoubtedly coin that surplus, and use it, if 
necessary. for the ordinary operations of the Government to prevent a de- 
ficiency, or for any purpose that it might be lawfully coined 

Mr. President, Ido not know if there be any change of opin- 
ion on the part of the distinguished Senator from Ohio and 
those who agree with him upon that side of the Chamber in re- 
gard to this seigniorage, but the fact is undeniable that we have 
now a deficit; that the Secretary of the Treasury is pressed for 
money with which to meet the ordinary demands upon the Gov- 
ernment, and that this 53,000,000 which would circulate amongst 
the people as gold dollars would circulate with the stamp of the 
Government, is lying there idle and useless in this great emer- 
gency. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise so much to state what is in 
the amendment that I do not propose to offer, as to accentuate 
and emphasize in a very few words what I consider the salient 
points of the pending measure which in a very few hours will 
become the law. 

As I understand the controversy, after we have had three 
months’ debate in this Chamber, it has come to this: The Gov- 
ernment of the United States by act of Congress deliberately 
goes into the arena of the world to scramble for gold. We have 
acceded, as the representatives of the States and the people, to 
the demands of the money power of the world and of this coun- 
try that the purchase and coinage of silver shall cease; that it 
shall not be standard money; that gold shall be the only stand- 
ard and sole measure of value in the United States. 

| am clear that I do not overstute this momentous proposition. 
It is not answered by the statement that the silver in existence 
will continue to cireulate as money. We have struck down sil- 
ver as standard money. We have trampled upon the platforms 
of both the Democratic party and the Republican party, which 
declared for the use o! both gold and silver, without discrimina- 
tion against either. We have gone, I repeat, into the scramble 
for gold. We enter now intothis competition with all the great 
nations of the world with $31,000,000 of gold in the Treasury of 
the United States and without any provision to raise more. 

If this country is to go to the gold standard, then the Senator 
from Ohio is entirely logical when he declares that gold bonds 
must be issved to furnish us with the weapons of offense and de- 
fense in this great national warfare. Those of us who oppose 
unconditional repeal saw this result from the beginning, and 
prophesied it from the commencement of this debate. Those 
who vote for unconditional repeal do not follow their proposi- 
tion to its logical sequence unless they vote to issue bonds to 
raise gold to put this country on an equality with other coun- 
tries in the contest upon which we have deliberately entered. 
Are we ready todo this? Are we prepared to go to the people 
of the United States, already oppressed in the agricultural and 
mining districts beyond any distress that has occurred in the 
past, and tell them that, with 853,000,000 of silver lying in the 
shape of bullion packed in the Treasury, we propose to add to 
the national indebtedness by the issue of gold bonds in order to 
obtain gold for rivalry with the nations of Europe? 

Mr. President, it has been charged that those of us who op- 
pose unconditional repeal were protecting simply the silver 
mines of the West. It is false. If I should speak for any self- 
ish purpose I could respond to this challenge by stating that 
the fe of Montana and of Idaho comes in direct competition 
with the lead produced in the State of Missouri. I have been 
appealed to that I should support unconditional repeal in order 
to do uway with this competition with the lead products of my 
own State. I have replied to constituents who have made that 
statement to me that I am not engaged in protecting any com- 
modity; that I am attempting to prevent contraction of the 
currency, which, in my judgment, is the greatest curse that can 
come to the people of the United States. 

He who doubts, after the argument of the Senator from Ne- 
vada {Mr. Jongs] and the teaching of history, that contraction 
means doubling the burdens upon the backs of labor and the 
debtor, that it means putting down the prices of agricultural 
products, and thereby diminishing the means of the husband- 
man to meet his liabilities daily incurred—he who can doubt 
that proposition is beyond the reach of argument or rope. 
Contraction means the lessening of prices of products of the 
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agricultural States, which are now more depressed th 
other commodities in the United States, and it means at the 
time that the burdens placed upon the debtors of the | 
States shall be increased. 

In the Census Reports we find that in the last ten yea: 

1880 to 1890, there was an increase of population in the 
States, for the decade, of 27.26 per cent, about 2% per « 
each of those ten years. I ask the friends of unconditi 
peal, now in their hour of triumph, when they have str 
silver and consummated —honestly, beyond question, w 
conceive to be designed for the popular good —do you pr: 
you are doing, to stop the circulation of the country whe 
that there shall be no more silver, nomore paper, no m 
while the population of the country is increasing in t 
which the Census Reports show beyofid any question? 
legislation yousay tothe people of the United States: ‘ Y: 
transact your business with the amount of currency) 
have; your population may continue to increase; emi 
may come in at the rate of 500,000 or 600,000 a year, to 
ing of natural increase; but your volume of money shall | 
where it is.” . ; 

We are told by the statistician of the Treasury Dep 
that the per capita distribution of money in this country 
is $25.29 to each man, woman, and child in the United St 
But what inteliigent man does not know that this state: 
absolutely false and misleading? 

While it may be upon the surface an exact statement of 
per capita distribution of money, what one of my auditors 
not know now that the real circulation of the country is 
much more than one-half of this amount? We know the g 
reserveand the silver in the Treasury of the United States is n 
in circulation, although it is counted as the basis of this rat 
established by the statistician. 

We know that the $1,000 and $500 bills do not go into circu! 
tion, although they are included in this estimate. It may 
stated, as a reasonable estimate, that $15 per capita is all 
money now in circulation amongst the people of this count 
Myfriend from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] says that it is « 
centrated in the large cities; that in the agricultural an 
mote districts money has almost ceased to circulate, and 
modities are exchanged in the daily transactions of life. 
in the face of this you go to the people of the United States 
say, ‘‘ We propose to stop the increase of circulation whilst t 
increase of population goes on, and also to contre zt the volu 
of money $3,500,000 a month by ceasing to buy silver.” 

Mr. President, that is the question of the future. Fran 
day, with 40,000,000 of people, with an area of territory ab 
one-fourteenth that of the United States, has a per capita « 
tribution of about $41 to each man, woman, and child within } 
dominion. France is an old and finished country. Her ro 
canals, bridges, and public buildings are all completed. W 
a young, active, aggressive people, with an enormous int 
commerce, in whose veins flows the tide of aggression and 
quest. We need more money. We need it to develop our la 
We need it for the enterprises that are daily pressing upon 
Yet you stop this circulation where it is without any mean 
increasing it, and go to the people of the country upon t! 
issue, 


Mr. President, I do sympathize with the people of the silver 


States. I should be ashamed of myself if I did not. I say no 
in my place in the Senate that no czar or kaiser would desola' 
any insurrectionary province as we are desolating the silv 
States of the West. You havestruck down in those States ev 
thing that makes life dear. You have impoverished mei 
those States, men who were yesterday millionaires, and | 
have shut out thesunlight from the homesand hearts of all t 
people. 

As the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] : 
and I can never forget it—this is the first instance in the hi 
of the human race when men of Anglo-Saxon lineage 
been punished because they discovered too much of the pr: 
metals. 

When the Spaniards carried back to the Old World th 
and silver coming from the conquest of Mexico and Peru, ' 
were received as the saviors of civilization. Europe had b 
depressed for a half century by a monetary condition which 
never been equaled. The supply of gold and silver that c 
from this continent caused an era of prosperity in Europe w 
for fifty years before had not been known to those people. 

When the gold of California and Australia was discovere 
night of monetary depression passed away from the whole w 
because of the greater supply of precious metals that had « 
to the relief of mankind. 

Yet these men, our kinsmen, who left the luxury of civi! 


tion and went out beneath the shadows of the great mountai! 


and in the canyons that are eternal and there dug out the sil’ 
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with which to press on the chariot wheels of civilization, are to 
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be treated as criminals have not been treated in humane govern- in that the absolute responsi! 
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ments. ive and legislative, rested upon the Democratic organ i 
But, Mr. President, again. Let me state another issue that | : i party. We felt that we wi 1 be responsible for whatever 
you alk, meet before the Pp sople. Do not imagine that this is | legislation ws enacted twe as a party woulé be responsible 
the last of this stru; role. This is but the skirmish line. The | for the executive admi stration \ ree ement in the De 
shock of battle is yet tocome. Do not think that after you have | ocratic party, therefore, feeli the res} y that 
destroyed one-half the metallic money this ones and put} upon the party to redeem its pledges to the people, which es 
the ban upon it you can escape = judgm ent of a free people | were th suse of the majority of the votes being cast . 
upon what you have done. In every State, county, and town- | vored the calling of an early ses of « ‘ t 
ship the issue will be,made, and the people will ps ss verdict upon | the tariff might bt it to th ont < 
what aes sede. tariff reform might be introduced and 
If there ever was an act in this country more odious than any Many Democrats did not b that it w the b 
and all others combined, it was the actof 1873 that struck the sil- | bring he front of th Pa om 
ver dollar from the coinage. When the people of the United | or financial question [t was known the wo Ov 
States discovered that it had been d.ne they arose with unanim Democratic party had last s d ur t ‘ 
ity unexampled in our political history,and retaliated upon the on tariff reform. I t not be rotten 8 
men who had doneit. In 1878 they sent a Congress here, fresh | 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, and | , long before a D 
from the people, upon that issue, which passed an act over th Administration had in « D eratic P 
Presidential veto in less than six hours after that veto had heen red in favor of tari ‘eform, in a Dem 
sent to the House of Representatives. ng the Democratic Senators we were p for t rr 
What do you donow? You remit the country to that act of | f It must also not be ‘rotten that t e times at the 
1873. You have wiped out the Bland-Allison law You have | instance of Eastern Democrats, protecti st D ) 
left the people without a muniment of silver upon the statut cratic tariff re ‘m bills w le l t eR 
book. You say to the people of the country, ‘* We will stop your | sentatives and on motion of D I 
circulation of money where it is: you shall go bick to the act stricken out We were told. as we 
1873 which you have trampled under foot and which will go down | tariff question to the rear; that it would nev » t r it to 
to posterity anath matized by the whole people of this country.” | the front. The great tariff chimpion, Governor y 
That is the issue that you shall meet in the nextelection. We | Ohio, was one of the prominent Democ sho voted to lee 
do not propose that this mattor shall sleep where itis. We pro- | out the enacting clause of a tariff-reform 1 th ) ) 
ose that it shall be known to every portionof thiscountry what tic House of Representa 4 
is the exact effect of the bill that will be enacted into a law by We were told the n ’ 
the action of the Senate this afternoon. te now to put the 
Mr. President, we are told that something miraculous will | question to the rear, 1 pon tariff refo 
be done for silver hereafter. I donot doubt the sino rity of m we fought until vict \ rf s 
frien d from Indiana. I do not question his integrity of opinion ithe East are the 1 i 
when he says this But the traveler who chases “th ’ mirage election who have ever been n; but when t ( i 
upon the burning - desert follows something more substantial r and the victory achieved, then we behold th 
than the hope that the m ney power of this country after enact- | cratic leader of New York upon tais floor pitching to the t 
ing th s law willever permit silver to receive any assistance | headlong on the finance question, and the hi t the other | 
again from the hands of the representatives of the peo le. of the avenue and the tiger of New York are coming t 
There is one hope left for silver; and I speak of silver as the | ina ewey embrace. [Laughter.|] 
——— of the currency of a great peo} le. not the $70,0 0,000 | Mr. President, those of us who believe that tariff refort 
that ‘s produced in this country ‘annually. That is not the issue, | have ook pressed to the front did not believe th 
but in the great struggle between bimetallism and the sing! gol est policy for a — ul party that the | i 
standard I take silver to be the representative of bimetalli be brought to the front, and thatan extrasession sho 
for that metal to-day is attacked. to deliberate alone upon the financial question. We did no 
Mr. President, silver will reassert itself because the people of | Heve that, because every man, woman,and child in the 
this country intend that there shall be no contraction of the | United States knew that the Democratic pirty for the 
currency. Silver will in become a standard money. You | stood divided upon the silver question, just as we had stood in 
have rejected a compromise which would have given some re IS78, 1879, 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, 1884, and 1885 upon the tariff 
lief to the people of the silver-producing States and at the same | question. Thesame local distinctions existing, the Eastern Dem 
time prevent the ruinous contraction of which [ have spoken. | ocrats then opposing tariff reform as the Mastern Democrats to 
That compromise has beenrejected. Unconditional repeal must | day oppose silver legislation, we did not think it was best. 
be had. ‘The edict has gone forth. But, Mr. President, we did not kaow all th ut was going on 
Sir, for one I am giad that itisso. Iam glad that the Demo- | We did not know the scenes enacted behin at ‘reens Or W 
cratic party, in which I shall die, will assert its ancient princi- | would not have thought so. Now, let us examine and find « 
— squality amo nget the people, justice to all, no monopoly tly where we are. We must adjust and ascertain our « 
n mining, and no centralizationin finance. Our fathers asserted | position and what the present measure is 
their independence against the despotic centralization of the O!d | How did the pending measure originate? Is it a Di 
World, and stamped —— sincerity in their bloody footprints at | m ure? Is the Democratic party responsible f i 
-j Valle ey Forge. We, their descendants, will make, God willing, | Democratic Administration responsible for it Is t nal 
a another declaration of ind pendence —independence from finan- | Democratic Administration, embr-« he leg tive 
a cial centralization and the methods of European money despot 3 the executive branch, responsible for it H di orig- 
: ism—not to pr tect this interest or that, but to give to the peo- | inate? A Representative from the State of West Vi ia , 
x, ple of the whole United States, and every portion of it a suffi- troduced. on the 11th day of Aucust, 1 j t » Ee Re 
Es cient volume ‘of money to transact the business of the country. | resentatives the unconditional repeal bill 
2 Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, on the 14th day of Jul Mr. Wi x of West Vir . Mr Sneaker 1 
s 1890, the so-called Sherman law took effect. It was passed in } nsideration of the 2 Hi Ss . : 
4 the House and in the Senate by a solid Republican vote, and ‘Wor the present consideration of the Hor is 
cs a Oppos od by every Democratic Representative and every or ihe ahaa ittees h d sat te en . ni rec]: a a Ps 
: emocratic Senator. yeaa mg gag Tf om eB: -oconneae-eAr g-aer 
In the campaign in 1891 and 1892 those of us who had oppo an 3 = ea pe te Ds — D. eae held in the H« 
: the iniquitous Sherman law and who favored making silver an | .}....ja.. ¢-, at, al oe chee "Sage emgage —H, 4 
issue upon that law were told that the important question was Seam a Peres ms e 3" a rw pede sergiee ? 1 
tariff reform, and that the financial question must be releg il. we ; > Me Pr re ae ee Grom yee . 4 
tothe rear. Thedistinguished junior Senator from Texas [M1 a his me er sigs aaa he Pr us wie 
MILLS], now so eirnestly espousing the cause of uncondition x aa a 
utter rises above t | if pa liti 


repeal, sounded his clarion voice from one end of this land to ee : , : , 
the other in behalf of relegating the silver question to the rear ‘This matter rises above the plane of party polities. 
and pressing the tariff to the front. It vitally concerns every business and calling, and enter ery i 
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It was pressed to the front in the campaign of 1892, and b 2 the tame 
Democratic votes a Democratic triumph was secured, a Demo- No politics in it—not a bit of it. We could not have a Demo 
cratic Presideat elected, a Democratic Administration inaugu- | cratic caucus in the House for fear it would assume a political 
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rated. bi . ‘ , | tinge. We could not let the measure go toa Democraticcomm it- 
Mr. President, I confess I so felt, and I believe ninety-nine out | tee of the House of Representatives for fear it wonld be stained 
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with partisan politics. No, no; it was brought to a vote in the 
House without ever having been considered in committee; with- 
out ever having received any kind of Democratic sanction, save 
only the recommendation of the President and individual mem- 
bers of the House. 

What was the vote? In the House upon the amendment for 
the free and unlimited coinage of the standard silver dollars the 
yeas were 124—100 Democrats, 13 Republicans, and 11 Populists. 
The nays were 227—116 Democrats, and 111 Republicans. See 
how the division was: 111 Democrats, 13 Republicans, and 11 
Populists for free coinage; against it, 116 Democrats and 111 
Republicans. 

Now, what was the vote on the Bland bill? On the passage of 
the Bland bill as a substitute for the pending measure in the 
House the yeas were 136—110 Democrats, 15 Republicans, and 11 
Populists. Nays 213—103 Democrats (7 less than voted ‘ yea’’) 
and 110 Shonen tiiaaem Upon the passage of the bill the vote 
was, yeas 2440—139 Democrats and 101 Republicans. Nays 110— 
76 Democrats, 23 Republicans, and 11 Populists. 

So the bill passed the House as a nonpartisan measure, not as 
a political measure. It came to the Senate and went to the 
Finance Committee, composed ofeleven members, six Democrats 
and flve Republicans, and it was reported by the Finance Com- 
mittee recommended by two Democrats, the senior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] and the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. MCPHERSON], and four distinguished Republican 
Senators, the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON], and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. 
I do not believe there isan unregenerate man onearth who would 
accuse either one of them of having any Democratic partisan bias. 
You could not accuse them of that. So it stands here with five 
members of the committee opposed to it, the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
VANCE], my colleague [Mr. VEST], the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JONES], and the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONEs], 
four Democrats and one Republican. See how nonpartisan it is! 
The partisanism is on the Republican side. 

The friends of true bimetaliism, of the rehabilitation of silver, 
have made a long, a protracted, and a most earnest struggle for 
the recognition of silver. We have been denounced by the Re- 
publican, and mugwump and Democratic press of the East, and 
abused and villified as never has been done in any great discus- 
sion since the organization of our Government. 

The President in his message as interpreted by the Adminis- 
tration Republicans and the Administration Democrats insisted 
upon unconditional repeal. We fought against it. We said 
there ought to be some substitute; that silver should not be 
stricken down in the house of its professed friends; that now is 
the time, when we had no other legislation before Congress, 
when we ought to agree upon some substitute, some amendment 
rehabilitating silver and continuing it as a money metal of the 
world. We fought for this. We contended forit. Our Repub- 
lican friends who favored silver joined us in this great fight and 
we continued it still, conducted on the decreed policy of non- 
partisanism. , 

Finally the distinguished Senator from Ohio, the leader of the 
Adniinistration upon the other side of the Senate Chamber, 
came to the front and denounced the Democratic majority. 
He told us we were imbecile, that we could not enact legisla- 
tion, that we could not agree upon anything. He said, go and 
do what you ought to do, agree upon some measure, some com- 
promise, and bring it in and pass it. 

Then it was that heappealed to the interviewer, and in the in- 
terview which was read here on Saturday by the senoir Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] and by the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] to-day, he proclaimed to the world that 
unconditional repeal was a failure, and that some compromise 
ought to be agreed upon, and indicating what that compromise 
ought to be. 

Then we, as Democrats, on this side of the Chamber began to 
realize that we were about to be held absolutely and uncondi- 
tionally responsible for the result of this legislation, and we be- 
gan to get together. Nonpartisanship had been laid aside, and 
the political banners had been hoisted in this Chamber by the 
Senator from Ohio. We got together. We began talking com- 
promise. We talked compromise and compromise, first one 
thing and then another. It after awhile developed that we 
could harmonize; that we could agree upon a measure. Every 
Democratic Senator realized and believed that we could agree 
upon a measure which the Democratic President and the Demo- 
cratic Secretary of the Treasury could approve without one sol- 
itary sacrifice of their principles or policies. We believed they 
could do it, and we believed they would do it—a compromise 
which the true friends of bimetallism felt was almost an uncun- 
ditional sacrifice of themselves before their constituents at home. 
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They felt that they were giving everything away for Demo 
cratic harmony, for Democratic unification, for Democratic 
operation, and for the enactment of Democratic legislation 

Justas we thought victory had been reached, the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio, with his Administration Republicans, we 
found intrenched in ourfront. Ourparty had practically unitea 
and we thought there would be harmony; but then it was th 
the incandescent light of nonpartisanism, of Republican-} 
wump-Democratic coalition was cast athwart our pithway, 
the Democratic Administration was revealed in all its nonp 
san perfection, with its unconditional repeal banners still in ¢ 
hands equally of Republicans and Mugwumps and Democrits 

Talk about a nonpartisan measure! What does this prove 
when a Democratic President and Secretary of the Treas 
fuse to agree with six-sevenths of the Democratic Senat 
practically with the entire Democratic Senate upon a co 
mise measure and prefer to leave the Administration bani 
the hands of Republicans and Democrats jointly to placin; 
the hands of Democrats only? Do you tell me that is partisan 
legislation? Why, it is the very essence and the rectified purit 
of nonpartisanism. The Democratic President, knowing the di- 
visions in his party, must have deliberately planned and i: 
tended that this repeal measure should not be tinged with » 
san Democracy, and should be only and essentially a nonp 
san Republican-Democratic-Mugwump measure, as it will 
when it is enacted. 

I hope no Democrat will feel that our political Democratic or- 
ganization is responsible for the unconditional repeal which 
places us on the single gold standard of February 12, 1873, and | 
trust that no Republican will hereafter dare to charge the Demo- 
cratic party alone with responsibility for this unconditional re- 
peal. Ifit has partisanism about it, if it has the smell of the 
smoke of a partisan conflict about it, it is Republican partisan- 
ism and not Democratic. Had it not been for the Administra- 
tion Republicans I believe, and the country will believe, that the 
Democratic party would have harmonized and with every Demo- 
cratic vote would have passed a Democratic measure. 

Mr. President, let us examine this bill just one moment and 
you can see all these combinations to which I have referred 
blended in the language of the repeal substitute. Listen. Her 
comes the Republican-Mugwump part of this bill: 

That so much of the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘“‘An act direct 
ing the purchase of silver bullion and issue of Treasury notes thereon 
and for other purposes,” as directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pu 
chase from time to time silver bullion to the aggregate of 4,500,000 ounces, 
so much thereof as may be offeredin each month at the market price thereof 
not exceeding $1 for 371.25 grains of pure silver, and to issue in payment for 
such purchases Treasury notes of the United States, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. 

Thatis Republicanism, Mugwumpism, the single gold standard, 
pure and simple. Now comes in the Democratic fringe to this 
job. Let us read it: 


And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United States to continue 
the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and to coin both gold and 
silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value, such equality 
to be secured through international agreement, or by such safeguard f 
legislation as will insure the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins 
of the two metals, and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the 
markets and in the payment of debts. 

Here is the second fringe of the garment of Democracy: 

And it is hereby further declared that the efforts of the Government should 
be steadily directed to the establishment of such a safe system cf bimetal- 
lism as will maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or 
issued by the United States, in the markets and in the payment of debts, 

Now you see the combination. Thatis the Democratic part of 
it. Itis only a promise, it is true, but a promise is better than 
nothing. The mugwump Republican part of it is unconditional 
repeal. 

Mr. President, this was shown when we undertook to vote upon 
the substitute of the Finance Committee for the House bill and 
the yeas and nays were ordered. The House bill does not con- 
tain this Democratic fringe, these Democratic promises. I[t has 
none of theminit. It had been intimated that the bill would 
go into conference and there the Democratic part of it would all 
be stricken out; and it has even been intimated that the Presi- 
dent wanted the House bill passed just as it was; and when we 
called the yeas and nays we found the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio leading the Administration Republicans asking unanimous 
consent that the call for the yeas and nays might be withdrawn 
so that we would not make any record upon the differences be- 
tween the two bills. I was forced, though always liking to oblig 
him, to ob‘ect to the withdrawal of the demand in order that we 
might put ourselves upon record in favor of the Democratic prom- 
ises contained in this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, the bill is going to pass. We have done 
our duty. It has been taken out of the hands of the Democratic 
organization and the banner has been placed in the hands of the 
combination. Republican Senators have to be consulted before 
anything can be done, and the Republican party to-day will be 
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more responsible, infinitely more responsible, for the uncondi- | 


tional repeal than will the Democratic party. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
«“ yndoubtedly.” They will bear the burden of it. 
presented to this great country the magnificent spectacle of hav- 
ing unanimously passed the law in 1890, declared to be a settle- 
ment of the financial question, upon which they went before the 
country. ; c , 
it, proclaimed its virtues in the Ohio campaign. t was passed 
in order to kill a free-coinage bill. It was passed in order to 
wipe out the Bland-Allison law, and it was proclaimed as a great 
measure. The Republican party in the campaign of 1892 went 
before the country upon it, never repudiated it, and then the 

tepublican party was in power here in the Senate. 

The Senator from Ohio in July or August, 1892, introduced a 
pill for the repeal of this law, and had it referred to his own 
Finance Committee, composed of a majority of Republicans, but 
not aword did he ask upon the Senate floor that that committee 
might report it back or press the measure, nor did a single Re- 
publican, and he was a member of the committee. The same 
Senators then composed the Finance Committee on the Repub- 
lican side that compose the Republican minority of the commit- 
teenow. They never attempted to get that bill out of the [i- 
nance Committee. They never attempted to get it before the 
Senate. They were afraid by their actions (for they speak louder 
than words) to assume the responsibility of repealing their own 
measure and going back to a worse law, the law of February 12, 
1873. 

But the very moment the Democratic Administration is in- 
augurated then we see the almost solid phalanx of the Repub- 
lican minority upon this floor rushing pell mell to try to undo their 
own misdeeds, confessing before the country the worthlessness 
and the iniquity of theirown measure. Ah, you will have the 
pleasure and the satisfaction of having the responsibility which 
the Senator from Maine assumes with the consentof his brethren 
there of repealing your Own measure. 

But I know, when thedistinguished Senator from Ohio has left 
his leadership of the Administration Republicans and gone back 


into his Republican party, he willthen turn and laugh with sat- | 


isfaction and contentment. 
enjoy the victory he has wonas muchas he himself, after a twenty- 


No man in the United States will | 


years determined struggle before the American people to undo | 


the infamy of the act which was passed February 12, 1873, with- 
out the country knowing it. I do not say that it was passed 
clandestinely, I say the Senators ought to have known it, and 
the members of the other House ought to have known it; but 
they did not know what it contained. 

. That bill was passed and has been denounced from one end of 
this land to the other ever since; and now after twenty years of 
struggle the Senator from Ohio has led the Democratic Admin- 
istration back upon his old law of February 12, 1873. A glorious 
victory for the Senator from Ohio! 

[ am dealing in facts, Mr. President; and I want the Senator 
to remember that his victory now under the banner of nonpar- 
tisanism, under the banner of patriotism, under'the banner of 
saving this country, must not be thrown back in our faces as 
tinged with partisan Democracy. It has no smell and no flavor 
of Democratic organization in the Senate—nota bit of it. And 
now, when the cause of all the financial disturbances and disas- 
ters and depressions has been removed, as you have all said that 
the Sherman law is the cause of these ills, then we will hold 
you responsible for the return of reviving industries of the 
country, for the halcyon days of prosperity that you have pre- 
dicted. 

We will expect to see your manufacturing establishments re- 
sumed, tramps taken from the highways and byways and put to 
employment, and the great industries of this country bounding 
and rebounding as they come in contact with the bounding pros- 
perity from Australia and the Argentine Republic and all of 
South America and Austria-Hungary and all of Europe. We 
shall have the happiest and most glorious time that the world 
has ever seen. The farmers will have high prices for their 
products, labor will receive high wages, and you gentlemen then 
shall have all the honor and the credit of it; but if it does not 
come—if it does not come—you bear the responsibility. 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. President, on the 2dof October a colloquy 
took place between the junior Senstor from Minnesota [Mr. 
WASHBURN] and the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. DusBors]}{ 
concerning a resolution which the Senator from Idaho had intro- 
duced to postpone the consideration of the pending bill until the 
vacancies existing in the Senate from the three States of Wash- 
ington, Montana, and Idaho were filled. At that time the Senator 
from Minnesota said: 


Of the three States in question, two are not silver-producing States; they 


|} Of whom are in favor of the repeal of the Sherman law 
} quire 
I am glad the Senator from Maine says | 
They have | 


| Says are represented by two Senators whu are in favor or the un 


The Senator from Ohio, now leading the revolt against | 
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Union, and they are supposed to have a very intelligent and patriotic popu 


lation. Furthermore, those two States are represented by two Senators, both 
[ should like to in 
in view of that fact, what injustice is being done to the silver men on 
the floor of the Senate? 

Mr. WoLcoTT. Will the Senator please name the two States which he 
onditional 
repeal ef the Sherman law 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will with great pleasure 
ington and Wyoming 

Mr. Duspots. I should like the Senator from Minnesota to state by what 
authority and by whase authority he makes that asse1 n 

Mr. WASHBURN. By the authority of the Senat 


hey are the States of Wash 


rs themselves 






Mr. DuBoIs. Very well. I imagine that those Senators will resent that 
| imputation. There never has been a time when the members of Congress 
from those States have not voted for the free and unlimited coinag 


ver, and I state that the Senators from Wyoming and Washington 
floor are not for the unconditional repeal of the Sherman law rhe Senator 
from Washington [Mr. SQUIRE} has offered an amendment in the interest of 
silver 

Mr.W ASHBURN. I can only state, inanswer,that the Senator from W: 
ton toid me distinctly that he would vote for the unconditional repeal of the 
~urchasing clause of the Sherman act 


Mr. President, I did not feel called upon at that time to make 
any reply whatever to the assertions that had been made by the 
Sentors, apparently contradictory, for they both told the truth; 
and,from the conversation thatI had with those gentlemen from 


| time to time, they would have been justified, perhaps, in ordinary 


have no more interest in the coinage of silver than any other State in the | 





conversation, to have classed me with reference to the mes 
they did. I understand, however, that it is out of the ordinary 
course for a Senator on this floor to say how some other Sen- 
ator will vote on a pending question. 

I am frank enough to say that I have not at any time believed 
that unconditional repeal was the best legislation. T labored in 
my humble way to help bring about a compromise, but [| have 
thought, and do now think, that in the absence of a compromise 
it is my bounden duty at this time, considering the condition of 
the Treasury of the United States, to vote for the unconditional 
repeal of the Shermanlaw. My position, I believe, has been gen- 
erally known. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WOLCOTT] took 
it upon himself on Saturday to use this language: 


ire as 


} 


For Colorado these are grave days. I speak only for my own State. [Lam 
advised that an adjoining State, Wyoming, desires repeal T! 
from Minnesota made proffer of its vote, and his authority has not been 
questioned 


ie Sen 


This language is very offensive; and I donot see how any Sen- 
ator could rest under the imputation that another Senator had 
proffered his vote. I did not take offense at what was said by 
the two Senators in the heat of debate, but the 
Colorado having had full time for deliberation, should have con 
sidered my rights in this matter and should not have attempted 
to place me in a false position. Nosuch meaning could even be 
distorted out of the remarks of the Senator from Minnesota. 
No Senator, as he knows, ever proffered my vote in this body, 
and never will. Thrice have I heard the Senator from Color- 
ado refer to those on the Democratic side with whom he voted 
on the election bill, commonly called the force bill: and in his 
last reference he said that perhaps he was not entitled to any 
great consideration from themat thistime. Be it issaid to the 
credit of the Democratic side, I have never heard any Senator 
on the other side refer to the force bill in the manner in which 


senator trom 


the Senator from Colorado has thrice referred to it. It ill be- 
comes the Senator from Colorado to speak of my vote being 
proffered on any proposition. 

I know that lam peculiarly situated. Th ire three States 


i 

and a Territory adjoining Wyoming,the State I in part represent, 
that are interested in the production of silver. Their 
sentatives believe that silver is their most important industry. 
They even go so faras tosay that the passage of the pending bill 
will bring great want and ruin to their respective States. Mr. 
President, | believe a man who comes to this body should always 
vote his convictions, and under all circumstances he should have 
the courage to vote them. Mysentiments on the silver question 
when I am in New England or the East are the same as when [I am 
in Wyoming, and up to this time I have regretted no vote of 
mine on this subject, and if I continue to possess my reason I will 
never cast a vote in this body for which I will thereafter have 
cause toapologize to my conscience. 

Senators speak of the resources of the West. Inall that West 
which has been described, the wealth increased from 1870, when 
it was $707,000,000, to $3,291,000,000 in 1890, and its population 
during the last two decades from 1,250,000 to 8,225,000 p2ople. 

[ have lived in the West for nearly twenty-five years. I have 
seen an uninhabited wilderness become populated with prosper- 
ous communities. If you follow the irregular eastern bounda- 
ries of the States,commencing at the northeastern corner of North 
Dakota down to the Gulf of Mexico and including all the vast 
territory west of that line, you will find the population to-day as 
large as that of New England. In 1860 it scarcely amounted 
to more than 500,000 people. In 1890 they had a railroad mi'eage 
nearly equal to that of the entire United States in 1860. Nopen 
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can deseribe the hardships endured and the obstacles overcome 
under the most adverse circumstances by these people. They 
have built upanempire. It has not been done upon thestrength 
of silver. 

But to speak for a moment upon this question of compromise. 
There has been no compromise offered in this body that | believe 
any member, Democratic or Republican, would have been justi- 
fied invoting for. I had hoped that the Democratic party would 
prepare a compromise mesure that would in some degree suit 
the silver men, gratify the Republicans, and meet the approval 
of the President of the United States, if he should be considered 


in this matter, but they simply failed. The chief difficulty is | 


that there exists an impassable gulf between the Democratic and 
the Republican parties. The Democratic pirty want something 
that is cilled cheap money, a money that will remain in a local- 
ity because it depreciates away from home; something that is 
good money in New Orleans but not so good in San Francisco. 
The Republican party advocates money that is good in every por- 
tion of the American Union. 

The majority of the Democrats are not willing to do that 
which is absolutely necessary to be done, give the Secretary of 
the Treasury power to protect the gold that is in the Treasury 
so that he can m»intain the parity of the two metals. 

I want to see silver purchased in the future, if the Seeretary 
of the Treasury is clothed with the power to retain gold in the 
Treasury so as to maintain the parity of the two metals. The 


Republican party in every emergency has had the courage of its | 


convictions and has dared to do its duty. When issues of bonds 
had to be made it took the responsibility and the people justified 
their action. The gold reserve should be increased. I believe 
that there should be in our Treasury $200,000,000 or $250,00U,000 
of gold. Weare maintaining to-day more silver and more paper 
at a parity with gold than any other nation upon the face of the 


globe; no other nation under the same circumstances undertakes | 


to do as much. 

Sen tors speak of France. We have done better by silver 
than France has ever done. But why speak of any foreign na- 
tion. Give the Secretary of the Treasury the necessary power 
and we can absorb in the circulation of the country a thousand 
million dollars of silver and maintain its parity. The people of 
this country do not believe in cheap dollars, nor do! believe 
they will abandon our 100-cent dollar for a 58-cent dollar. 

This has indeed been in more ways than one an eventful yerr. 
The influence of the governor of a great State and all the pres- 
sure of a powerful and able press in our greatest inland city 
eould not induce the American people to abandon the American 
Sunday. This year anarchy has tried to plant its doctrines in 
the mind of the American laborer. It has utterly failed. 

This year the runs upon the banks have disclosed to the pub- 
lic the fact that the every-day people of this country own the 
money which is deposited in the banks. 

Another fact will soon be le ined. that the people of our great 
country de not favor repudiation, nor would they accepteven par- 
tial repudiation. The highest compliment was paid a few days 
ago in the House of Representatives to the American people by 
a me. chant member:when referring to his own experience dur- 
ing a long business life. He said in dealing with the American 
people as a merchant, in the various States of the Union he had 
discovered that there were less than one-sixteenth of 1 per cent 
of the people who were dishonest. 

Mr. President, the West has not been dealt by unfairly. The 
legislation which has been secured hs developed thatcountry rap- 
idly. Notonly have the people flocked there to make homes, but 
they havesucceeded in making homes. They have built up towns: 
they have broken nature’s soil; they have made great farms, and 
they have kecome great producers. Even Colorado, of which so 
much is said, is already a great agricultural State. Her agri- 
culture is worth double that of the production of her precious 
minerals. 

You say that nocompromise could be adopted. A compromise 
measure could have been adopted, and a favorable compromise, 
but my friend from Colorado never offered any terms of compro- 
mise. My friend, the Senator from Nevada, said on the floor, in 
answer to my question, that he wanted no compromise. Repeal 
had to come. Let itcome. So, if the silver men go back home 
empty-handed, it my be after all because they have not ap- 
proached this matt r in the proper spirit. 

It is true, Mr. President, that there is being an effort made to 
stir up the people west of the Missouri River. Itis true that 
Colorado has had her missionaries in my State. It is true that 
parties from Colorado have been up in my State trying to fire 
the prairies in the rear. But the people up to this point have 
shown no great desire to have me vote against the unconditional 
repeal of this law. I have confidence that they will uphold me 
in voting the way I believe to be right. I know an attempt has 
been made to bring’ the West to sectional alliances. The gov- 
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ernor of Missouriand the governor of Kansas did what they o., 
in this direction; but, be it said to the credit of the govem 
Nebraska and the credit of the governor of Utah, they w 
mercy condemned it. : 

Mr. SQUIRE. So did the governor of Washington. 

Mr. CAREY. The governor of Washington, too. [: 
to accept the addition. The convention met in St. Lo 
when it assembled it forgot the purpose for which it | 
vened, 

Mr. President, I have stood all the time since I becam: 
ber of this body in the same position on the silver quest 
did not form my opinions beeause I was sent to the Sen 
United States. They have been formed aiter years of ¢ 
ation. I heard the discussion opened eight years ago 1 
cember by that distinguished Kentuckian, the late Senat. 
[hive heard it discussed during the intervening years 
Houses of Congress. ; 

[ have studied the question; and I believe Iam right 
question. [I do not doubt the convictions of those who. 
with me. My young State has a high credit; my people 
in an exeited condition. They believe in maintaining th 
credit. The State has issued no obligations payabie in 
currency than the lawful money of the United States. 
votes here result in my overthrow, [ shall accept it like 
lL would rather be a free man and be allowed to do that w! 
L believe to be right than a United States Senator compell: 
listen to a clamor every time there is a stir in any section o 
country. 

But, you ask, why do you feel compelled to vote for the 


| of the law to-day? I am compelled to vote for the repeal of th 


law to-day because I believe if the law is not repealed, in th 


| absence of the power in the handsof the Seeretary of the Treas 


ury to strengthen the gold reserve, we shall go to asiiver basis 
in fact, if not legally. since the purchase clause of the Sherma: 
law was passed we have issued a good many Treasury notes, th 
amount up to the Istof July being about $140,000,0U0 worth. T! 
net export of gold during the same period has been atrifle mo 
or about $141,000,000. The gold is gradually going out of 
country. My opposition tofree silver coinage has been stren 
ened by the statements made by three dierent Senators 
from Nevada and one from Color ido, that they believe if it sho 


| become necessary, if would be better for us to beon a silve 


than on a gold basis 

[ did not know before that free-silver advocates went 
This country went off a specie basis in 1862, and it took si 
years to get back to a gold basis. We do not believe the pi 
in the West want to see any such mis‘ortune as going to 
silver standard alone befall the country. If we can not 
gold and silver standards let us maintain the gold stand 
There are 40,000,000 people living in the nations south of us 1 
are on a silver basis. The stamp of their mints there, so [a 
we can see, does notappreciate the price of silver. All the 
commercial nations of Europe have discarded silver. I d 
believe it is within the power of this Government, by its m 
stamp alone, to give such a value to silver of the world ai 
maintain a ratio of 16 to 1. I believe in maintaining the hig 
credit of my country. 

But they tell us there is very little surplus silver, and a ver: 
small amount would come to our mints should we throw them 
open to the world. We bought about 2,000,000 ounces a month 
under the Bland-Allison law. The Secretary of the Treasury) 
did not think it prudent to go beyond that point. We hav 
bought 4,500,000 ounces under the Sherman law, yet what h 
been the consequence? Silver has been abundant in the market 
Silver has ste.:dily gone down, down, down; and all of these pu 
chases do not appear to have held up the price atall. Butn 
withstanding the purchase of all this silver and the continu 1 
in the price of it, the production in 1891 was about two and o: 
fourth times as great as it was in 1870. 

I do not believe it is necessary for Colorado that the Gov 
ment should continue the purchase of silver. Colorado wi: 
mitted asa State in 1876. We were not purchasing a doll 
silver then, and did not purchase any until 1878, except we mig 
have purchased a little for subsidiary coinage. Colorado g 
to be a great State. She was a great State in 1880, and non 
State which preceded her had made greater growth in the sa 
length of time. 

They say that free coinage is absolutely necessary for all 
silver States. There is not a silver State that ever en‘oy 
free coinage. They have never had free coinage. Their silve 
was too valuable for our mints previous to 1873. Since 1878 much 
silver has been purchased, but it is a question with every mu! 
who studies this matter whether the Bland-Allison act and th 
silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman act have not been a 
positive injury to the silver producers, whether the storing \ 
of this silver and keeping it in view of the world at all times 
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bas not really after all had the effect day after day to depre- 
ciate it. 

It was, supposed, of course, that the passage of the Sherman 
purchase law would greatly appreciate its v value. There was 
some speculation. It did appreciate silver a little, but it went 
down, and from that day to this, almost without except on, it bh is 
gone down, lower gradual y, until | believe it has reached the 
lowest point so far asthe memory of man knows auything abou 
it . 

Mr. President, as long as I am a member of this body I shall 
vote my convictions. If it does not suit the people in the sur 
rout nding States I can not he lpit. Noone is more dee ply grie vee 
than I am to think ths at I can not vote on these questions in the 
same manner that the Senatorsin the adjoining silver States 
vote, but if I voted that way I should vote opposite from what 
I believe to be right. It is the duty of a United States Sena- 
tor in the consideration of these questions to not only 
at the interest of his State, but to look to the interest of the en- 
tire country, and, so far as I am concerned, I intend to be gov- 
erned by that motive and no other, feeling sure that in this in 
stance I shall vote not only for the honor of my country, but for 
the highest and best interests of my Stat 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, it must be a source of grea 
gratification to the people of the State of Wyoming to know tha 
the senior and the junior Senator united in one person as r 
senting that State has finally delivered himself on this 
question. 

The original source of the remark which I saw fit to make the 
other day arose in a discussion between the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. DuBoOtIs] and the Senator from Minnesota |Mr. WASHBURN], 
in which the Senator from Minnesota said: 








Of the three States in question, two are not silver-producing States; the) 
have no more interest in the coinage of silver than any other Staie int 
Union, and they supposed to have a very intelligent and patriotic popu 
lation. Furthermore, those two States are represented by two Senato! 
both of Whom are in favor of the repeal of the Sherman law I shonld like 
to inquire. in view of that fact, what injustice is being done to the silver 
men on the floor of the Senate 

Mr. WoLcorT. Will the Senator please name the two States which he say 
are represented by two Senators who are in favor of the unconditional repeal 
of the Sherman law? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will with great pleasure. They are the States of W: 
ington and Wyeming. 





ar 





\t the time that statement was made the Senator from Wyo- 
ming sat quietly and supinely in his seat, and from that.day until 
this ihe Senator from Wyoming has seen fit to give no utterance 
upon thissubject. All throu, sh the time when amendments were 
to be oifered he offered no amendment. When it was ascertained 
that all amendments would be lost he voted, I believe, upon one 
of the amendments sure to be defeated, as one who might go 
back to his people pretending that he had been for silver, but 
saying no word whatever in its defense. 

Mr. President, it was fitting that [ should refer to the posi- 





tion of the Senator from Wyoming. A vastsection of our coun 
try, an g¢ many States. containing a population muchalike, 
int hang goably ettling in their different States, kindred in in- 
terest, having the same hopes, the same aspirations for the pros- 


ae y ofour greatregion,engaged in the same general businesses, 
were a unit—nota preponderance, but practically a unit—in favo1 
of the free and the unlimited coinage of silver; and here apparently 
stood this new Commonwealth, whose people I know are unani- 
mously in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver, rep- 
resented in this body by aSenator who said no wordin their b 
half. It was essential, Mr. President, that I should make refer- 
ence to the apparent difference of sentiment in thatgreat region 
of country. 

If the Senator from Wyoming is content with his position, I 
have no objection to maketo it. I leave him to his constituent 
He may be contented with his vote. I leave him to deal with 
the people who sent him here. 

Mr CAREY. Mr. President, I have no apolog; ry to inake t 
the Senate, for I try to keep within the bi unds of propriety My 
relations with the Senator from Colorado |Mr. WoLcorT hav 
always been pleasant, but I felt that he had done me a wrong in 
his speech of Saturday. 

I want to state to the Senate that I make no claim to orator) 
I make noclaim to be ing a person who can int rest the yalleri 
I shall not use language, or attempt to use language, with a view 
of annoying him or with a view of embar rassing this body of 
which I am a m2mber. 

I stayed in my State last fall during the politicalcampaign. | 
tried to do my duty to the party to which I belong. I stood 
squarely in the campaign on the platform of the Republica 
party, State and national. The nationul platform of the Demo 
eraticconventiononly e mphasized in stronger terms the platform 
of the Republicin convention. 
lam aware that everything is being done in the State of Col- 
orado to prejudice the people of Wyoming against me. I have 


‘ Ly desk letters from yutable citizens of Colorado. i 
they say that if I dare to vote against the free and un 
coinage of silver, the money and the influence of the State « 
Colorado will be used to ruin m 
| wish to state to th s.in hed Senator m (¢ D1 ) 
that I prepose at present and in the future do that h |] 
li ei be ! rht if ) I 
la @iecuss the si ‘ 
r, Horace White, in w 38 
I part.of the history o I ‘ 
‘ Ne i ( ' \ 
. , S S 
I i. 
el in in re l how 
‘ is it r OiyY 4 
»e m June 17, It t i 
: ty {in the Ww 
ed in the House on J une 
Ir. HARRIS Will the Senator allow m« 
Che VICE-PRESIDENT. De tl senator fro W ye { 
ld to the Senator from Tem 
Mr.CAREY. Certa 
ir. HARRIS Lwant tos et vir 
of one of a committe of e Den ! ‘ Oo 
( ill stru rie, ti there I ( I . 
‘ eement between the Der l I » ( i 
fr 1 the sliver States « my other S t) ! \ 
should be contre a by any consideration in favo ed é ( 
ivainst the force b Ss } itemer t 5 fro 
WwW) mins | = ae m e des 3to be tnd | l 
th D irpose of branding it as a1 itt ‘and olute fal hoo 
Mr. CAREY [did not 1 ke the statement on my own 
thor ty. ut quoted it only as curr t terature of the 
Mr. HARRIS. ‘The Senator repeated it from a statem 
mace by somebody else. It is that statement that 
brand as an utter falsehood, no matter from what sout 
come. 
Mr. CAREY. If the Senator from Tennes had b 
a few moments ago he would have hear { 
er heard an intimation from h side of the ¢ t 
there had been a trade. q 
Mr. HARRIS. For what purpose did the Senato e tl 
paper that he holds in his hand t was not intended to 
the impression that there w inagreement 
cratic side and the Senators from r 5S n 
that measure? 
Mr. CAREY. Ishallonly refer, in answ »theS 
Tennessee, to the references which hav ee! de by 
a ‘from Colorado |[Mr. WoLcor'! to the De oO 
pecially to that of Saturday last when referri: to 
the foree bill. Among other things he said: 
Most of them stood nobly their Western brothe ita e! 
de oped bitter ho li towar sectior 1 ou rest \ y 
’ n States where s ris prodn i claim and have i | ia 
erati 1 zrowin ut oT t of that measure ul | ; we ul 
. ected that the stru ec i ve ‘ tence which ¥y have n ‘ I il 
f would brin } y an l nelatior I 
of ection which not k a m an appeal o imilar grou und did 
not mak it in Vain 
I did not intend to reflect upon any member of this bod ut 
i only wanted to cal attention to th language whic ed 
by the Senator from Colorado, in which he s:id that t 
from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBI RN] had profferr dmy vot 
) me was very ollensi 
4 | have already said, I believe a rood comp 
co .d have been eff ct d if the Demo its on that l tl 
ver men on ti Lis side Ould have come squall ; mn Tt th I t 
ecognizea that the gold reserve was very low in the T: 
, and that it was absolutel 1ecessary to protect th 
ething mizht have been done. In the absence of ¢ te 
, L bi lieve i bso e} neck I to protec i 
oO pas the pen line me ! IL do not believe that az n 
fe : out it as | do can con it l oO to ret 
nas lause of th Dn LD ik pon the sta e bo 
The compromise measure which was offere t ) 
cont :ined. as given out by the newspapers —and I d 
copy of it except in the new ip ‘rs—two im 
one to coin theseigniorage in the Tr uy and the oth: O 
si or eleven months, under the chase clause of the S 
pan w, and to coin th t i coinage value, not its illion 
vVaiu lf we fig wed i . that would have done as mue aam- 
age as continuing under te Sherman purchase act for more than 
three years, while it would only have helped the silver industry 
extent of 48,00 UU ounces, g 
I vent to the men itor rom C lorado Mr. WOLCcO' | to-cay 


| such a statement us he had done. He did not choose to do that 


























































nd called his attention to his remark in his speech of Saturday 
[thought it was very unjust and unfair for a Senator to make 
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which I thought was right toward me, which would have re- 
quired but a manly word. 

[ had not intended to say a word on the silver question; and 
the remarks I made to-day were to callattention to the sentence 
that the Senator from Colorado used in his speech on last Sat- 
urday, which I still think was unjustified, especially by the 
Senator whom-I had every reason to think had for me the most 
kindly feeling. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. President, since Ihave been drawn 
into this debate to-day, perhaps itis but justice to myself, as well 
as justice to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CAREy], that I 
should say a word. 

In a very heated colloquial debate which occurred during the 
discussion on this bill when reference was made to not admitting 
the Senators from the States of Washington, Montana, and Wyo- 
ming, I stated in a general way that I considered two of those 
States as having no interest in the silver question, and, as I un- 
derstood it, the Senators representing those States were in favor 
of the repeal bill. In that heated colloquial discussion a very 
pointed question was put to me as to how I knew it, and, rather 
under excitement, I said I knew it from the Senators themselves. 
I regretted it the moment I said it, because I thought it was 
hardly just to those men for whom I claimed to speak. 

I desire to make that as an apology not only to the Senators 
from those States, but to the Senate. I told what was true. 
The Senator from Wyoming has never told me that he was going 
to vote for repeal, but in conversations which had occurred he 
was as earnest, as outspoken, as clear, and as intelligent on this 
subject as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], and I said 
what I did with the same confidence that I would if the position 
of the Senator from Ohio had been questioned. 

As to my proffering the vote of the Senator from Wyoming, 
that is saci absurd. As that Senator has shown here to-day, 
it is not necessary for anybody to speak for him, he can speak 
for himself, and he has the courage to vote for himself. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I shall not refer to the allusion 
of the Senator from Wyoming to the local affairs of Colorado. 

{ shall have no personal controversy with the Senator from 
Wyoming. The Senator reads from a magazine for the purpose 
of making the charge that the Senators from Colorado and Ne- 
vada had entered into some combination with reference to their 
votes on the force bill for votes in return on the silver bill, and 
when his attention is called to it by the Senator from Tennessee 
{[Mr. HARRIS], he says ‘‘ Oh, I have made no charge.” 

Mr. President, that would not go down before a justice of the 
peace, let alone the Senate. The Senator rose here for the pur- 
pose, the express purpose, of making that charge, and it would 
have been a good deal more manly if he had made it as a charge 
and not asan innuendo. Thatcharge has been made again and 
again. The Senator from Wyoming has heard it contradicted by 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber whose reputation at home 
and abroad are quite as good for truth and veracity as his. He 
knew that it had been contradicted by every one of the Senators 
to whom he alluded. He intended it foracharge. Ishall treat 
it as a charge, and the Senator will not escape by saying itis a 
magazine article. 

Mr. President, I want to say now, as I have previously stated, 
that long before the silver question came into the Senate for any 
action at that time, the Senators who were alluded to had an- 
nounced their position upon that bill—and the Senator from 
Wyoming knows that as well as I do—there was not a Senator 
on the other side of the Chamber who had not already commit- 
ted himself in favor of free coinage. What had we to trade? 
They were free-coinage men, as we were free-coinage men. We 
were opposed to the bill called the elections bill as they were op- 
posed to it; and as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] 
has done, I denounce here and now the statement that there 
was any trade or any arrangement or understanding, directly, 
indirectly, or in any other way, as without the slightest founda- 
tion in fact. 

Iam not going over my connection with the force bill. I an- 
nounced when it came into the Senate what my position was on 
it; but whether I had or had not, I supposed, acting upon the 
principle which the Senator himself lays down, I had a right to 
oppose it or support it. 

Mr. President, I want to repeat, once for all, that there is no 
truth in that statement. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, as the Senator from Wyoming 
{Mr. CAREY] has absolved me for what part I had taken in the 
discussion which has led up to this ripple on the surface of the 
_ Senate, I do not think it is necessary for me to go into it. 

“be Senator stated, as I understood him, that I had but said 
what was the truth. I did not attempt to define his position un- 
til after his position had been defined by another Senator. 

I could not, at any rate, have any personal controversy with 
the Senator from Wyoming. I served with that Senator in the 
other branch of Congress when he was representing his Terri- 
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tory there and I was representing the Territory of Idaho. 
sat side by side when our Territories became States of the U 
There is no better representative of Western interests on 
floor, or on the floor of the other House, than the Senator from 
Wyoming; and while I deeply regret that he does not, in my 
judgment, represent his people on this question, and whilo ] 
think it will be something that will come back to plague him ip 
after days, yet I know that he is following his conscience, that 
he is doing what he thinks is right. 

[ desire now tosay a few words in regard to the pending 
I do not like to get back to that dry and stale subject, for [ |x; 
the Senate has been much better entertained during the | st 
hour. [I presume unconditional repeal wil! pass the Senate, and 
the last prop will be stricken from under silver, and the issue 
more money will cease. I trust that those who have brou 
about this result arecomfortable and easy in their minds. The, 
have charged, and the metropolitan press has reiterated the 
statement, that nothing stands in the way of restored confidence 
and prosperity except the Sherman act. For that reason the, 
have refused any and all overtures looking to any financial leg- 
islation to accompany repeal. They have been determined to 
stand upon that plank alone. 

I should like to inquire, and should be pleased to know of the 
distinguished Senators who are pressing this measure to its 
passage, if they will now be content, or if they propose to bring 
in another bill for the relief of the country? In order to justify 
your action prosperity must come and abide with you. [If in 
the course of three or four months there should be distress and 
want and idle men, you can not charge it again to the tariff or 
some other legislation. The country has followed you once i: 
this. They will not be fooled by you again. 

It does not seem to me that prosperity can follow the con- 
traction of our currency which you have now inaugurated. If 
I am right what are you going to do? You can not borrow 
money by issuing gold bonds. That at best will be but a tempo- 
rary palliative. You cannotcontinue to borrow money and con- 
tinue to prosper. Unless permanent prosperity comes as the 
result of the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman law, 
you have deceived the people who will hold you to account. 

I subscribe to the doctrine of the greatest good to the greatest 
number. There are more people in the East than in the far 
West. If it were settled that one section must suffer in order 
that another may prosper, it is perhaps better that we should 
be the victims because there are fewer of us. 

I sincerely hope that unconditional repeal will light the fur- 
naces and make the spindles hum in Massachusetts, bringing 
joy and comfort to the laborers and their families, for it will en- 
force idleness and bring misery in Idaho. [I hope it will give 
peace and plenty in Louisiana, for gloom will settle down upon 
the hearthstones of brave and energetic families in Colorado. | 
trust that more of the good people of Connecticut will be enabled 
to properly clothe their children and give them the advantages 
of schools and churches, for many churches and schools will be 
closed in Montana, and many children will be left destitute. 

By this act you strike a sudden and cruel blow at the far West, 
and leave but little hope for the nearfuture. Unless great pros- 
perity comes to the wage-earners of the East there is no justifi- 
cation for it. If you have simply added to the wealth of the 
rich, you will be called to a fearful reckoning. We have the 
right to know what you intend doing after you shall have com- 
mitted this deed. We have a right to know now, in order that 
hope, the last vestige of brave souls, may not be destroyed. If 
you have added to the already heavy burden of the struggling 
masses and will not propose any relief at this time, I advise that 
this monetary question be made the issue in every campaign 
which is to follow. 

If you are irrevocably committed to a contraction of currency, 
every candidate for legislative office, whether for the lower 
branch or the upper branch of Congress, should be made to de- 
fine his position so clearly that he can not change his mini 
when he reaches Weshington. No matter whether the candi- 
date be a Republican, Democrat, Populist, or what not, he should 
be made to say whether or no he is for the free coinage of silver. 
If he proclaims that he is a bimetallist he should be forced to 
make known to the voters what he means by that term. [Every 
Senator on this floor avers that he is a bimetallist, yet many of 
them will vote for a contraction of the currency and to stop the 
purchase and coinage of silver. No one should be allowed to 
dodge or evade. 

If this is to be a fight of the money power against the labor- 
ing classes and the producers, the producers should use their 
sure and only weapon of defense, the ballot. The people have 
voted steadily for silver and an enlargement of the currency, 
yet they have deen disappointed in the result. They under- 
stand the issue now and should make their power felt. I think 
they will. 

I do not take as gloomy a view of the future for silver as do 
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some of my colleagues. The people will yet prevail. If the fight 
shall be made distinctively for free coinage, an overwhelming 
majority will be returned to both branches of Congress, which 
will not dare disobey the mandates of the people, nor will any 
President feel justified in opposing their will. When he does, 
then the outlook for the Republic will be dismal indeed. 

[ can be a Republican, and a consistent advocate of free coin- | 
age. So one can be a Democrat or Populist and be equally true 
to silver. While the provocation is great to resort to the ven- 
detta in politics, inasmuch as we have been stabbed in the house 
of our friends, I prefer to hold to my convictions on the other 
great questions while maintaining my convictions on the money 
question, relying on the good sense, judgment, and independence 
of the American people. 

So long as I am honored with a seat in this Chamber I shall 
continue this fight. I shall not cease thestruggle here until free | 
coinage shall prevail or I am no longer a member of the Senate. | 
lf any of my colleagues think that I have been unduly aggres- 
sive or lacking in the observances of proper conventionalities, 
they have buta faintappreciation of the misery which this act will | 
bring to my people. It is unjust and unmerited, and will rankle | 
in their souls, but they will bear it with an equanimity worthy of 
the brave spirits who have subdued the frontier, founded States, | 
and benefited mankind by their energy and self-denial. 

What they will do temporarily I know not, nor can I bear to | 
contemplate the near future which is in store for them. [f you 
could imagine every manufactory in New Jersey, Connecticut, 
or Massachusetts closed suddenly and without warning; if you 
could imagine the commerce in New York City destroyed; if you 
could imagine the coal fields of Pennsylvania or the granite quar- 
ries of New England shut down without one hour's warning be- 
ing given to those whoare dependent upon these great industries 
to prepare for the change, you would then have but a faint idea 
of the effect of your action upon the people of ourcountry. You 
paralyzethem. Yetthey will continue to be manly, self-reliant, 
honest, patriotic, and charitable. Their difficulties will be in- 
creased and multiplied, but they will meet and overcome them. 
They will neither whine, nor beg, nor starve, but will stand more 
erect and with clearer consciences than many a one who strikes 
this eruel and unexpected blow. 

Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, Igave notice on Saturday after- 
noon last of an amendment that I desired to propose. If it is 
now in order, I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

Mr. PASCO. It isin the nature of a substitute for the bill. 
Tam aware that until the bill shall be perfected a substitute will 
not be inorder. Therefore, if there are any other amendments 
which Senators desire to propose, they can proceed. If there 
are none other I desire to offer my substitute at this time, and 
ask that it be read. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave another amendment which I desire 
to offer for the reduction of the gold in our gold coinage 25 per | 
cent. I ask that the amendment be read at the desk, and then I 
shall give a word of explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill the fol- 
lowing: 


That the gold coinsof the United States shall bea one-dollar piece, aquarter 


eagle or two-and-a-half-dollar piece, a three-dollar piece, a half eagle or five- 


dollar piece, an eagle or ten-dollar piece, and a double eagle or twenty-dollar 


} 


piece; and the weight of standard gold of the gold dollar shall be 19.35 grains; | 


of the quarter eagle or two-and-a-half-dollar piece, 48.375 grains; of the three- 


| 
| 


dollar piece, 58.05 grains; of the half eagle or five-dollar — 96.75 grains; | 


of the eagle or ten-dollar piece, 193.50 grains; of the double eagle or twenty- 


dollar piece, 387 grains, which coins shall be a legal tender in all payments | 


at their nominal value. 


Mr. STEWART. 
statisticians that in Europe and America, as well asin Asia, gold 
has appreciated in the last twenty years at least 50 per cent; 
also that such appreciation is the result, to a great extent if not 
wholly, of the legislation against silver, legislation dispensing 
with the use of silver, thereby throwing an additional demand 
upon gold and enhancing its value. 

It has been suggested in many of the arguments that improved 
appliances of production had occasioned a portion of the fall in 
the prices of commodities and of the advance in the price of 
gold. That, however, was seriously combatted, so far as the 
staple articles are concerned, and I think successfully; but the 
statistics of China, where there has been no improved method of | 
production, and where transportation and production are con- 
ducted in the same manner as they were a thousand years ago, 
we find the same appreciation of gold. 
_ Ido not propose to right the entire wrong, but an increase of 
00 per cent in the obligations of all existing contracts, which 
amounts to an enormous sum, to many thousand millions of dol- | 
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coin 50 per cent, we reduce it 25 per cent, we shall grant a just 
relief to that extent, and a very necessary relief if justice is to be 
maintained in this country. No person will arig 
plain, because the obligations or bonds of the United States are 
payable in gold or silver coin of stanéard value of July 14, 1870 


have ht tocom- 


There is an abundance of silver coin to meet those obligations, and 
if there were not, there is gold enough already coined for that 
purpose. So far as the equity between the debtor and creditor 


4 
is concerned, certainly this is a measure of justice 

[ offer this amendment entirely on my own resp 
ing consulted noSenator about it. Idonot know that any 
tor except myself will vote for it; but I ask that the Se 
low me to have the yeas and nays so that I may record 
vote in favor of this measure of justice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada. [Putting the questi 
The noes have it and the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. STEWART. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 
nays upon the amendment. 


14) 


nsidlil 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection the order 
for the yeas and nays will be withdrawn. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the Senator from Florida 


[Mr. PASCO] has an amendment which he desires to offer. If 
there is no other amendment pending, his amendment will be in 
order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
pending. 

Mr. PASCO. | ask that my proposed amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 


There is no other amendment 


SECTION 1. That a commission, to be composed of three citizens of the 
United States, shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to ascertain and determine by the Ist day Jan 
uary next the fair and just ratio between the actual and intrinsic values of 
silver and gold, as a basis for the future coinage of silver, as hereinafter pro- 


vided, without discrimination against either metal or charge for coinage, 
30 that the dollar unit of coinage of both metals may be of equal a and 
intrinsic value. And the said commission shall report to the Secretary of 
the Treasury the result reached by them as soon as practicable after the date 
hereinbefore named, and he shall thereupon fix and determine the weight of 
pure and standard silver to be contained in the silver dollar, authorized to 


be coined by this act, according to the said report; and the said silver dol 
lars so authorized and thereafter coined shall beof the standard and weight 
thus fixed and determined by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. Thatthe coins mentioned inthe previous section shall have on them 
the devices and superscriptions provided forcoins of like denomination now 
coined, and shall be legal tender at their nominal value for all debts and 
dues, public and private, except when otherwise expressly stipulated by con 
tract; and any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at the mints of 


the United States to be coined into dollars of the fineness and weight fixed 
in accordance with the provisions of the first section of this act 

SEc. 3. That any holder of the coins authorized by this act may, after 
the ist day of March, 1894, deposit the same with the Treasurer or any as- 
sistant treasurer of the United States in sums of not less than #10, and 
receive therefor certificates of not less than $10 each, corresponding with 


the denominations of the United States notes. The coin deposited or rep- 
resenting the certificate shall be retained in the Treasury for the payment 
of the same on demand. Said certificates shall be receivable for customs, 
taxes, and all public dues, and when received may be reissued 

Sec. 4. That the silver bullion deposited for coinage purposes under the 
provisions of this act shall be subject to the requirements of existing law 
and the regulations of the mint service governing the methods of determin 
ing the amount of pure silver contained and the amount of charges or de 
ductions, if any, to be made. 

SEc. 5. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, within two years from 
and after the passage of this act, cause all the silver dollars of the United 
States heretofore minted, as well as the Treasury notes issued under the 


| law of July 14, 1890, to be withdrawn from circulation by exchanging the 


Mr. President, it has been demonstrated by 


same, or causing the same to be exchanged at their nominal value for silver 
certificates of like denominations, representing silver coins of the weight 
and fineness provided by this act; and the silver certificates thus issued 
shall be in all respects similar to those provided for in the preceding sec- 
tion, and shall like them be receivable for customs, taxes, and public dues, 
and when received may be reissued; and that on and after the expiration of 
the two years above mentioned all the silver dollars as well as the Treasury 
notes issued under the law of July 14, 1890, shail cease to be legal tender 

Sec. 6. That all silver dollars coined prior to the passage of this act shall 
be recoined as early as practicable into coins of the same denomination of 
the weight and fineness authorized by section 1 of this act 


Sec. 7. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to adopt 
such rules and regulations, in accordance with the coinage laws of the United 
States, as may be necessary to enforce the provisions of this act 


Sec. &. That asum sufficient to carry out the provisions of this actis hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Sec. 9. That the act entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bul 
lion and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purpos¢ ap 
proved July 14, 1890, and all other acts and parts of acts authorizing the pur 
chase of silver bullion for the purpose of coining the same intosilver dollars 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. PASCO. I desire the attention of the Senate for a few 


lars, is manifestly unjust. I think if we now redress a part of | moments while I explain my amendment. 


the wrong, and, instead of reducing the amount of gold in gold 





Mr. President, I stated in my speech on the 27th of September 
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the views which I hold on this glver question, 
substitute has been drawn up for the purpose of carrying out 
these views. Ido not propose now to go over the entire sub- 
ject, but will very briefly explain the purpose of my proposed | 
amendment, which is a substitute for theentire bill reported by 
the majority of the Committee on Fin nce. 

[ had hoped that the minority of the committee would pro- | 
pose some way of carrying out the views of the Democratic party 
as expressed in their platform at Chieago. I had hoped that if 
they did not doso, some other Senator more experienced than | 
myself in these financial questions would havedone so. Asthat | 
has not been done I have thought it proper, before a final vote 
shall be taken, that some proposition should be submitted to the 
Senate to carry out the views expressed in our national plat- 
form. 

This amendment proposes to treat silver exactly as gold is | 
treated under existing laws, as one of the money metals of the | 
country. It provides for its free coinage. 

The difficulty to be encountered is the question of ratio. It | 
recognizes the jact that the former ratio between silver and gold, | 
which existed prior to 1873, has changed in consequence of the 
hostile legis!ation directed against it, and that it is necessary to | 
ascertain what the ratio between gold and silver as money metals 
is before we can resume the free coinage of the latter metal. 

it fixes the time for the commencement of the resumption of 
the coinage as the Ist of March next. 

lt reeognizes the fact that establishing silver as one of the 
money metals of the country will increase its value, and a com- 
mission is to be appointed, by the terms of the proposed amend- 
ment, to ascertiin what that increase will be, and what the true | 
ratio will be botween gold and silver, after the coinage privilege 
is restored to silver, by the lst day of January next, and to give 
to the country the benefit of the increment when the free coin- 
age of silver is resumed. 

[t proposes to do this by a commission. I see no better way 
of ascertaining this ratio than through a commission. This 
commission is to be appointed by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate; and after this ratio shall have 
been ascertained by this commission, whose report is to be made 
as soon as practicable after the lst of January next, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is to fix the weight of the dollar that is to 
be coined alter that time, so that the dollar of silver will have 
the sume actual value as the dollar of gold. It will be worth 
100 cents in each instance, according to the market value of sil- 
ver. It will make a silver dollar anda gold dollar of equal 
value if the commission reports the proper and true relation. 

L submit the amendment for the purpose of bringing about a 
correct ratio between silver and gold as coin m -tals and fixing 
the value of the two kinds of dollars, of gold and silver, so that 
they may be worth exactly the same. 

The arrangements made in the other sections of the proposed 
substitute make it a complete system of itself; but lam not going 
at this late hour of the day to explaineach sectionof the bill. It 
offers a complete coinage system. The last section repeals the 
entire act known as theSherman act. I believe, Mr. President, 
that this is in aecord with the views laid down by the Democratic 
party in its platform at Chicago; I believe also that it is in har- 
mony with the views laid down by the Republicans in their plat- 
form at Minneapolis. If we are ever going back to the free coin- 
age of silver, if we are ever going back tothe time when dollars 
in silver and dollars in gold are to be of equal, actual, and in- 
trinsic value, we must establish some such system as this. 

With these few remarks, I submit my proposed substitute, and 
ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. COCKRELLAwhen his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who is nec- 
essarily absent. The Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. Vilas] is 
paired with the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL]. 


This proposed | 
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| and desired me to announce his pir. 
| how made he stands paired with the Senator from A] 
| MORGAN]. 

| will suffice. 


| Aldrich, 


| VOORHEES], who is not now present in the 
| anxious, having charge of the pending bill, to complete the 
| this evening, and I think he has so notified all on the 





An exchange of pairs has been made, and now the Senator from 
Iowa stands piired with the junior Senator from Oregon, and 
the Senator from Wiseonsin and I will vote. I vote ‘*‘ yea.” 

Mr. GRAY (when hisname was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from California{Mr. WHITE]. That pair has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], 
and I vote “nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). Returning from 
a short absene.s, I find I have been paired with the Senator from 
Alabama |Mr. MORGAN]. I do not see him in the Chamber. If 
he were present, I should vote ** nay.” 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGAN] 
requested me to announce that he had been called from the Sen- 
ate by indisposition. Therefore I suppose his pair will stand 
with the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I shall not vote. 
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Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I am pair 


| the Senator from North Dakota{Mr. HaNsBRouanH). [| 


present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). 1; 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDoN]. If he w 
ent, | should vote “‘ nay.” 

Mr. VILAS (when his name was called). f hay: 
pair with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MrrcHr.y). 
has been transferred to the Senator from Iowa [Mr 
who is absent. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. C 
paired with the Senator from Iowa[Mr. WILSON]. 1 
from Georgia would vote “‘yea” if he were present and 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senatorfrom Florida {Mr. P 
is in charge of pairs on the other side, informs me t 
with the Senator from Alabama |Mr. MorGAN] ha 


| ferred to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON], 


me at liberty to vote. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under that arrangement 
to vote, and record my vote in the negative. 

Mr. PASCO. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. ( 
been called away from the city by business of urgent 
Under the aa 


I shall not repeat the announcement to 


The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 47; as fol 


YEAS—20. 
Hunton, 
Irby, 
Jones, Ark 
Martin, 
Pasco, 
NAYS—?i7 

McMillan, Ranson 
McPherson Roach 
Minderson, Sherman 
Mills, Smitt 
Mitchel, Wis. oq uire 
Morrill, Stockbri 
Murphy Tury 
Peffer, V las, 
Pettigrew Voorhees 
Piatt, Wa 1 
Proctor, White, La 
Quay, 

NOT VOTING 

Palmer, 

Power, 

Shoup, 


Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Butler, 
Cameron, 


Cockrell, 
Coke, 
Daniel, 
Faulkner, 
Harris, 


George, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill 
Hoar, 
Kyle, 
Lindsay, 
Lodge, 


Alien, 
Brice, 
Caffery, 
Qamden, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 

Lx ph, 
Frye, 
Gallinger, 
-18. 
Allison, 
Call, 
Chandler, 
Colquitt, Stewart 
Dubois, Teller, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada addressed the Senate in continuat 
the speech begun by him on the l4th instant. After 
spoken one hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nevada yield 
sire to suggest that it is now twenty minutes after 6 o clock 
it suits the Senator from Nevada to yield, I should like to1 
that the Senate adjourn until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Arkansas in 1 
chair). Does the Senator from Nevada vield for that purpose: 

Mr. JONES of Nevad.. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I make that motion. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I hope the Senator from Tennessee w 
not make the motion. I know the Senator from Ind:ana{) 
thambe, is v 


White, ¢ 
Wilsor 
Wok 


Gordon, 
Hansbrough 
Jones, Nev. 
Mitchell, Oregon 
Morgan 


Therefore I hope the Senator will not make the motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, [ am as earnest as the 
tor from West Virginia or the Senator from Indiana to e: 
struggle, but the clock indicates that it is twenty minute: 
6. | donot think thit we are required to sit here to unre 
able hours in order to complete the decree already unc 
by all people. Iam not inclined to move that the Senat 
a recess, for ourrecords show that everything has been on 
17th of October which has been transacted in the Senat 
to-day; but I think the Senate ought to adjourn, and \ 
meet here to-morrow and I hope dispos> of the pending bi 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senater from Tennessee allo 
to make a suggestion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Ina moment. 

Mr. MORRILL. Before the Senator makes the 
wish to make a suggestion. 

Mr. HARRIS. [I hope that the Senate will adjourn, an 
the REcoRD show the exact fact in respect of our action. 
I will hear the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish tomake the suggestion whether w 


mot! 





Lets 
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ee hae a r 
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: ‘ 
may not be able to agree that the question shall be taken to- 


morrow at 1 o'clock on the bill. 

~ Mr. HARRIS. I have no authority to answer for anyone but 
myself. L have been ready for days, | am ready now, I shall be 
at all times to take a final vote upon this question, but the 
tice we have adopted of taking a recess, and letting our 


ie 


prac . - , 
Ry ORD show that every act of the Senate has been of the date 
‘the 17th of October when not of that day, but of many other 


Ov! . . - . 
is utterly absurd. Iam notin favor myself of presenting 


stacle to action on the bill, but I move that the Senate now 
adjourn until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 
~ Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

vir. FAI LKNER. If the Senator from 
me, just before—— 

Mr. HARRIS. I will permit the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from T 
nessee Withdraw the motion to adjourn: 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Temporarily? 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, I withdraw it for the 
the Senator from West Virginia. 

ir. FAULKNER. | stand that the Senator 
his motion temporarily to let me reply to the suggestion of the 
Senatorfrom Vermont. I am satisiied that no agreement can 
be made for a vote at any particular time. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no possibility of such an agreement 

Mr. FAULKNER. I have myself so learned from individual 
Sen: nd therefore the whole question is whether we shall 
complete the bill to-night. As I stated before the Senator from 
Indiana came in, who has charge of the measure, I know it is 
his desire and purpose, if he has 1e majority at his back, to 
finish the consideration of the bill before an adjournment or a 
recess. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, | withdrew my motion in def- 
erence to the wish of the Senator from West Virginia, but 

Mr. MORRILL. Ishall withdraw my suggestion entirely. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is 6 o'clock and 25 minutes. I do not choose 
to sit here later. There is time todecide this question. There 
has been no disposition indicated to postpone it. I move 
the Senate adjourn until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. HILI Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
nessee again withdraw his motion? 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw it in order that th 
New York—— 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. 
der. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee, that the Senate adjourn until to- 
morrow at ll o'clock. (Putting the question.) ‘The noes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. 


ua 


lennessee will permit 


of hearing 


DUrposes 


withdraws 


unas 


tors, ¢ 


t] 
| 


that 


Does the Senator from Ten- 


Senator from 


WASHBURN, and others. Recular or- 


Mr. President, I withdrew the motion. 
Mr. VOORHEES. May I say one word? 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdrew the motion in order that the Sen- 
ator from New York might express his opinion, but if— 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to say one word? 

Mr. HARRIS. But if the question is to be determined, it 
shall be determined upon the yeas and nays on the demand o! 
one-fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from 
der in debating a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HARRis. The Senator from 
order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Tennessee is out of or- 
der in debating a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING Or FICER. The Chair desires to say- 

Mr. HARRIS. I call the Senator from Indiana to order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Nobody knows as well asthe Senator from 
Tennessee that he is out of order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam not out of order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. _ He knows he is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
to be in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. I yielded to the Senator from West Virginia 
to make a suggestion and withdrew the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires in justice to 
himself to say that he did not understand the Senator from Ten 
hnessee whe» he withdrew his motion to adjourn. The Chiir 
thought the motion was still pending, and therefore put th« 
question, but if there was no motion made the Chair was in error 
in that res;ect, and of course the vote goes for naught. The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say one word by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn in order 
that the Senator from Indiana may be heard. 


Tennessee is out of or- 


not out of 


a: : 
Lennessee is 


‘appeais to penators 


Cha 








) h — 2 wor +4Py 
mn here a long tin 


Mr. VOORHEES. We have b» 


take but a little while now to conclude our business and put t 
whole contest behind us—not over three-quarters of an ho 
the outside. I have said all day, d I say now, not in an 
reasonable spirit, butin the m at spirit in the world, 
I desire a vote on this quest befors ea yun ind if a ma 
jority of the Senate will stay with me for the next h ( 
the discussion is ended, we shal { tro ind t it 
behind us. I trust that nobody desires to go a ! 
< ire imstances 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, this has been a very 
troversy, a controversy that affect 10 interests of evet 
ic n citi I upon ¢ si of i ca it ( 
luence hav serted ont | pov pon th 
of which nine-tenths of the A peo} a 
italistic influence. Thi itroversy will be ended 
capit ic influence 
\ JONES of Nevada. Mr. President 
HARRIS I shall interpose no dil tio 
| PRESIDING OFFICER. T Senator Ne 
cdr the Chair. TheS ) ( ‘Tenness ( 
dk . oc iple | » floor t e ¢ t ; of the S 
HARRIS ThesS ym N \ LS ¢ t 
loo iclded to m the © Vevada 
I Vi a 
‘Mr. JONES of Nevada i sho dl to 
me Dut Dn minutes to finish w tt hav 1 Sit) 
Mr. HARRIS. I yield, of course EC LI Loeccupied thi Or 
b the cour sy of the Senator f: n N i 
TONES of Nevad | yey much ol to t ‘ 
t rom T : 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ne 
proceed, 
and concluded t 


Mr. JONES of Nevada resumed 


See Appendix.] 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, | shall occupy ab 
minutes of the time of the Senate, and no more. [do not fi 
that 1 should have performed all of my duty in this g t d 
cussion if | did not enter once more my protest against the 
suge of the pending bill, which, in my humble judgment, ist 
crowning infamy of this century. 

\ir. President, | voted against most of the amendm« 
posed because they discriminate against silver, H thes 
amendments been proposed by the other side and at the b 


ning of the debite, I would 

nothing better could have been secured. | might have « 

sented to vote for them, beciuse in that event they w Lh 
me tous in a spirit of fairness could not have dé 


the sincerity of their advocates. 


have considered it carefully, 


Cast 


ind We 


But hey did not come to us in that way. The friends of th 
bill are oppos d to any and toallamendments. When the Dem 
oecratic members of the Senate, by a majority of 37 to 7, agreed 


upon a compromise bill to be subsiituted for the committee's 
bill, and when everybody believed an adjustment of party differ 
enees was at hand and that the end of dispute wus near, the 
Executive veto was published in advance, the hopes of part: 
unity vanished in the gloom of despair, a majority was silenc 
and the Administration was compeiled to accept the aid « 
publican Senators in order to avoid utter and ignominious d 


it the hands of the men who placed it in power 
[ would not have voted for that propos eompromi l fo 
nuch the same reason that I did not vote for the 
[ refer to it only to show the imperious spirit in whic! fe bi 
rust upon us and the hv ughtiness with which the rt 
to compromise Was Cast : side by the President. 
Ir. President, | wish to reneat a statement made int 


part of t discussion, that the movement which brought thi 
detestable and destructive measure here is the crowning inf 
f the century. Party traditions hid to be ignored in ‘order to 
give it intr clit here, and the convictions of a etu had 
to be vic te rder to give it support. Of the 44 D 
Senators only 7 favor unconditional repeal, and at least 3 of tl 
7 bas ways untli r CeOntuy been free-coin ( ] 

Party platforms declare for bimetallism, b the Senat 

ses to establish monometallism: parties declare in favor of 
pre ing parity between the money metals, and the Senate 
throws one of them overboard to find its price level in the open 

with wheat and corn and cotton; partiesdeclare in favor 

oO eser'ving and maintainins the equal value and purchasing 


power of all the different classes of our currency circulation, but 
when a proposition is submitted to incorporate the party pledges 
with law, it has not support enough in the Senate to se 

und for a yea-andgnay vote upon it. TheS 


ana, chairman of the Finance Committee, 


ond a 
nator from Indi- 
who has charge of the 


aem 
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bill, told us Saturday that he does not intend to be bound by his | We have within ourselves every element of the power nee 
votes in opposition to amendments proposed to the bill. He voted | to throw off the yoke. We need only to husband our reso, 
against a free-coinage amendment; he voted against a limited- | and organize our voters. This sixty days’ debate has un) 
coinage amendment; he voted against each and all the other | the power which oppresses. We now see the hand that 
amendments. And he says he will not be bound by these votes. | us. Money is king! 
Mr. President, he will be bound by them. He can not escape Money alone of all things has a value set upon it and 
the responsibility. What the Senator has said in this debate is | tained by law. Its owners are permitted to lend it at , 
not lost, nor will it be dissipated by time. The record is made | interest many times higher than the average net profits, 
and it will remain. No recantation will ever satisfy either him- | It is usury, in one form or another, that is transferring 
self or the people at large, for his present course has been de- | from the people who produce it to those who earn nothi. 
liberntely chosen. He marked it out for himself. The brief This debate has disclosed the falsehoods of old party» 
sketch of that Senator’s life, as it appears in the Congressional | and the hollowness of old party promises, and it has bro 
Directory, shows that his great speech in favor of the free coin- | light the secret forces of party patronage. 
age of silver money, delivered in this Chamber on the 14th day The great manufacturers, the great railroad manage 
of January, 1878, endeared him more than ever to the good peo- | great bankers, the stockjobbers, the brokers, the usu 
ple of Indiana, and they gave testimony of their good will by | all classes that feed and fatten on the profits of other men’ 
greatly increasing his party strength at the next election. That | these are for the passage of this bill. 
speech was a powerful philippic against the classes that he even The senior Senator from New Jersey Saturday said that + 
now charges with manufacturing the panic which brought us | honor of this victory of the money power over the people 
here at this unusual time. That speech has not been excelled at | shared jointly by the President of the United States 
any time in invective and in virwent denunciation. From the | senior Senator from Ohio. Who will want to deny the . 
mouth of a Populist such aspeech would condemn him as an An- | ness of the prediction? Who is there to dispute the fitn 
archist. those two distinguished men to enjoy this inheritance? [{ ; 
The speech referred to will be found on pages 331 and 338 of | can extract any consolation out of the indignation and m 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, under date of January 15, 1878. | tionsof an outraged people, in the name of God let them h 
I shall not detain the Senate long enough to read even the two We have seen that all the great industries which have 
paragraphs which I have marked, but will ask permission of the | encouraged and protected by the Government, and all th 
Senate to incorporate them in my remarks. agencies for extracting profits that have been permitted t: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. _Is there objection to the request of | up among us, have taken sides against the people. \\; 
the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. seen that wherever the Government has been most lavish in it 
The extracts referred to are as follows: expenditures, wherever it has done most to foster and de\ 
In far distant times generations now unborn while examining the sources industry and commerce there is the most powerful combi 
of the burdens that have descended to them will read the charge made in this | against every demand of the people whose labor is co n 
ree ee Senator from Indiana, that a combination of stock job- | pouring trade through the channels of commerce. What 
maonay, waccesster - thundered at these doors, and fnally drove ios Govern: called the ‘ business interests have all the care of Cong 
ment into the mose stupendous act of bad faith and legalized robbery ever | and these ‘‘ business interests” are the personal interests of 
rracticed upon any people since the dawn of history. Five hundred mil- few hundred speculators on the commercialexchanges. We] 
lions made by the great operators and five hundred miliions lost to the plow | uncovered the banking system and shown its defects, its 
And yet the authors, the instigators, the abettors of this crime, and the and its dangerous tendencies. 
Laehowin arygat ple ob gs ge noe meager be Pte Beem Coal Bee ane of re- We have seen that the Government is in partnership with t! 
NIdIATION, 8 B PS, Sta P, § - 2° nN , ‘ } - ‘ 
Pudiators. beceune they believe that a contract for the benefit of the people banks; that the Treasury Department, is a member of the 
should be held as sacred as one for the benefit of the bondholder. Sir, for- | York bank clearing house; that public moneys have be 
pearance 7 ees eee eee = have - onenee posited by millions in national-bank depositories when there 
eos alike can not wabends any loner to tnsuls added to later. to whelsenle no need of it. We have seen that high promsum has been | 
calumny added to national plunder. In some countries the habit prevails by the Government for its own bonds; that interest has b 


of building a cairn, a = of stones, to mark the spot where some tragic | vanced on bonds not due, and that these premiums and ad 


event has happened. o let the American taxpayers, whenever the act of : ain ¢ ws] ae 3 sim syye 4 
March, 1869, fe cited each cast a stone upon it to mark or in American of inter est have amounted to more than a hundred amenton ¢ 
history where repudiation began, and where the rights of the people were lars. We have seen that banks have been conducted in o 


mercilessly and treacherously slaughtered. violation of law, with the knowledge of all men, with th: 

* ° * . ° . * tion and approval of the Administration, and with the op 
And in every form is watch the English janguage can be used the Ameri- | dorsement of the Senate. We have seen that these ‘‘b 

can people, and especially the ople of the West, have been notified, not | ; . 9? ae metutaen ate niin ¢ . 

that tbelr consent will be asked, but that they will be compelled to submit interests” are to be protec ted at all hazards, and that no a 

to the legisiation which results in this British system of baronial landed es- | from the wealth producers is to be heard. 

tates, a a tenantry and ag: ted are a ghes bar pep momen Sir, I Mr. President, we insist on the use of both gold and silver 

have no word of menace to utter on this floor, but, in behalf of every laborer ale: ur, w nine “aaly ss rms 

and every owner of the soil whom I represent, I warn all such as value their money metals; we V ant both coined fre ely and on € qual tern 

investments that when these doctrines of despotism are sought to be enfored | Without discrimination in favor of or against either metal, jus 


this fair land will again be convulsed in agony, and the fires of liberty will | as the Jaws provided before the rule of the money-managers be- 


blaze forth again, as they did a hundred years ago, in defense of the natural . ‘ m fou - ‘ . +} 
rights of man. May the wisdom of our fathers and the benignity of our | $22- To assent to some form of compromise, if proposed by t 
God avert such an issue; but if it shall come, if infatuation has seized our | friends of the bill, might not be inappropriate, for it would be 
councils, the result will only add one more instance to the long catalogue | a concession on both sides and mightresultin good. But topro- 
of human crime and folly, where avarice, like ambition, overleaps itself, and nose and urge a proposition less than we are entitied to when wv: 


in its unholy attempt to rob others of their possessions loses its own. cnow it will be rejected with scorn is to place ourselves in th 

Mr. PEFFER. No, Mr. President, the men towhom the peo- | attitude of suppliants at the feet of power. 
ple justly looked for help in this great struggle with the most Mr. President, I represent a constituency that is not craven, 
powerful and dangerous influence among men, will be held to a | and they would despise their representative if he were such. 
strict accountability for the part they have taken here. Kansas was born in the dawn of the last cevolution; she stand 

Mr. President, we all listened with profound sympathy tothe | in the vanguard of this. Her beautiful prairies are populate 
pathetic words of the senior Senator from Colorado Friday, and | by an industrious and heroic people. Within the time of : 
to the foreeful eloquence of his colleague the next day. They | generation they have conquered a wilderness and planted the 
described pictures which they saw—invisible fingers painting in | highest and best form of civilization there. They have don 
the future. My heart goes out to them in this hour of darkness. | more than any equal number of men in the same length of time 
But brave men as they are, strong and full of courage, they know | anywhere on earth. Their achievements have no paralle! in 
that all is not lost. hey are big enough tosee beyond the hori- | the history of settlement. Misfortunes do not discourage t)iem: 
zon of their own State. They look far enough to see the fertile | they are ready for any emergency. They are brave men; they 
fields of Kansas, of Nebraska, the Dakotas, and of all the great | hate cowards and loathe traitors. They have not yet bartered 
country, and they know that the vast armies of toilers in every | their birthright, and they do not now propose to compromise 
department of industry must suffer with the miners all the evils | with wrong. 
which follow the legislation of this session of Congress. Silver Kansas will take care of herself, sir. With her sisters, North, 
mining is but part, and asmall parteven, of the mining industry; | South, East, and West, in the valleys of the greatest rivers o! 
and miners can soon adjust themselves to changed conditions. the continent, we furnish the larger part of our foreign com- 

But farmers are tied to the soil. They must stay in and take | merce—and it matters not to us where our customers for tis 
what comes. Their homes are at stake. surplus dwell. 

Agricultural communities will suffer most from what of evil is If our trade is of no consequence to our Eastern neighbors, we 
in store for the country. But let me say to miners, to farmers, | have good easement to the south of us. We canshorten the dis- 
and to all the rest of our toiling millions we need not long en- | tance to foreign markets and cheapen the cost of transport«tion 
dure the burdens which this legislation places on our shoulders. | by shipping our surplus products through ports on the Gulf of 
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Mexico. We now have vast areas of fertile lands undere 
tion, With a rapidly increasing population; and year by year we 
re increasing the amount of our contributions to the commerce 
of the world. An interstate railway from North Dakota to Gal- 
veston Bay would drain a great region that now sends its trade 
across the Mississippi River eastward on its way to Liverpool 
and London. We shall soon be able to reclaim the semiarid 
lal nds west of us and populate them with small farmers whose 
labor will add to our output. 
r lands produce cotton 
oan in the manufacture of cloth and corcage. 
etter region for the growth of sheep and wool 
ber, iron, coal, lead, zinc, copper, tin, silver, and gold. South- 
ern iron and cotton cloth are produced as cheaply as anywhere; 
and lumber can be made without the aid of duties on the foreign 
Surely if our trade is not wanted East we can manage 
in afew years to accommodate ourselves to that state of fact. 
We have votes enough to change the financial policy of the Gov- 
ernment and get rid of the usurer and extortioner, when money 
ill be abundant and ready on call to move the crops and meet 
our pecuniary obligations. 
We shall always. be able to take care of ourselves, and now 


and flax and other fibrous plants, 
There is no 
We have tim- 


pr ljuct. 


that we have notice served upon us that the interests of the 
money centers of the East are more important than the commerce 
of the West and South, we need not further trouble ourselves 


bout protective tariffs nor tariffsforrevenue. Ifrich men have 

determined that this Government was estab! ished for their bene- 

fit, let them bear the burdens of national taxation. Let t: 

duties be levied only on luxuries, let the rest of the needed rev- 

enues for Government uses be raised by taxes on large lande 
ates and on incomes above the line of a fair living. 


wi ft 


1s, Mr. President, God reigns and the Republie will live to 
encourage and to bless mankind. The law of progress will 
pel us forward and we shall rise as we go. But we must contend 


through storms 
it is at hand 
who does not see a 


with all the powers of evil. Evolution comes 
and wreckage. <A great struggle now approaches 
even now. His horizon is narrow, indeed, 
mighty people rising. 

Mr. STEWAR Mr. President, the die iscast. The surrepti- 
tious and fraudulent actof 1873 demonetizing silver is ratified and 
confirmed. The gold kings are victorious. The labors of their 
champion, the Senator from Ohio |Mr. SHERMAN], at the Paris 
conference in 1867 and in the Halls of Congress in 1873, to destroy 
the people’s money arecrowned with success. The repeal of 

ctalready nullified by Executive usurpation is decreed to exoner- 
ate the Secretary of the Treasury from the consequences of an 
open violation of law in refusing to purchase the four and one-half 
million ounces of silver per month commanded by the act of 18!) 
he interest on Gladstone’s growing fabric of bonded debt 
heretofore ‘*‘ unxnown in the history of the world” may now a 
sorb the wealth of America. The allied power of bonds and 
national banks has won a great victory. 

The Trojan horse of the gold kings, bedecked with flaming 
banners upon which were inscribed, ‘‘ Democracy,” “ Bimeta!- 
lism,” ‘* Local Self-Government,” ‘‘ Reduction of Taxation,” and 
“Civil-Service Reform,” to conceal the monometallic guns of 
concentrated money and bonds, made a triumph: il entrance into 
the nation’s capital. The people opened wide the gates, and mil- 
lions sang hosanna to ‘‘Greeks bearing gifts.” 

And all the people came up after 
and rejoiced with great joy, so that 

A day of jubilee was proclaimed and a Democratic national 
love feast prepared. The new recruits and the scar-worn vet- 
erans of the Democracy from every State and Territory in this 
broad land made haste to reach the festive board of Federal 
patronage. 

Armed Greeksfrom out the Trojan horse blocked every avenue 
of approach to all who bore true allegiance to the people's cause. 
Jeffersonian and Jacksonian Democrats retired with shame, while 
the Hessians, recruited for plunder and spoils, feasted and made 
merry at the national banquet and swore allegiance to the 
prophet of Wall street. 

The veteran Greeks,re"nforced by camp-followers, office-seek 
ers, national banks, a venal and other agents of the gold 
trust, rallied under the banner of the prophet of false pretense 
and hypocrisy, and gave battle for concentrated capital against 
labor and prodution. 

They have captured the fort and dispersed the defenders of 
the people. But, unlike ancient Troy, W. ashington is not the 
only stronghold of the American people. The be strayal and cap- 
ture of the White House and the two Houses of Congress is not 
the end of the war. There are other cities and other ar in 
this country besides those who rule in Wall street and at the 
capital of the nation. The honeyed words, the false promises, 
and the glittering banners of the gold aristocracy have lost their 
power of deception. The experiment of the Trojan horse which 


os 
ips: 


pes 


him, and the people piped with pi; 
the earth rent with the sound of them 


press, 
i 
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The people will 


was successful in 1892 will fail in 1894 and 1896. 
‘beware of Greeks bearing gifts.” 


The next campaign will be fought in the open field, with no 
traitors in the army that will do battle for justice and equal 


rights. Secret foes will be discovered, exposed, and drummed 








out ofcamp. If the tentacles of the national banks have ex- 
tended into the two Houses of Congress they will be cut loose, 
and freedom of action secured for the representative he 
people. No Wall street gener il will lead the « querin s 

The race of Jackson and Lincoln is not extinct, and a oO 
the people will be found. The independence of the co’ inate 
departments of the Government will be restors The ( 
sentatives of the ople in both Houses cf Co eress W 
laws to secure justic nd equal rights without Executive ter- 
ference. No command will come from the other end 
Avenue to destroy the people’s money and subject the m to 
the rule of analien gold trust. Financial i dep ence ¢ t 
Bri nd all other reign powers W ill be dex red and mai 
tained at any sacrifice and at all hazards 

The te mpora y victory of avari ind fraud 10b on 
which Wi not be forgotten The } eo the Unit - é 
ha e met a overco ( ii » Ss ( I ( i ‘ 
tion to thei rand march to freedon ( 

They must now gvrappl \ h t € I St dal ‘ h I 
sidic Ss i 1OsT ( OF thw i i x 
pelled to contend—the power of concentrated « tral it ; 
most dingerous, bees its weapons are the 1 
sidious, beec.use its method -s t dthe 1 t? 

bee ‘ S soulles nd deaf to th roans of it l I 

( nt i cu 1 must b ( a. 7 ‘ of 
Ccl\ l ! t ce to sl t hirst of avarice ) 
0 on must be :« ed. The British pump m e 
to n 1 } Lum ¢ t ! d tes ] he 
1" oO ndon syndicate An inde len nan pe 
ic ist be estab.ished 

e schemes of the enem vill be expose¢ 1 th ny to 
freedo ind prosperity made plain. on ted pita Lust 
take Warning Che lu ury of rey lution and exLvortion De 
expensive. Vhen justice is deni the wron oers must take 
the consequence This victor: ustice and wrone is « ily 
temporary. If ec xpital repudiates contracts by contraction, the 
people will restore justice by ex] . If in the econfiict t 
aggressor is despoiled, it will be his own fault, and not the fault 
of the victims he has forced to tight for self-preservation 

The motto in the next campuign will be not ti I e ition 
of disgraced party names, but the eternal princip! justice; not 
the best dollar, but an hon: dollar; not an appr. ting m sure 
of value for the rich to meonopoli but an honest m« of 
value which will do justice to all: not to multiply parasit ut 
to increase wealth projucers: not to maintain a false standard 
of rnmental credit by opening the vaults of the Tre ry 
to speculators. but to maintain the honor of the Government 
by the payment of debts according to contract, and meting out 
eq al justice to al not by taxing the masses to make donat ns 
to the classes, but by compelling the rich as well as the poor to 

bmit to the government of law: not to violate the oblication 
of contracts, but to maintain equity between debtor and creditor. 

Justice and equality before the law is the full measure of the 

mands of the people. No oligarchy of foreign or domestic 
money-changers must rob them of their most sacred rights. 
The people must and will resist and strike until the last armed 
foe expires. Let the vote be taken: let the deed be done: let 
the objectlesson be given. We will abide the result Manifes- 
tations of anplause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no further amendment 
to the bill. the question is, Shall the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read athird time? 

The «amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theguestionis, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. STEWART and Mr. TELLER ealled for veas and navs* 
and they were ordered. ; 

The Sceret ry proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when Mr. CHANDLER'S name was called The 
senior Sena mm New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLI ed 
vith the senior Senator from California {[Mr. WHIT! 


Mr. COCKRELL (when iis name wasealled). Originally I was 
paired with the senior Senator fro yw Mr. ALLISON]a h 
Senator from Wisconsin |Mr. ViLAs] was paired with tl nior 
Senator from Oregen |Mr. MITCHELL]. We have exch ced 
pairs, and the Senator from lowa now stands paired with the 
Senator from Oregon Che Senator from Iowa, if present. would 
vote ‘‘ yea” and the Senator from Oregon would vote “ nay.’ I 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PASCO (when Mr. GORDON’S name was called). The Sen- 


ator from Georgia |Mr. GORDON] is paired on this vote with the 
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Senator from Alabama [{Mr. MORGAN]. I have transferred that 
pair as announced on the former vote, The Senator from Georgia, 
if present, would vote ‘' yea,” 

Mr. GRAY (when his name was called). On this vote I had 
am understanding with the Senator from California[Mr. WHITE] 
that I should pair with him. That pair has been transferred to | 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and I vote 
Svea,” 

Mr. PALMER (when his named was called). On this question 
I have a general pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. | 
HANSBROUGH]; I do not know how he would vote if present, but 
I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. PERKINS (when the name of Mr. WHITE of California 
was called). My colleague [Mr. WuHITre of California] is un- 
avoidably absent. Before leaving, however, he paired with the 
Senator from Delaware {[Mr. GRAY]. Since then that pair has 
been transierred to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER]. Ifmy colleague were present he would vote ‘‘ nay,” 
and I am informed that the Senator from New Hampshire would 
vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll eall was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANs- 
BROUGH], who is paired with the Senator from LDlinois [Mr. | 
PALMER], would vote ‘‘nay” if he were present. The Sen.tor 
from Oregon |[Mr. MITCHELL !, who is paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. VILAS], would vote ‘‘ nay” if he were pres- | 
ent. 

Mr. PASCO. I desire to state that the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. COLQUITT] is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the 
Senator from lowa[Mr. WILSON]. If present the Senator from 
Georgia would vote * nay.” 

Mr. VILAS._ I desire to state that on this vote, by the trans- 
fer announced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] stands paired with 
the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I did not understand that. I simply wished 
to announce the vote which the Senator from Oregon would cast | 
if he were present. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will say to the Senator from Idaho that that 
has already been announced by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
CocKRELLI, or I should have announced it myself. 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—43. 

Lodge, 
McMillan, 
McPherson, 
Manderson, 
Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Platt, 
Proctor, 
Quay, 
NAYS—32. 
Kyle, 
Martin, 
Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Jones, Ark. Power, 
Jones, Nev. Pugh, 


NOT VOTING—10. 
Gordon, Morgan, 


Chandler, Hansbrough, Palmer, 
Colg uitt, Mitchell, Oregon White, Cal. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I move that the Senate adjourn until 12 
o'clock to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p- m., Monday, October 30) the Senate adjourned until to-mor- 
row, Tuesday October 31, 1893, at 12 o’clock m. 


Aldrich, 
Brice, 
Uaffery, 
Camden, 
Carey, 
Cullom, 
Davis, 
Dixon, 
Dolph, 
Fau kner, 
Frye 


Ransom, 
Sherman, 
Smith, 
Squire, 
Stockbridge, 
Turpie, 
Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Washburn, 
White, La. 


Gallinger, 
Gibson, 
Gorman, 
Gray, 
Hale, 
Hawley, 
Higgins, 
Hill, 
Hoar, 
Hunton, 
Lindsay, 


Alien 

Bate, 
Berry, 
Blackburn, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cameron, 
Cockrell, 


Coke, 
Daniel, 
Dubois, 
George, 
Harris, 
Irby, 


Roach 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Vance, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 
Wolcott. 


Allison, Wilson. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonbDaAy, October 30, 1893. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was grant 


| PAGE, for two weeks, on account of sickness in his fan 


COMMITTEE LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous « 
action on the resolution which I send to the Clerk’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be aut 
printed and bound all documents for the use of said commi 
find necessary in connection with subjects in relation to ap 
ing considered or to be considered by the said committee 
third Congress. : 

The SPEAKER. 
sideration? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I want to as 
man from indiana if that privilege has heretofore | 
to that committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 


Is there objection to the 


It has been accorded to all com 


| ing appropriation bills in charge. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection t 
consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

DEATH OF H. HARRISON. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Sp sr, I wish tosubmit tl 
which I send to the desk and ask that they be rea 
mation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentlemanask for 
sent for the consideration of the resolutions? 

Mr. HUNTER. I will,as soon as they are r 
mous consent for consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanin 
the consideration of the resolutions which the C 

ort. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the House has received with astonishment 
announcement of the violent death of Carter H. Harrison 
of Chicago, and formerly a member of this body. 


Resolved, That these resolutions be published in the Recorp 
Speaker of the House cause acopyof the same to be transmitt 


CARTER 


. le 
ik 


ed 
i 


| of the deceased. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present 
ation of these resolutions? [After a pause.] The C 
none. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

MILITARY RESERVATION AT OKLAHOMA CITY, 0 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the C 
on Military Affairs be discharged from the further ec 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1975) donating the military rese 
Oklahoma City, in Oklahoma Territory, to said city for 
and benefit of the free public schools thereof, and for o1 
poses, and that it be referred to the Committee on Publi 
The bill was erroneously referred to the Committee on 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Military Affairs \ 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill, and 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its se 
taries, announced that the Senate has passed a joint resolu 
(S. Res. 36) transferring the exhibit of the Navy Depart 
known as the model battle ship Illinois, to the State of 
nois, as @ naval armory for the use of the naval militia « 
State of Illinois, on the termination of the World’s Coluw 
Exposition, in which the concurrence of the House was as 

The message also announced that the Senate had pass 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for urgent d: 
cies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purpos 

URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conse 
the House nonconcur in the Senate amendmertits to th 
R. 4177) to provide for urgent deficiencies in the appropr 
for the service of the Government for the fiscal year « 


| June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, and ask for a con 


The House metat 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Rev. ISAAc W. | 
CANTER. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday was read and ap- 
proved. J 

SCHOOLS OF MINES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 1040) toaid the | 
States of California, Oregon, Washington, Montana, Idaho, Ne- | 
vada, Wyoming, Colorado, South Dakota, and Minnesota to sup- | 
port schools of mines; which was referred to the Committee on | 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of th: 
that the House may understand the question. 
The title of the bill was reported. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks una: 
consent to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and to 
a conference on thedisagreeing votes of the two Houses. 
out objection that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 
The following conferees were announced on the part 0! | 





























Houce: Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LiviIn@svTon, and Mr. CANNON of Lili- 


nols. ae 

Mr. SAYER. 

Ss mended. 
ere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


StTTPPLIES IN THE DEPARTMENTS AT WASHINGTON. 


Mr. Speaker, I also ask that the bill be printed 








DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have a privileged report I 
desire to submit. 
l k read a follows 
H. R. 4248) to amend s« n 3709 of the Sta ‘ ing 
tracts for supplies in the Departmefits at hit 
Mr. DINGLEY. 1 ask that the sub be read 
r. DJ 
The substitute was read, as follows: 
Al H. R. 4282) substitute for the bill H. R. 4248, to nd sec 1 3709 of 
{ Revised Statutes, relating to contracts for st s in the De t 
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sat Washington 

B enacted That s¢ 
ng thereto the follow 

I fter in the several Exec 
States Fish Cor 

titution, Government 


the Revised Statutes is 





amended by 


Go 
arti , the Department of 
nterstate Commerce Commiss 

nting Office, and the offices of the 


‘ Y 
utive D 


missio 


ents 





Pe 








S 
government of the Dist of ¢ imbia bids for annual supplies of fuel 

stationery, and other miscellan l cles, i uding those for the S . 
War, and Navy building, shall be opened at 2 o'clock p. m. upon the same 





that the Sex the Treasury, ticial named by him, sha 











day retary of or ano 
designate the days in each year upon which bids shall be opened in said Ex 
ecutive Departments and other Government establishments in the city of 
Washington, and notice of such designation shall be given to each of them 
at least forty days before the dates named; that aftersuch bids shall have been 
oO} iin the usual way by the respective Departments and offices to which 
they have been submitted and awards recommended, before contracts shal 
have been awarded schedules of all such bids shall be prepared and 
mitted, together with a statement df the proposed action of the several D 
partments and offices thereon, to a board consisting of the chief cler f 


Interior, and P< or such other offi 
I of ea i Ex 
may designate, and it shall be the 
ata meeting or meetings to be called 
Treasury Department, w 
careful comparison of all of thes 
to recommend tothe persons aut 
jection of any or all of said bids. If 


cles for any of said Exec 


the Treasury 
presentative 


st-Office Departments 
tive Departments as 
ity of said board 
by the representa » thereon of 
be the chairman of said board, to make 
hedules and statements so submitted. and 
‘ized to make contracts acceptance or re 
all of the bids for any one or more ar 


utive Departments and ther Government estab- 


the heads thereof 
lajority 


h of sai 


or there 








the 





ho Sail 


lishments are rejected on the recommendation of the board, prop ; 
su irticles shall again be invited. after due advertisement, which said pr 
2OSALS SLA bo submi ea DY it epartments or officers recei x the 

hall t tt the Dey t t rof r ivin ! 
to the said board for comparison and recommendation 


Mr. DINGLEY. 
port is being read. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The Joint Commission of 


Mr. Speaker, I now ask order while the re- 





Congress to inquire into the status of the law 
organizing the Executive Departments, to whom was referred the bill (H 
R. 4248) to amend section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, concerning contracts 
for fuel, ice, stationery, and other miscellaneous supplies for the Executive 
Departments and other Government establishments in Washington, having 
consicered the same, report herewith and recommend the passage of the fol 
lowing substitute therefor 
The purpose of the bill is to fix uniform dates for inviting proposals for 
fuel, ice, station and other miscellaneous supplies for all of the Execu- 
tive Departments and other officesin Washington, and to provide for a board 
tocompare all.of the bids received and to recommend acceptance or reje 
tion of any or ali of them before contracts thereunder are made by the se 
eral Departments and offices. 
Under the operation of the proposed law, if it is enacted, advertisement 
for the supplies named for all the Departments and other offices in Wash 
ington will appear at one time, thus affording each person desiring to sub 
mit proposals for the same an opportunity of knowing how much of a given 
article ils wanted not only by one Department or oftice but all of them, and 
the chance, if he so desires, to submit bids to supply whatis wanted by one 
or more or all of them, according to his ability to furnish, and at uniform 
figures likely to be lower than they would be where bids are made for each 
Department at different times. The bids when submitted to the several De 
partments advertising therefor, it is proposed, shall be scheduled and re 
ferred to a board, consisting of the chief clerks ofthe Treasury. Interior, and 
Post-Office Departments, or such other official representativeof each of said 
Departments as the heads thereof may designate, for comparison and rex 
omimendation as to acceptance or rejection of any or all of them 
Such a comparison of, and action upon, all of the proposals submitted to 
the severai Departments, before contracts are made, it is believed will re 
sult in procuring supplies for all of said Departments alike at the lowest 
market prices, and not at such widely varying prices as at present obtain 
Under the existing law and practice of making contracts, ice was fur 
nished to the several Departments during the last fiscal year at prices vary 
ing from 13} cents to 30 cents per hundred pounds. For the current fiscal 
year no two of the Departments have made contracts for furnace coal at the 
same figures, the prices varying from $4.66 to 85.i4 per ton. 
ALEXANDER M. DOCKERY, 
JAMES D. RICHARDSON, 
NELSON DINGLEY, JR., 

the part of the House of Representatii 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
: JAMES K. JONES, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
Members on the part of the Senate 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, the bill which has just been 
read isan amendment to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, 
relating to the purchase of supplies for the several Departments 
and Government establishments in Washington. Section 3709 
as it now stands provides thateach Department and Government 
establishment in Washington—— 
_Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order, and de- 
sire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. MCRAE. How does this bill come before 

The SPEAKER. It is reported from the Joint 
Investigate the Departments, having been re! 
mission, with leave to report at t 

Mr. MCRAE. Would itn 
that it ive its cons ion i ( ttee < the 
W hole? 

The SPEAKER. 








should re 

















involves any expenditure 

Mr. DOCKERY. It do ! ) 
amount of about $75,000. 

\ DINGLEY. It does n I olve ( 
th sury. Ont con y,i r 
ch of about $50.000. 

NM McRAE Th Sa mat of « 
bills me up he th ‘ er t c ( 

Tr . but 1 notice that v ». ter l ntle 
up ving them considered ( f t W I 
t hi LL indi t l ( 
~ i in Committee o e W 
CANNON of Illinois | »doubt 
o the point of orde 
DiiwGLEY Alth ] nt « 
l ly desl Lo go into LO of ft \\ 
é oO of the bill | have no obit ( 
he SPEAKER In j ‘ 
one which shou!d be con ered Comn \ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then, Mr. Speake that tl 
rr lve itself into Co ee of the Wh \ 
‘ deri the substi 

I mi 3 agreed 1 

The H e accordingly 1 ( elf into ¢ t 
Whole, Mr. MONTGOMERY in tl 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in ¢ mit th \ 

f ) purpose of considerit iy the ill th l of whicl 
Clerk read as follow 
ll (oH. R to amend s ( i l 
| % ’ rela 
hin 
The CHAIRMAN Does tl] enti lesit he « 
r’é ad? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not unless somebod ce ) 
again. It has been read in the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I ask w m 5 
that general debate be considered as closed dt t the 
considered under the five-min:te rul 

There was ne objection, and it was so o1 

The Clerk read the bill by sections. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as I began to say a few min 
ute wo, this bill amends tion 3709 of the he 1 Statut 
relating to the purchase of supplies for the several | irtments 
and Government establishments in Wa ng n Un ( ist 
ing statuteseach Department and Government ibli nent i 
vites proposals separately for furni hing the incident ppli 5 
which it requires. The resu been that there has been no 
uniformity of action either in inviting the proposalso rd 
ing the contracts 

There have been widely various ed for t 
il articles req ired. We fo a ion t t 
ferent Departments the pric*s of 
a that because of this methad of i /p 1 . 

i dealers, as a ruie, do not res 1 the matt i uf- 
ficient importance to make bids. Ith been tho htd le 
tl Li these proposals should i some way Oe practi Drought 
together in order that the Government may g of 
wholesale rates,and in order that there nu yb nity as to 
the prices paid for these supplies for the several Dep 

nd Government establishments, and those ] t} 
lo t 

It has been found necessary, however, that « Dep 
should have the control not only of the ¢] { oO 

ies desired, but y of determining the quali t 
p ose, and in order to secure uniformit: thi | 
three amendments to the existing st ( rst, t 
t the Treasury shall designxt yn time which 
hese bids shal! be open d. > oO y,1 tafter exch t has 
been examined by whoever may be in charge of the matter in the 
several Departments the Secretary of the Tressury shall desig- 
nats board, to Gonsist of one pe on re} enting each Depart 
ment, to examine the BCV ral proposals ind espec ally th y x 
ommendations of the several Departments and decide which of 
the bids shall be accepted and which rej 
The result will be that only the lowest bids will b accepted, 


and if it is found that a lower proposal is de for supplies for 
ation for pro- 


one Department than for another, then a new invi 


* . ; ; 7 aes gas 7 — 
Snee e ene ioe Pea ty ed ae ae ab ae 
A LP a PERN OTP IRL I etree o epee e 


wheesm 


a SN 


i 


t 
j 
) 
% 8 
A 
: a 


2960 


posals must go out as to the same articles for other Departments 
for which higher prices have been bid, in order that the several 
Departments may have the lowest prices, that there may untform- 
ity on the prices, and at the sume time that the Government 
may have the benefit of wholesale prices on these large purchases 
of supplies, 

| may state that the incidental supplies which this bill covers 
now furnished to the several Departments and Government es- 
tablishments in Washington amount to over a half million dol- 
lars annually. There can be scarcely any doubt that upon this 
plan there will be a saving of at least 10 per cent—the commis- 
sion hope for more. If the saving should be only 10 per cent, it 
will amount to $50,000 a year, and possibly it may be more. The 
commission, therefore, have unanimously recommended, after 
consultation with some of the officials of the Departments, the 
amendments of the existing statute which are now before the 
committee. Now, Mr. Chairman, if no gentleman desires to 
make any inquiry respecting the matter [ will move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the gentleman whether this 
bill provides for the additional officers or inspectors who are to 
act for the Government in connection with the parties who pro- 
pose to furnish these supplies? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itsimply provides that one person shall be 
selected from each Department, who will usually be the person 
who has charge of the business there, and that he shall repre- 
sent the Department. The design is to have a board consisting 
of one representative from each Department. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The bill creates no new 
office ? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It creates no new office. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is already a person designated in each 
Department to look after these supplies now, is there not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes; and that person will probably be the 
person designated to represent the Department if this bill shal: 
pass. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. To act on this board in 
concert with the representatives of the other Departments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes,sir. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of 
debating this bill, but for the purpose of making a single remark 
on another topic. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HUNTER] 
introduced a resolution expressing the sentiment of the House 
in regard to the appalling assassination of the mayor of the city 
of Chicago. I sympathize with that resolution, and heartily ap- 
prove it; and I want to call the attention of Congress and the 
country to the fact that this assassin is undoubtedly insane; that 
his name indicates he is a foreigner, and very likely when he 
landed on these shores he was insane. The European govern- 
ments are emptying their insane and their paupers and crimi- 
nals upon this country. The section of the country I represent 
is overrun with expert foreign criminals, housebreakers, and 
thieves, and the State’s prison and penal institutions of Massa- 
chusetts and New England are crowded with them; and I wish 
to call attention of Congress and the country to the necessity of 
additional legislation for the restriction of this dangerous dese 
of immigration and the necessity of enforcing existing laws for 
the exclusion of criminals, lunatics, paupers, and idiots. a far 
worse class than the comparatively harmless Chinese we have 
voted to exclude. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is only a few years 
since the streets of Chicago ran red with the blood of policemen 
and officers of the law, murdered in the discharge of duty, and 
their blood cries to heaven. I think it is important that atten- 
tion should be called to this matter here and now, in view of the 
awful appalling crime which has again just arrested the atten- 
tion of the country at Chicago. 

I call the attention of Congress and the country to the alarm- 
ing increase of the awful crime of train-wrecking and attempts 
at wrecking by expert criminals who have largely avoided ap- 
prehension; and I call attention to the fact that nearly every 
one of the persons who has been apprehended isa foreigner, and 
I have no doubt most of them are hardened criminals and grad- 
uates from the jails and prisons of Europe. 

This crime was unknown among the American people until 
European countries began to dump their jail birds and ticket-of- 
leave men on these shores. 

The vilest wretch that curses the face of the earth is a train- 
wrecker. I am opposed to mob or lynch law, but if ever there 
was a case that justified it it is the crime of these wretches, who 
are lost to pity, and who putin jeopardy the life and limb of men, 
women, and children in the flying railroad train. I say lam op- 
posed to lynch law, but I would be glad to vote for a national 
and State law that would punish this crime or any attempt at it 
by execution one week after conviction. 

As a Representative of Massachusetts I stand in my place and 
demand not only the enforcement of existing laws, as I have 
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said, but more radical and stringent law for the exclusion of +), 
classes which I have recited. = 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the committee rise ang 
the bill back to the House with a favorable recommendatio, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker hay}; 
sumed the chair, Mr. MONTGOMERY reported that the C 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union having had 
consideration the bill (H. R. 4292) to amend section 3709 
Revised Statutes relating to contracts for supplies in ¢ 
partments at Washington, had directed him to report 
same with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thir 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider { 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the original bill, Hous: 

4248, for which the bill just passed was reported as a sul 
be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one « 
secretaries, announced that the President had approv 
signed joint resolutions of the following titles: 

On October 25, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 34) providing for the disposit 
certain personal property and money now in the hands of a re- 
ceiver of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints, ap- 
pointed by the supreme court of Utah, and authorizing its ap- 
plication to the charitable purposes of said church; and 

On October 28, 1893: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 66) that the acknowledgment 
Government and people of the United States be te: 
various foreign governments of the world who have partic 
in commemoration of the discovery of America by Christopher 
Columbus. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolle 
and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Sp 
signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, marking, a 
removal of derelicts; 

A bill (H. R. 1986) to amend section 6 of the act approved Mare! 
3, 1891, entitled ‘‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, and f 
other purposes;” and 

A bill (H. R. 3421) providing for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for the New England coast. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had insisted on its amendments to 
the pill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes; had agreed 
to the conference asked by the House, and had appointed Mr. 
COCKRELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM as the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION IN EIGHTH DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN. 

Mr. WEADOCK. lI present to the House, as a question of 
privilege, the memorial of Mr. Youmans, asking that the Con- 
gressional election in the Eighth district of Michigan be in- 
quired into; and in connection with this memorial I presenta 
resolution, which I move be referred to the Committee on Elcc- 
tions. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I renew-my point 
that this memorial and resolution do not, under the rules of the 
House, present a privileged matter, but should be referred 
through the petition box, as provided by the rule, to the Com- 
mittee on Elections, 

Mr. WEADOCK. Let the resolution be read. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. I am well aware of the provisions 
of the Constitution that ‘‘each House shall be the judge of the 
election, returns, and qualifications of its own members.”? That 
is a power granted to this House; but it is a power which has 
been exercised when the sitting member was sworn in and qual- 
ified as one of the members of the present Congress. 

Now, the law has provided how the title of a sitting member 
to a seat in this House may be attacked; and the contestant in 
this case, Mr. Youmans, who comes forward with this memorial, 
has not followed the provisions of the statute in this respect. | 
submit there is no warrant in law for him to come in in the man- 
ner now proposed and bring this memorial as a privileged mat 
ter before the House. 

The Speaker the other day referred to the case of Mr. But 
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terworth, which occurred in the Forty-sixth Congress, but I wish 
to call the attention of the Chair to the fact that that was a mat- 
ter which was brought up on the first day of the session of the 
Forty-sixth Congress, when there were no rules at all and no 
committees; and although that resolution was brought in as a 
matter of the highest privilege, there was, even in that case, no 
rule established. After a running debate, in which many mem- 
bers engaged, it was finally agreed what the mode of procedure 
should be in that case, and by agreement a svecial committe: 
was appointed to investigate the alleged frauds that were charged 
in the memorial. 

Now, what is this case? Here is a case which comes up after 
this Congress has been in session for three months. It is not 
like the case from Cincinnati, where a memorial was presented 
bv the electors of two Congressional districts claiming that grave 
frauds had been committed. This is a memorial brought here 
bv the defeated candidate for Congress in the Eighth district of 
Michigan. 
morial, and knew the manner prescribed by the statute in wh'ch 
he could contest the right of Mr. LINTON to a seat on this floor. 
He neglected to exercise his rights; and I claim, Mr. Speaker, 
that under well-recognized principles of law, his neglect to ex- 
ercise the rights as defined by the statute will now deprive him 
of any privilege in this House. 

As a further reason, I submit that at the present time this 
House has adopted a code of rules; and Rule XXII of that code 
provides that memorials may be delivered to the Clerk, ‘the 
member presenting them indorsing his name thereon, and shall 
then be referred to the appropriate committee for action. Now 
we have provided for a Committee of Elections, a committee 


He then knew all the charges embraced in this me- | 
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clothed with ample power to investigate all contested questions | 


that may be presented to Congress by defeated candidates for 
Congress in any State of the Union. 
ant can do will be to simply follow the rules of the House and 
present his memoril through the petition box and let it go to 


And the most this claim- | 


the Committee on Elections, and that committee is clothed with | 


authority and power to present the matter io the House if in the 
judgment of the committee there is reason for it. 

Now, the fact, if the Speaker please, that each House shall be 
the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own 
members is simply a power with which it isclothed. The stat- 
ute that has been provided shows how that power shall be exer- 
cised; and inasmuch as this memorialist has neglected to follow 
the marner prescribed by the lawhe is deprived of any priv- 
ilege or right other than that which would be conferred upon 
him by the ordinary usage as prescribed by the rules for all me- 
morialists. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House all memorials, 
petitions, and private bills may be introduced and referred to 
the various committees by handing them to the Clerk. If it be 
a public bill it is introduced by handing it to the Speaker or to 
Clerk at the Speaker’s table. Any memorial or resolution re- 
lating to the right of a member to his seat is a privileged mat- 
ter. Any matter that is privileged may be presented or called 
up when no matter of a higher privilege is before the House. 
For instance, a committee not authorized to report at any time 
can only report when the committees are called for reports. A 
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to his seat it must be referred to the Committee on 
which had jurisdiction of such questions. It was held b 
then presiding officer—I have the decision before me—that as it 
related to the privileges of the House it need not be referred to 
the committee, and the House adopted the ion. 


8 


resolut 


The present occupant of the chair thinks that the provision of 
the rule is the wiser one, which requires that all matters re- 
lating to the right of a member to his seat should be referred to 


the Committee on Elections. 
Any member has a right to presentsuch a memorial as a privi 


leged matter, but when the point is made it must be ref d to 
the Committee on Elections. 
Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. Under the ruling of the Chair 


this goes to the Committee on Elections? 

The SPEAKER. If the point is made it will have to go. 

Mr. WEADOCK. My motion was to refer the whole matter 
to the Committee on Elections. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not so understand. 

The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the memorial of Henry M. Youmans, an elector residing in 
the Eighth Congressional district of the State of Michigan, touch the 
election of William S. Linton as a member of the House of Represe ives, 
to represent said district in this House, be referred to the Committee on 
Elections, Which committee shall consider the allegation therein mace, and 
as speedily as possible, report to the House what action should be taken with 


reference thereto 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. The point of order is made, Mr. 
Speaker, that this matter must go to the Committee on Elee- 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. It will be so referred. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this is done by the Chair because of the 
rules of the House and not because of any action of the House 
thereon? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 

Mr. LINTON. 
mitted—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LINTON. Toa question of personal privilege. Iam the 
member referred to in this memorial. I have no objection to 
its taking the regular course and being presented to the Com- 
mittee on Elections. I ask for a full, free, and fair investiga- 
tion, and I do not fear the result. I desire in the near future to 
speak, however, upon the subject, as a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. 
sented by the gentleman from Illinois 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent to 
reconsider the vote by which the yeas and nays were ordered 
upon that resolution, and also the previous question, and that 
the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

There are some members who were not present when the res- 


Under the rules of the House. 
It is important to have that understood. 
Mr. Speaker, one moment, if I may be per- 


The regular order is the resolution pre- 
Mr. SPRINGER] from the 





| olution was considered, and they have asked that it be recom- 


committee authorized to report at any time need not necessarily | 
asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which the 


report when the committees are called for reports, but it may 
make its report, as was done by the gentleman from Maine this 
morning, by presenting it at any time as a privileged matter. 
Now, the Chair is of the opinion that any matter relating to 
the right of a member to his seatis privileged. It has always 
been so held. Therefore the Chair does not think it is neces- 
sary to present a memorial of that character through the Clerk. 


The question raised here, the one presented by the pending prop- | 
osition, is whether it is in the power of the House, on objection | 


being made, to proceed to consider the resolution, or whether 
the point being made the whole matter must be referred to the 
Committee on Elections under the rules. 

The Chair believes, when a matter of this sort is presented 
and the point of order is made against it, that it should be re- 
ferred to the committee having jurisdiction of the matter under 
the rules of the House, it must be so referred. There is a de- 
cision made by the immediate predecessor of the present oecu- 
pant of the chair which isin conflict with that opinion—the 
Arkansas case in the Fifty-first Congress. The gentlemanfrom 
lowa [Mr. LACEY] presented a resolution relating to the investi- 
gation of the election in Arkansas, and called it up for consider- 
ation. 

The present occupant of the chair objected and made the 
— that the resolution should be referred to the Committee on 

lections, because, under the rules of the House (although the 
entire rules had not been adopted and there had been adopted a 


part of the rules relating to the committees and their jurisdic- | 
tion) the question presented relating to the right of a member | 
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mitted. 
done. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentlemanfrom Illinois[Mr. SPRINGER] 


There is no reason that I know of why it should not be 


yeas and nays were ordered on the passage of the resolution, and 
aiso the vote by which the previous question was ordered, and 
that the resolution be recommitted to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The committees were called for reports, when bills of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally presented. and, with the accompany- 
ing reports, ordered to be printed, and referred to the calendars 
named below: 

AMERICAN REGISTRY OF FOREIGN-BUILT SHIPS. 

By Mr. FITHIAN, from the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, a bill (H.R. 2655) for the free admission to Ameri 
can registry of ships built in foreign countries—to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I understand that as to that 
bill there will be a minority report. I donot know whether any 
of the members of the committee are here or not— , 

Mr. FITHIAN. No one asked leave to present a minority re- 
port at the meeting of the committee: butif it is desired, there 
is no objection to it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. [ask that, if the minority desire to submit 
their views, they may have leave to do so? 

The SPEAKER. If the minority desire to submit their views, 
they will have the privilege, without objection. 

There was no objection. 
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MILLE LAC INDIAN RESERVATION. 


By Mr. HALL of Minnesota; from the Committee on Public 
Lands: Joint resolution (H. Res. 31) for the protection of those 
parties who have heretofore been allowed to make entries for 
lands within the former Mille Lac Indian Reservation, Minn.— 
to the Union Calendar. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICES, OKLAHOMA. 


By Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 288) to provide for three additional justices of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Union Calendar. 


MORTGAGE DEBTORS. 

By Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary (ad- 
versely): A bill (H. R.3486) for the relief of certain mortgage 
debtors, and for other purposes; ordered to lie on the table. 

RAILROAD, HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, ARKANSAS. 


The SPEAKER. This completes the call of committees for 
reports, The morning hour begins at ten minutes before 1 
o'clock. 

The Committee on Public Lands hasa matter before the House, 
in Committee of the Whole. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GRESHAM] had charge of the matter. The Clerk will report the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (BH. R. 4248) granting the right of way for the construction of a rail- 
road and other improvements over and on the Hot Springs Reservation, 
Hot Springs, Ark. 

On motion of Mr.GRESHAM the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of this bill, with Mr. OATEs in the chair. 

Mr. GRESHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move that general debate 
be now closed, and that the bill be read by sections. 

Mr. RAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. I have 
several amendments I desire to suggest to the bill, in different 
parts. 

The CHAIRMAN. They will bein order when the bill is read 
by sections for amendment. } 

The motion was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the bill by sec- 
tions for amendment. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask at what time it 
will be in order to move an amendment to the title of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. After the bill is passed. That is the last 
thing that can be done. 

Mr. RAY. Iam advised by the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that all these amendments I desire to offer will be accepted 
by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will offer the first amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RAY. Very good. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., Thatthe right of way 45 feet in width, upon which to 
construct, equip, operate, and maintain a railroad with one or more tracks, 
is hereby granted to George W. Baxter, John D. Ware, Leslie Webb. and 
George M. Baxter, their associates and assigns, upon and over the West 
Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, as follows: Commencing ata 
point on first line marked A, 7 feet east of the line marked M on Govern- 
ment plat survey, 1882, for topography; thence + a route to be ap ved by 
the Secretary of the Interior to the boundary line of said West Mountain 
reservation, or as near thereto as shall be necessary, but the said railroad 
shall not obstruct any highway contemplated by the plans for the improve- 
ment of the Government reservation of Hot Springs, Ark., and the said 
grantees shall, by the erection of substantial iron bridges with closed beds 
and sides, or by means of tunnels, avoid rendering the crossings dangerous 
to passengers on the said highways, either in conveyances or on foot. 

Mr. KAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In section 1, line 7, after the word “over” insert the words: 

“That part of the Hot Springs Reservation known as;"’ and from lines 7 
and 8 surike out the words ‘of the Hot Springs Reservation.” 

Mr. GRESHAM. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the second amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

in section |, line 9, insert the figure “1” after the letter ‘‘a;’’ so it will read 
“Al,” 


Mr. GRESHAM, Mr. Chairman, that was an error in the 
printing of the bill. Originally the bill did contain the correct 
Seslgnntben, as proposed in the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ° 


In line 17, after the word “erection,” insert the words “and permanent 
maintenance." 


Mr.GRESHAM. There is no objection to that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the ne 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 20, after the word “ foot,” insert the following 

*“ Provided, That such roads so constructed and this grant 
fere with any grant within such reservation heretofore mad: 

Mr. GRESHAM. There is no objection to that an 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill by sections was resumed and 

Mr. GRESHAM. I move that the committee now 
report the bill, as amended, to the House, with a 
recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak 
sumed the chair, Mr. OATES, chairman of the Com 
Whole, reported that that committee had had under . 
tion the bill (H. R. 4243) granting the right of way for 
struction of a railroad and other improvements over : 
Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark., and had 
him to report the same to the House with amendment 
the recommendation that as amended the bill do pas 

The amendments recommended by the Commit 
Whole were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
reading; and, being engrossed, it was accordingly r 
time, and passed. 

Mr. RAY. I now move to amend the title of the | 
gested by the amendment. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: 

A bill granting the right of way for the construction of a 1 
other improvements over and in the West Mountain of the ! 
Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark. 

On motion of Mr.GRESHAM,a motion to reconsid 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
FEES OF THE CLERK OF THE UNITED STATES COUR’ 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. CULBERSON (when the Committee on the Jud 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H.R. 4186) to 
the fees of the clerk of the United States court for th: 
Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Ba it enacted, etc., That in all cases where the clerk of the Unit s 
court for the Indian Territory is authorized or required to perforn 
other than those performed by the clerks of the district and circuit 
the United States, he shall be entitled to receive and retain for his 
and benefit such fees as may be allowed by law for such services 


Mr. CULBERSON. Lyield the floor to the gentlen 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, in the amendment to t 
creating the court for the Indian Territory the clerk o 
court is made a recorder of deeds and mortgages, is auth: 
to issue marriage licenses, and to perform marriage ceremo 
The law which imposes upon him these duties provides th 
shall receive the same fees for their performance as are p 
the officers of the State of Arkansas for the performance of 
ilar duties. It is the opinion of the judge of the court th 
der this provision of law the clerk is entitled to receive th: 
and retain them. 

It is also the opinion of the chairman of the Committee 
the Judiciary, and,if my opinion were worth anything, I wo 
say I am clearly of the same opinion; but the Comptroller, 
the exercise of the discretion vested in him, while admitti 
that it is a hardship to require this additional labor of 
clerk, and also admitting that the law is not clear, thinks h: 
not at liberty to allow these fees. To meet this case I i 
duced the bill. I will detain the House only long enough 
state that there isno clerk of the Federal courts in Americ: 
performs more service than does this clerk in the ordi 
transactions of this court. 

I believe he is entitled to these fees under the law as it | 
stands, but I have thought it best to introduce this bill in o: 
to save a tedious lawsuit in the Courtof Claims. The provis 
of the bill are so plainly just that I assume there will be no 
jection to it, and if no gentleman desires to discuss it, I wi! 
for a vote. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the tim 
passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsic: 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARGES TO JURIES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (1.1 
1956) to require judges of the courts of the United States to con 
form to the laws of the several States in delivering charges tv 
juries. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, etc., That the judges of the courts of the United States shall 
conform to the laws of the State in which they may be sitting, in giv ing in- 
structions and delivering charges to juries in both civil and criminal cases 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read, in- 
serting after the words “‘sitting,” in line 4, the words “ regulat- 
ing the practice.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. BOATNER|. 

Mr. BOATNER. 
was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary at the firs 
session of the last Congress and was passed by the House, except 
that itis here amended so as to provide that the judges shall 
conform to the law of the State in which they may be sitting, 
‘‘ regulating the practice” in giving instructions and delivering 
charges to juries in both civil and criminal cases. The object 
is to make the practice in the Federal courts conform to the 
practice required by the laws in the States in which the judges 
may be sitting so as to secure certainty in the charges delivered 
to the juries, to prevent the judges of the United States courts 
from transcending the laws of the States in giving charges and 
instructions to juries. There was no controversy about the bill 
last year, and I suppose there will be none now. 

Mr. OATES. Let me ask the gentleman whether he iscertain 
that that bill was not passed in hisabsence? Every bill that the 
committee had on the calendar except one was passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have made inquiry at the Clerk’s desk 
and am informed that this bill has not been passed. 

Mr. BOATNER. I am informed that it has not been passed. 
I call for a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed 
to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULBERSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 


I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana 


Mr. Speaker, this is the same bill which 
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bill a State should change its law with regard to any of these 
minor offenses, will not theexpression which the committee pro- 
posesapply to the law at the time 16 passage of this b ind 


fail to reach a case where the State has changed its law aiter the 
yassage of the bill? 

Mr. LAYTON. That will be the effect, and that was well un- 
derstood by the committee. 

Mr. OUTHWAILITE. But if the words ‘‘« were 


retained would they not cover a case where the State wed 
its law after the passage of this act 

Mr. LAYTON. They would; but the co Littee thought it 
was not wise to put in that provision bee 
what the laws of the States may be in this spect. In case of 
changes in the laws it will simply be necessary to reénact is 
statute from time totime. Mr. Chairman, if there 
for further discussion I move the adoption of theamendments 
Che amendments of the committee wereagreed to. The bi 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
On motion of Mr. LAYTON, a motion to reconsider 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I eall up the bil 
3299) to amend the naturalization laws of the United Stat 

The bill was read, as follows: 


i 


H.R 


A bill to amend the naturalization laws of the United States 

B enacted, etc., That noalien who has ever been convicted of a felony os 
other infamous crime, or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, or who 
is an anarchist or polygamist, or Who immigrated to the United States in 
violation of any of the laws thereof, or who can not read the Constitution of 








| the United States shall be naturalized or adjudged by any court to be a citi 


bill was passed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider | 
| civilized life, may become a citizen of the United States by conforming to 


be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SECTION 5301 REVISED STATUTES. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I call up the bill (H. R. 3981) to amend 
section 5391 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 
The bill was read as follows: 


zen of the United States or of any State; nor shall any alien be naturalized 
who has not continuously for tive years next preceding his application ré 

sided within the United States, and for the last preceding twelve month 

within the State, district, or Territory in which the application is made 
No class of aliens who are ineligible to naturalization by existing law shal 
be rendered eligible by this act, except as herein provided. Any Indian, 
born in the United States, who has adopted the manners and customs of 


the requirements of this act, so far as the same may be applicable to him; 
but such naturalization shall not forfeit any interest he may have in any 
money or land by virtue of any treaty or his former tribal relation 

Sec 2. Thatevery alien who desires to becomea citizen of the United States 
shall file in one of the courts having jurisdiction a petition, substantially in 


the following form, namely: 


Be it enacted, efc., That section 5391 of the Revised Statutes be amended so | 


as to read as follows: 

“Tf any offense be committed in any place, jurisdiction over which has 
been retained by the United States or ceded to it by a State, or which has 
been purchased with the consent of a State for the erection of a fort, maga- 
zine, arsenal, dockyard, or other needful building, the punishment for which 
offense is not provided for by any law of the United States. such offense 
shall, upon conviction in a circuit or district court of the United States for 
the district in which it was committed, be Hable to and receive the same 
punishment as the ex.sting laws of the State in which such place is situated 
provide for the like offense When committed within the jurisdiction of such 
State; and no subsequent repeal of any such State law shall affect any such 
prosecution.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to amend section 5391 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the punishment of certain minor 
offenses in reservations or places over which the United States has exclusive 
jurisdiction.” 

The committee recommended the following amendment: 


Line 11, strike out the words “such offense ” and insert “any person com- 
mitting the same.’’ 

Line I4, strike out the word “ existing;' 
ated,’’ insert the words “now in force.”’ 


Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
LAYTON]. 

Mr. LAYTON. 
enactment, with slight changes in the phraseology, of section 
5391 of the Revised Statutes passed April 5, 1866. It simply 
adopts the law of the respective States in which reservations 
exist over which the United States has exclusive jurisdiction. 
Last fall an indictment was found against certain parties for an 
aggravated assault or riot committed in the reservation known 
as Fort Logan, in the State of Colorado. A motion to quash the 
indictment was made, and was sustained by the court, on the 
ground that the law having been enacted prior to the admission 
of that State into the Union, it did not apply to Colorado, to 
Montana, or certain other new Western States, and this pro- 
posed reénactment is simply for the purpose of applying it to 
the States that have been admitted into the Union since the 

ssage of the original act. The bill has been submitted to and 
is ee by the Secretary of War and the Attorney Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
As I introduced the bill it contained the words *' existing law,” 
and I notice that the committee propose to strike out the word 
“existing” and to insert the words ‘* now in force”? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir. 

MrzOUTHWAITE. Suppose that after the passage of this 


in line 15, after the word “ situ- 


Mr. Speaker, this bill is substantially a re- | 
and identified by the oath of 


‘*‘UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 





lo the - court of ——-: 

“Your petitioner, a subject of ———, avers that he is over the age of 21 
|} years, and has been a bona fide resident of ———, inthe United States of 
America, for more than five years next preceding this date; that he wa 
torn in ———, in the year ——, and has since resided at ———; and now re 


sides at [particularly describing the place of his residence]; that he never has 
been convicted before any court or other legal tribunal! of felony bmous 
erime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, and that he is not an an 
archist or polygamist, and that he did not immigrateto the United States in 
violation of any of the laws thereof: that he can read the Constitution of the 
United States; and that he has resided within the United States continu 
ously for the five years last preceding this date, and for the last twelve 
months thereof within [the State, District, or Territory in which he then re 
sides|; thathe makes this declaration of his purposeand intention to become 
a citizen of the United States of America, and to that end hereby renounces 
forever his allegiance to any foreign prince, potentate, state, or sovereignty, 
and particularly to ———, and hereby declares his allegiance to the United 
States of America and the Constitution thereof, and prays to be declared 
and adjudged a citizen of the United States of America 
* This day of ———-: 





“(Petitioner's name 
Which petition shall be verified by the affidavit of petitioner 
tially in the following form, namely: 


‘*‘UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 
“In the —— court of the ———-.: 
jefore me [name and style of officer), personally came ———, whose nam« 
is signed to the foregding petition, who being known to me [or made known 


——, having persona! knowledge of him], being 
duly sworn, on oath says that all of theavermenis and statements made in the 
foregoing petitionand deciaration of intention to become a citizen of the 
United States are true, as therein set forth 

Petitioner's name.] 


‘Sworn to and subscribed before me this - day of —., 
Name and style of officer 
Sec. 3. That upon filing a petition and declaration{in the form and l 
in the manner provided in the preceding section with the clerk of a yu 
having jurisdiction of the naturalization of aliens, such clerk shall rthe 
same upon a docket to be kept for that purpose, and give notice in writing 
to the district attorney, solicitor, or public prosecutor, whose duty it is to 
represent the United States, State, District, or Territory in such court; and 
such ‘petition shall be heard and tried by the court in preference to other 
causes; and upon such hearing the United States shall be represented by 
the district attorney or his assistant, and if in a State court the State may 
be represented by the United States district attorney or State's attorney, 
prosecutor, or solicitor, whose duty it shall be to defend the Government 
against such petition and to see that the allegations thereof are fully 
proven. If upon such hearing the court is satistied from all the evidence 
that all the allegations of the petition are true and that the petitioner is of 
good moral character and a fit and proper person. according to law, to be 
come a citizen of the United States, such court shall render judgment ac 
cordingly; butif the ccurt is not satisfied from the evidence that the peti 
tioner is entitled to the relief sought, the petition shall be dismissed, all of 
which shall be entered of record in said court. All legal evidence, oral and 
written, shall be received and considered by the court, but the petitioner 
shall in no case be admitted tocitizenship upon hisown uncorroborated evi 
dence; but the corroboration shall not be required to extend to amy period 
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of time or acts and facts anterior to the residence of such petitioner within 
the United States. The petitioner sha)l pay the cost of the proceeding, and 
thereupon shall be entitled to a copy of the judgment, or decree of the court, 
properly certified, with the seal of the court attached, which shall be evi- 
dence of the contents thereof in any court or tribunal, State or Federal, 
throughout the United States. 

Seo. 4, That any petitioner for naturalization who shall knowingly swear 
falsely in respect to any material matter or thing alleged in his petition, or 
which is in issue upon the hearing thereof, and any person who shall know- 
ingly swear falsely as to any material matter or thing on the hearing of any 
such petition, or in relation to any matters connected therewith, shall be 
deemed guilty of perjury, and upon conviction thereof before any court hav- 
ing jurisdiction under this act shall be wen heey: at hard labor not exceed- 
ing five years, and may be fined not exceeding $1,000, one or both, in the dis- 
cretion of the court trying the same. 

Smo. 5. That the district and circuit courts of the United States and the 
district and supreme courts of the Territories and the State courts of the 
highest original common-law jurisdiction, being the next highest courts of 
record to the supreme courts of said States, shall have exclusive jurisdiction 
of the naturalization of aliens. 

Seo. 6. That no alien who has filed his declaration of intention to become 
acitizen of the United States nor other person who has acquired rights un- 
der existing law to that end shall inanywise be affected by this act. 

Src. 7. That any alien who is eligible to be naturalized under the provi- 
sions of this act, except as to residence of five years and ability to read the 
Constitution of the United States, shall by making affidavit to his eligibility 
and of his intention to become acitizen of the United States before the regis- 
trar of the local land office in addition to and as part of his application to 
m ke a homestead entry on the public lands of the United States, thereupon 
be entitled to the benefits of the homestead law, butno patent to said home- 
stead land shall issue to such alien homesteader until he has been duly nat- 
uralized as provided by this act. And subdivisions 1 and 2 of section 2165 of 
the Revised Statutes, and all other lawsinconflict with any of the provisions 
of this act, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama 
{[Mr. OATES]. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, before I proceed I would like to 
know how much of this hour remains. 

The SPEAKER. Thirty minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to inquire whether it is pro- 
posed to call for a vote during this morning hour? 

Mr. CULBERSON. As I understand the rule, we have now 
the balance of this hour and also an hour to-morrow. We pro- 
pose to ask a vote on the bill to-morrow, if that be the pleasure 
of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. You do not propose to insist on a vote to- 
day? 

Mr. CULBERSON. No, sir. 

Mr. OATES. We will vote to-day, if we get ready. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, I do not think you will get ready. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Why? 

Mr. SPRINGER. If you are going to allow any discussion 
against the bill there are some very important objections to the 
mesure which will be stated. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill: If 
gentlemen will give me their careful attention I will endeavor 
to explain as clearly as I possibly can its provisions and the 
necessity for its enactment. I will ask for the reading of the 
report of the committee when I have indulged in afew remarks 
by way of explanation. 

Our naturalization laws are exceedingly loose and uncertain, 
and subject to abuse, especially in the matter of negligence on 
the part of a great many of the courts which now under the law 
have the right to naturalize aliens. Gentlemen will find men- 
tioned in the report some of the many abuses in the administra- 
tion of the courts in respect to naturalization. 

The first question which we should consider is this: Is it worth 
anything to be an American citizen? Should there be any for- 
malities about it? If there should be, then they ought to par- 
take of a certain solemnity, and the lawshould — inquiries 
to be made so that the courts may know and the public may realize 
that any alien who is declared to be a citizen is worthy of the 
honor. I have beena member of committees which have for years 
- investigated both the question of immigration and the vio- 
ation of the naturalization laws; and great volumes of testimony 
have been reported touching both these questions, volumes which 
are accessible to every member. 

The greatest abuses have grown outof the fact that under our 
present lawan alien may readily declare his intention to become 
a citizen; and in most of the States he is at once endowed with 
all or very nearly all of the privilegesof acitizen. And in many 
cases persons who have thus declared their intention, neglect 
to take out final papers of naturalization. A few years ago we 
had a heated contest in this Hall over the eligibility of a mem- 
ber from the State of Indiana who when he came to this country 
many years before declared his intention; and the question was 
whether he was eligible in the absence of naturalization papers, 
orif he ever did go through the final process necessary to obtain 
them in a regular and proper manner. 

This question is shown to be one of vast importance in another 
respect. Our Government during a period of a good many years 
has been in many cases involved in controversies through our 
State Department with foreign governments as to the status of 
aliens who have been here and become partially naturalized. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


OCTOBER 30, 


This billis not all I would like it to be. It is usual for the 
courts of the United States alone to be required to enforce +} 
laws of the United States; and the first bill of this charac: 
ever introduced here committed the power of naturalization to 
the Federal courts alone. But the Committee on the Judiciay 
which has considered this measure not only in this Cong) ess })))} 
in several previous ones, concluded that for the convenience 
aliens who frequently reside many miles from where there js 
any United States court,it would be better to embrace jn th, 
provisions of the bill several of the State courts, deeming ¢} 
action perfectly safe and reliable. 

The provision of the bill in that respect is a restriction, 1; 
commits that power to the courts of the United States and to g 
sufficient number of State courts of record—courts next hichest 
to the courts of appeal—courts which have aclerk and a seal, 
It is believed that no one will be inconvenienced by this change, 
and yet it is considered safe. In some of the State courts that 
have been intrusted with this jurisdiction some subordinate 
officer has gone forward with the process of naturalization even 
in the absence of the judge. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes; citizens have been ground out at the rat 
of two a minute. 

Mr. OATES. Why, sir, in the gentleman’s own State, the 
State of Massachusetts, some years ago it was s0 easy a matter 
to obtain naturalization and there were so many aliens seeking 
naturalization and so many abuses connected with the proceed- 
ing that the Legislature of that State enacted laws regulating 
the proceedings of the State courts in that respect so as to re- 
quire identification and also proper proof that the applicant was 
the kind of aman who ought to be naturalized. That law caused 
the great bulk of applicants to abandon the State courts 
seek the United States courts. 

It is in proof, as cited in the report, that in some casos th: 
clerks of the court or perhaps the deputy clerks, in the absence 
of the judge, have taken aliens in droves of ten and conducted 
them with the witnessesand papers to the door of the court room 
where the officer would say: ‘‘Consider yourselves in the pres 
ence of the court;” he would then admister the formal oath and 
issue the naturalization papers, although no judge was there and 
no court was open. One of your committees developed the fact 
that in one of the courts in the city of Brooklyn there existed 
without fault on the part of the judge, for he knew nothing about 
itas the matter was carried on through one of his subordinates 
a sort of secret organization engaged in the business of making 
citizens for pay; having control of the seal of the court and the 
forms of certificates this organization would for $25 make any 
man a full-fledged American citizen three days after he had ar- 
rived in this country. 

Mr. MORSE. Even if he had Asiatic cholera. 

Mr. EVERETT. YVill my distinguished friend from Alabama 
allow me to interrupt him for a question just there? 

Mr. OATES. With much pleasure. 

Mr. EVERETT. As the report alludesto these practices tak- 
ing place in the city of Boston, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man if there is any evidence that such things occurred while 
Judge Lowell was on the bench? 

Mr. OATES. No, sir; we had no evidence that they did. We 
had one judge, whose name is mentioned, Judge Nelson, before 
the committee—— 

Mr. EVERETT. I have reason to believe that in Judge Low- 
ell’s time nothing of that sort was allowed. 

Mr. OATES. We have no evidence touching anything done 
in Judge Lowell’s time. 

Now, sir, this abuse has grown out of the provision of the law 
which allows this declaration of intention on the part of the 
alien. Hence this is a bill to reach that evil and provide a rem- 
edy for it. It provides, not with reference to any case already 
begun, because they are excepted and will be governed by the 
present law; thisis to have no retroactive effect whatever, it pro- 
vides that five years’ residence and good behavior in this country 
shall be necessary to entitle anyone to naturalization. As it is 
now they can declare their intention to become naturalized and 
reside the period required by law, then go through the process 
to obtain full naturalization papers. There is nothing under 
the present law regarding the right of Government to defend a 
case when such application is presented. 

The alien applicant comes before the court or judge and says 
he wishes to take out his papers; they are formally made up, 
and the judge usually signs them without anything except the 
mere formal examination of the affidavits presented. There is 
no close scrutiny of each case as it arises. This bill provides 
that a man after he has resided for five years and shall have filed 
a petition in proper form, setting forth his claims, under the 

rovisions of the bill, in a court having jurisdiction, the place of 

is nativity, where his former residence was, his residence in 
this country, that he has resided here for five years, and in the 
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State or district prior to the filing of the petition for one year; 
that he is not an anarchist or a polygamist, and has never been 
convicted of a felonious offense, or any crime involving moral 
turpitude, and when that is done the United States district at- 
torney, if it be in a United States court, shall be notified by the 
clerk and shall deny the allegations so as to make it incumbent 
ontheapplicant to produce proof. He makes his proof, and then 
the judge is to pass on the question. If the proof is sufficient 
and satisfies his mind, he makes an order or decree admitting 
him to naturalization, and there is an end of it, while such de- 
cree is prima facie evidence of the fact of his naturalization in 
all the courts of the country. 


If the papers be filed in a State court having jurisdiction, itis | 


likewise the duty of the clerk to notify the prosecuting attorney 
of that court, who shall appear and deny the allegations con- 


tained in the petition and represent the Government to the ex- | 


tent of requiring a sufficient amount of proof, which must be 
produced to entitle the applicant to a decree or judgment of 
naturalization. 

The petition is required not only to set forth the things that I 
have named, but also to describe his present location or residence. 


That would involve, if it be in a city, the giving of his number, | 


street, etc., so that he may be identified. In other words this 
provision of the bill is to prevent fraud or imposition, and at the 
same time allow every worthy alien to be admitted to American 
citizenship. At the same time it excludes all those whoare not 
entitled to citizenship, and prevents them from imposing onthe 
courts or obtaining the benefit of citizenship contrary to the law 
or when they are not entitled thereto. 

Now, sir, there is another provision which I would like to have 
incorporated in the bill. I did introduce a bill containing it in 
a former Congress, but it met with some opposition, and mi¢ht 
meet with it in this case, and hence it was omitted. It is this: 
Before I introduced that bill I conferred with Mr. Bayard, when 
he was Secretary of State, as to this provision, and it fully met 
with his approval. 


fact to the State Department, where it should be filed for future 
use and in aid to the State Department. 
with objection was that it involved some additional expense. 


Mr. Bayard, however, estimated that it would not require the | 


services of more than three additional clerks. I am stil! infavor 
of that provision, although it is not embodied in this bill. 

Mr. MORSE. It ought to be all the same. 

Mr. OATES. It may be offered when the bill is open to amend- 
ment. 

Now, sir, some gentlemen I have met and conversed with on 
this subject seem to oppose the bill because they thought it 
would have a deleterious effect on the elections, and would ob- 
struct the right of aliensto vote. It will not by any of its provi- 
sions (and that is referred to in the report), because the right 
to vote is conferred by the laws of the State in which a man re- 
sides. In my own State, under the provisions of the constitu- 
tion, an alien who has declared his intention to becomea citizen, 
and who has resided there for twelve months, can vote and hold 
some offices. 


There are other States with similar provisions; while I think | 


a great many of the States, in fact I know it, provide by law that 
a voter must be a citizen. 
regulation as to who shail vote, and the States can do as they 
like about that. 
tain naturalization, and in some places a practice participated 


in by political parties (according to my information all political | 


parties), when elections are impending,of mustering up great 
crowds and hordes of these foreigners, and many of these too ig- 
norant to know even who the President of the United States is, 
and running them through some sort of a naturalization mill, 
and taking them like dumb driven cattle to the polls and voting 
them, is something which ought not to be tolerated in this great 
American Republic of ours. [Applause.] 

I noticed in the New York papers a few days ago an account 
of an instance where some practices of this kind are being in- 
dulged in. Questions were put to some of these men seeking 
to qualify themselves as voters, on the one side or the other, ac- 
cording to the hands they fall into and tiie amount they receive, 
and actually one of them stated that George Washington was 
now the President of the United States. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. How long had these men been in this country? 

Mr. OATES. The most of them will be found to have come 
over very recently. Now,practices of this kind, whether in- 
dulged in by my own party or a party opposed to it, are wrong. 
We ought to rise above that, and so far as Congress has power 
in the premises we ought to remedy it. 

That is the effort which is made in this law, notto regulate or 
qualify voters, but to raise the standard of citizenship for these 





[t was a section which required the court, | 
when it admitted to naturalization, to send a certification of the | 


The reason why it met | 


It is all, however, a matter of State | 


But the practice of imposing on the court to ob- | 
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aliens and require them to come forward after residing here a 
sufficient period of time, and to present a case to the courts, sus- 
tained by credible testimony, which will show that the appli- 
cant is worthy of this great boonof Americancitizenship. When 


try fay 
id morul in ence, 


if notadirect 
iturely manufac- 


| that is done it will have at least 
one, upon the practices in our States of prem 
turing voters out of aliens who are utterly i 
tions upon which they have to vote 

In addition to this bill having 


’ 


norant of the ques- 


) ‘ ' 
no retroactive etiect, there is a 


| provision in it of a humanitarian and proper character, that all 
| Indians who have severed their tribal relations and who attain 
| toa degree of intelligence that makes them worthy may be nat- 


uralized as citizens of the United States. 

There is also a provision that any alien who comes to this 
| country and desires to engage in the industry of tilling the soil, 
| who desires to take home the homestead laws on the 
publie land and to engage in farming, may make his declaration 
of intention as a part of his application to the Land Oflice and 
receive his homestead, and then when he settles upon it and cul- 
tivates it for five years, as our own citizens are required to do 
before they can get title, if at the expiration of that time he ob- 
| tains his citizenship by being naturalized, having resided on the 
land for five years, he gets the title to his homestead. 

Mr. GOLDAIER. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


uncer 





tion. Under this law, suppose a farmer takes up his residence, 
files his declaration of intention, and resides on his homestead 
| for five years, but during that time has not learned enough of 
ithe English language to read the Constitution of the nited 


| States, what becomes of his homestead and of his title? 

Mr. OATES. I thank the gentleman for his inquiry. It is 
| provided in the bill thatone of the qualifications for citizenship 
| shall be that the applicant must be able to read the Constitution. 

Now, my friend from Lilinois |[Mr. GOLDZIER]| makes a very per- 

tinent inquirv. ’ it does not meet the case. The language of 

the bill is me t he must be able to read it in the English 
| language, but _cat he must be able to read it. If he can read it 
in German, or in his native language, that would be a compli- 
ance with the law, and it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that there 
ought to be some sort of educational qualification for a man to 
| become a citizen of the United States. 

That is about as low a standard as we can fix. It does not say 
that he shall read the entire instrument before the court, but he 
| must show to the court that he is able to read it. That would 
| be shown if he could read a part of it in any language, so that he 

could understand it. 
| The Constitution of the United States, as all men know, is that 
| instrument which brought into life and still maintains this great 
| Government of ours. We have frequent controversies and dis- 
agreements about what different clauses of that instrument mean, 
| but all will concede the importance of it, and that it is the foun- 

dation of our Government. 

W hile some contend for a latitudinous construction and others 
for a strict one, no one would abolish it; and is it not important 
that every citizen should for himself be able to read it, even 
though he may not be able to read it as a statesman or a pro- 
fessor might read it, yet that he should be able to read it insome 
language, so that he would have some idea of the fundamental 
law of the country which he is willing to adopt as hisown? He 
is required to take an oath to support that instrument, and yet 
if he is unable to read it it is not to be expected that he, like the 
native American, who, though ignorant of books, is taught by 
tradition from his cradle up to revere that instrument and pro- 
| tect it. 

Mr. HAUGEN. 
| bama a question. 
|} Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I understand from the gentleman's statement 
that a man who had declared his intention at the land office in 
applying for a homestead, and who had lived upon his land for 
five years and cultivated it, would still lose it unless he was able 
at the time of applying for his final papers, to read the Consti- 
tution of the United States? 

Mr. OATES. The bill does not say 

Mr. HAUGEN (continuing). If that is so, and I infer from 
the gentleman’s remarks that it is so, would it not be better to 
apply this reading test at the time that the man declares his in- 
tention? 

Mr.OATES. Ido not knowabout that, Mr.Speaker. I think 
it is more charitable that the law should allow him five years 
in which to learn to read the Constitution; and if he does not 
learn it in five years he must, indeed, be a very dull scholar 

Mr. HAUGEN. That would depend somewhat upon the age 
of the applicant. 

Mr. OATES. I think any man young enough to open a farm 
and cultivate it successfully would be young enough in five years 
| to learn to read the Constitution in some language. d 


I would like to ask the gentleman from Ala- 
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Mr. HAUGEN. At present the declaration of intention must 
be filed two years before the naturalization papers are taken out. 

Mr. OATES. Yes. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Now, under this bill, what do you do with 
those who have declared their intention before it takes effect? 

Mr. OATES. The bill provides that its provisions shall not 
touch such a case as that mentioned by the gentleman, but pro- 
vides that such cases may go on and be perfected under the ex- 
isting law. No part of the bill has a retroactive effect. 

The SPEAKER, The hour has expired. The Clerk will re- 
port the special order. 

BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bankruptey bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of a bill the title of which the Clerk will report. 

The title was again reported. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, as the bill under consid- 
eration has been so ably and elaborately discussed in detail and 
in all its phases and relations to commerce should it become law, 
I shall content myself with stating briefly what appears to me a 
valid objection to section 2, which is intended to fix and establish 
the “‘acts of bankruptcy.” But before doing so I want to say a 
few words concerning bankuptcy legislation generally. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], in opening this 
debate, spoke of the progress made during the present century 
in abolishing imprisonment for debt and in granting exemptions 
from execution and establishing stay laws for the security and 
protection of debtors. [ heartily agree with everything the 
gentleman said on this line. Every true American feels an 
especial pride in the part performed by his country inabrogating 
and forever setting aside the harsh and inhuman rules of law 
which formerly existed for the collection of debts, and which 
had been handed down from the less enlightened ages. But I 
fear, instead of advancing, if this bill is enacted into law with- 
out amendment it will tend to hamper and embarrass, rather 
than benefit, a large class of honest debtors. 

I have never been convinced that national bankruptcy legisla- 
tion is good for the country except in extraordinary times and 
under conditions which can only result from great national dis- 
asters. These conditions generally arise from war, pestilence, 
or some great financial disturbance. At such times it has been 
assumed by Congress that the States were not able to give the 
full measure of relief required by commercial conditions and by 
unfortunate debtors. And out of these causes and considera- 
tions have been produced three national bankruptcy laws. 

While in the enactment of this legislatcon the object has al- 
ways been to relieve both debtor and creditor, yet I question 
very much if any bankrupt law ever enacted in this country has 
accomplished any substantial good. Undereach act passed grave 
abuses and vicious practices became the rule. The most violent 
opposition was aroused. All classes soon became dissatisfied and 
with one voice demanded repeal. This supports the conclusion 
of the present day that all bankruptcy legislation in the past 
history of the country has been a conspicuous failure. It has 
been of no benefit either to the debtor or hiscreditors. Instead 
of relieving and aiding the business classes it constantly tended 
to their annoyance a embarrassment. The officers appointed 
and charged with the custody and disposition of the estates were 
doubtless as honest and competent as other people, but because 
the law became a reproach nearly every official connected with 
it or charged with its administration was regarded with suspi- 
clon. 

It is said that the bankruptcy system originated with the 
Romans, and that it at first required substantially that a debtor 
whe was unable to pay might ‘‘yield up” all his property to his 
creditors and be secured against being dragged to jail by vio- 
lence. This ancient origin entitles it to consideration, but I 
submit that instead of the system being improved it seems to 
have been degenerating, for under any national law we have had 
while the debtor constructively ceded his property to his credi- 
tors, as matter of fact he “yielded it up” toa register or other 
official, who had to dispose of the goods, often at greatsacrifice, 
80 that when the cost of ing and charges were satisfied 
there was little left for distribution among creditors. These 
enormous charges attending the settlement of estates have con- 


tributed more peers than any other defect to the sentina,. 
against the system of legislation. an 
It is believed and contended here, however, that th 
and extravagance incident to the administration of forme, 

will be avoided by the proposed system. If gentlemen | 

did not believe that this would be sol apprehend that py 
would be found supporting this bill, for all admit the weg 

and vices inherent in all former laws on the subject. 

There is no question as to the power of Congress to , 
uniform system of bankruptey, but it is significant th 
our entire national existence as aconstitutional governn, 
bas only been done for about fourteen years. It is als 
cant that the several States of the Union which hay 
insolvency or assignment laws have retainedthem. Th 
show the preferences of our people. The States from 
time, as experience warrants, amend their systems, but 
abandon them. 

Under these State insolvency acts, which constitut 
of voluntary bankruptcy, the estates are settled un 
rection of the State courts by assignees appointed by 
itors. These courts are held in every county and wit 
of all persons interested. They are the tribunals to y 

people are accustomed in the transaction of their ordin 
Casiness and the ones to which they are_most attached. 

The Federal courts at best can only be held at a few | 
each State. In the larger States, in many instances, th: 
are held at great distances from the majority of t) 
This is especially true in the West, where all the Stat 
large and where but few of them have more than on 
judicial district. Litigation in these courts is necessar 
densome and expensive, and the people avoid them as |; 
is possible to do so. 

While the national bankruptcy laws have been in 
State insolvency acts, so far as there was any conflict, h 
suspended in their operation, but not abrogated, so th 
the national law was repealed the State laws sprang 
force and effect. So far as I have been able to ascertain 
all the States have insolvency or voluntary assignm 
under which estates can be equitably settled and with | 

yense than under any bankruptcy law yet enacted. Buti 
jected, first, that the several State laws are not uniform 
second, that they are inadequate to grant discharges and 
full and merited relief in all cases; that many of them f 
solutely to do equal justice in adjusting settlements betw 
insolvent debtor and his creditors, 

While it is doubtless true that no State statute has becn f 
not subject to one or more of these criticisms, it is also t: 
no national law on this subject has been written upon th 
ute book which has not failed, or at least fallen short, of 
ject and purposes of its enactment. These national law 

en enacted and they have remained in force respective; 
two, and eleven years, and it can be truthfully said that no 
lation in this country ever became more obnoxious to the w 
people. And if this bill passes I have not the slightest d 
but that in a short time there will be a demand for its repe: 

But, believing that at this time there is a necessity for 
measure to relieve to some extent the distress of the last ! 
months, and if possible to provide for releasing from the bi 
age of debt many who will surely be the victims of the unjus' 
and unAmerican legislation which is being forced through this 
Congress, I shall, if modifications are made, vote for the bill, but 
if compelled to vote upon it without amendment shall 
against it. Wecan not close our eyes to the fact that we | 
passed through a panic which has disturbed commercial inte 
ests and wrecked thousands of business men all over the contr) 
We can not hope for better things until changed condition: 
wrought out. There are doubtless many among the failures w! 
should be given another chance; but this can not be done i 
cases under the State laws. 

Tam opposed to the involuntary featuresof this bill as re] 
because, in my judgment, if this were the law of the la: 
would be too easy to force men into bankruptcy. One-half o 
retail business houses of the country would be in danger. | 
a careful and studious reading of section 2 of this proposed 
it will be readily seen that it contains too much. The con 
mind can not'understand it, and, if it passes, the courts wil! dis 
agree as to its Lose ep namgs If it were the law business p: 
would have to watch by day and by night that something m 
not be done inadvertently to make them amenable to son 
these provisions, and I fear that as to many dealers who are « 
business on small capital bankruptcy might become the rule and 
insolvency the exception. [ refer more especially to the seco! 
fifth, sixth, ninth, and tenth grounds or subdivisions. 

Mr. BOATNER Can not the bill be amended to cover there 
a 

r. BRODERICK. I am coming to that question. 
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The section reads: 

SE 
consist of his having within six months prior to the filing of a petition 
against him (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from his 
plac of business, residence, or domictie with intent to avoid the service of 
civil process and to defeat his creditors; (2) failed for thirty days while in- 
solvent to secure the release of any property levied upon under process of 
jaw for $500 or over, or if such property is to be s« id under such process then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale and until a petition ts 
filed: (8) made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat hi 
creditors; (4) made an assignment for the benetit of his creditors or filed in 
court a written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts; (5) made 
while insolvent a contract personally, or by agent, for the purchase or sale 
mmodity with intent not to receive or deliver the same but merely 





o1 ac 
receive or pay a difference between the contract and the market price 
thereof, at a time subsequent to the making of such contract; (6) made 


while 
be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of 
giving a preference; (7) DP ured or sufferes judgment to be entered 
against himself with intent to defeat his creditors; (8) secreted any of his 
property to avoid its being levied upon under legal process against himself 
and to defeat his creditors; (9) suffered while insolvent an execution for 
8600 or over, Or a nun ee ating such amount against 





er of executions ¢ 





himself to be returned on proper ou the amount shown to be 
due by such executions shall be paid fore a petition is filed; or (10) sus 
vended and not resumed for thirt \ 1d until a petition is filed, while 
nsolvent, the payment of his commercii uper for or aggregating 2600 or 
ove! 


Here are nominally ten specific grounds or acts of bankruptcy, 
but in fact more. If the bill passes into law some of them would 
be fruitful sources of contention and litigation. Appeals would 
be taken from court to court until the entire system would un- 
dergo judicial construction, and during all this time waste and 
shrinkage of values would be inevitable. 

A large proportion of the lecal dealers in every community 
depend to some extent on their credit, and instead of the pro- 
posed law helping this class it would be a constant source of 
alarm, embarrassment, and in some cases would result in hard- 
ships and disaster. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that before passing this bill 
there should be substituted for this objectionable section only 
three grounds for involuntary bankruptcy. First, actual fraud 
in. contracting the debt or debts of creditors who seek to avail 
themselves of the provisions of the act: second, disposing of 

roperty by the debtor for the purpose of defrauding his cred- 
tors; third, departing from his place of business or domicile with 
intent to avoid the service of civil process and defraud his cred 
itors. 

If these amendments are made, and such others as will make 
the system harmonious, it might result in some good, by way of 
relieving aclassof debtors who have become hopelessly involved 
and will be driven into liquidation. But I do not believe it pos- 
sible for this Congress or any other to enact a bankruptcy law 
which would be satisfactory, and which would remain upon th 
statutesany considerabletime. It requires too much machinery 
to execute such a law. So many and intricate are the obstucle 
in the way that they seem to be insuperable. They have chal- 
lenged the ingenuity and skill of the greatest lawyers. It is 
not at all surprising that members of any committee of lawye 
should disagree upon such a measure. In view of the difficult 
it would be a wonder if they should agree. 

For these and other reasons I question very much if we should 
in any event try to make this a part of our permanent system of 
laws, but if enacted should provide that the law shall remain in 
force for three years. If at the expiration of this time itshould 
be found just and equitable in its operation, it could beextended 
or reénacted. 

As a member of the committee I have given this subject so 
study and have reached the conclusion that overreaching, or : 
mere failure to meet obligations when due, should not be groun: 
for adjudging one insolvent. There is no necessity for such 
rule of law, and so far as I am able to ascertain there is no ur- 
gent demand for it. 

The wholesale merchants have adopted the best possible meth 
ods for ascertaining the business, moral, and financial standing 
of their customers in every community. Imposition in bolster 
ing up a failing business is now rarely practiced with succe 
There need be no loss to the wholesale people with the present 
facilities for doing business except through actual fraud or w 
avoidable misfortune. For the latter I am unwilling that th: 
debtor should be forced into insolvency. For the former, that 
is, if the debtor has been guilty of fraud in procuring credit, or 
in endeavoring to defeat his creditors by fraudulent sales, or by 
concealing himself to avoid service of process, then he should be 
required to surrender his property, not exempt, for the benefit 
of all his creditors. And as to failing debtors residing in one 
State and doing business in another, they should be allowed an 
election between the exemption laws of the two States. 

I have very little objection to the voluntary provisions of this 
bill, but:shall not consent in any manner to a law by which men 
can be thrown into bankruptcy except for causes clearly contain- 
ing the elements of actual fraud. Other causes er grounds 
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insolvent a transfer of any of his property or suffered any of it to | 


1) | ness interests : bring 
2° @ Acts of bankruptey.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall | 25S Interests ind bring 


. . 1; ‘ 
Would resulbadisastrously to 


wh upon the law. [Appl 


would be subject to abuses and 
repre 


Mr. DRAPER Mr. Chairman, the few remarks that Is 
make upon this bill are froma business her than a lega 
point. My knowledge of law has been g ed byexp 
client rather than as counsel: and wi lam awar 
knowledge and ability are essential in fran t tes, I also 
know that statutes are cr ought to be framed t t eds 
of the business community. 

Now, insolvent or bankrupt | atic S, ( { 
least, one of the necessities of business \ 
nately, do not succeed in business in fae 
doing business, if not the ma ity, fai at so! 
ing tueircommercial care rhe statement of theen 
ton merchant, Mr. Abbott Lawrence, that, after usine 
fifty years, he had found that thirteen out of fourteen 1 vho 
had been associated with him commercially in his early d: 
at some time been insolvent is probably as true of the 


i+ 


cial classes to-day 5 
Now, in addition to other cau of bankruptey, 1 
ti t 





over the land from time to t ‘ i their ‘ tl 
commercial wrecks. Whi i of inso ‘ 
trying to do business reaches a cer per e(Iw I t 
tempt to tell what that percen tag is), some provision t be 
made for the settlement of the ace ited indeb S 

fresh start, or the credit system itself will be substant ce 
stroyed. Conservative business men will not sell exe for 
cash down when the goods they: i i sto be sei oon 
as delivered to pav old debts, and n who do take such risks 
must charge prices in accordance with the risk taken, and that 


} 
1 | 


brings about injury to th 1al con 
Now, Mr. Chairman, State laws 
adequately for these trou 


umer, 
can and will not 
They may provide for settlement 


not provide 


bles. 





with leeal creditors: but no State can discharge a debt from 
an obligation entered intowith a citizen of another Stat For 
this purpose a national bankrupt law is a necessity, and it was 
considered by our fathers so important that special constitu- 
tional provision was made securing to Congress the power to 
pass such a law. Congress has taken advantage of this power 
two or threetimes in the past, and it is as certain that they will 
do it again as itis that the number of insolvents will increase 
with the lapse of time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have read over this bill with some car 
and I have also read the report of the committee, and hay 
tened to mostof the discussion thus far. Idonot pro ‘ 
cuss the legal points of the bill. As a business man I do1 
feel competent to do so; but I will leave them to be discusse 
the eloquent legal gentlemen in this House on my side of th 
question. Outside of my own examination of the bill, have 
great confidence in the ability of the committee which has re 

orted it. It is made up from all sections of the country, and ] 
know thatthis bill has been considered with more than ordinary 
care. I also am told that it has been submitted to most of o1 
many of the commercial asseciations of the country, and that it 


is received their approva!. 
\t this point I propose to 


National Board of Trade on 


sad a report and memorial of the 


re 
this subject, A report of a special 



















committee appointed by the board to consider the Torrey bank 
rupt bill. Now, Mr. Speaker, I understand it is not the Torrey 
bill that is before us, but it is substantially that bill, amend 
; [am informed by the gentleman from Alabama[Mr. Oa’ 
in the direction of greater leniency toward insolvent d 
This report says: 
NATIONAL BOARD OF TRADE—IWENTY-SECOND ANNUA 
Y tee finds a Li l 1¢ pre l mad which 
preve unfortunates from securi relief and wh »bstruct co 
merce to the fact tha ‘ec 1s & national bankruy Aw, and 
1 1 of interstate com! 6 when vas broken at t rossin 
ite lines at great loss ar unnecessary expense, and expresses the be 
hat the passage of such a law will promote the best intere of the] 
pie and of commerce, as the increase and extension of transportation facili 
ties has done this, that it will enable such persons to secure 1 
te the administration of estates, diminish dishonest acts, increase t 
a mer nd reduce the price of commodities to « 
l peo] f this country are for the most part honest in t r trar 
t ut there are creditors and debtors who are unfortuna levoid of 
thes of moral right; those who are so shor rhted a rt 
comn wt rs aSa temporary makes! id those f ined 
to perpetrate wrongs in order to perform a higher duty tot : pendents 
vy ti lieve justifies such wrx l ¢ t ea iversity of 
nion upon the proposition that ther: u ’ vy for the gu nce of 
litors and debtors who are wit mo perce n, for the restrainin 
of those who are shortsighted, and for the prevention of the perpetration of 
wron under the impulse of fancied right 
We have carefully examined the Torrey bill to see whether it mee h 
requirements as above, and find that it does, and that prov ns are con 
d therein which are in harmonious relationship with the 1 the 
bill, providing as follow For the allowance of State exemptions to, and 
the discharge of, honest insolvents; the complete surrender of the assets of 


bankrupts; the strict accountability of officers; the prompt an 


: ( i linexpensive 
compromise or arbitration of controversies; the conducting o 


ull proceed 


ings without secrecy; the prevention of the giving and receiving of prefer 
enees 


the enforcement of valid liens and the cancellation of fraudulent 
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ones; the pro rata distribution of the assets of bankrupts to creditors of the 
same class; the administration of estates quickly and cheaply, and the 
prompt and just realization of the rights of all pocteee by judicial process 
without in any respect modifying the methods of honest men. 

if we were told to-day that a member of this body came from a State 
where it was the law that when a man was upon his deathbed his friends 
to whom he happened to beindebted came to seize and carry away his prop- 
erty instead of to console his family, we would accuse such member of tol- 
erating a law unworthy of enforcementin the harbarous ages, and adisgrace 
to the enlightened nineteenth century. If we modify the statement so as to 
place the man, not ~ Ae a physical, but upon a financial deathbed, the 
accused member would, while pleading guilty, justly claim most of us as 
his brothers, In other words, the laws of most of the States are such that 
when aman becomes involved financially his creditors are compelled, in 
self-defense, to seize his property before the debtor secretes it in order to 
protect his dependents, or before some other creditor carries it away; as a 
result, these laws for the most part weaken the weak, encourage the dis- 
honest, and make imperative the selfish struggle between the strong. 

There should be a iaw such that men who honestly become unfortunate 
may have the confidence of their creditors; a law so just that a debtor’s 
family would be better protected under its provisions than by his wrong- 
doing: alaw so comprehensive and wise in its provisions that the creditors 
wouid be served better tinancially by trusting to its administration than by 
invoking compulsory processes. After ali, such —— are designed only 
as cruel weapons against the dishonest, instead of a just defining of the 
rights of honest creditors against the honest but unfortunate debtor. There 
should be a law which would enable the debtor to be honest and the creditor 
to be considerate; but there is none. 

We have carefully examined the Torrey bill to see whether it meets the 
above requirements and find that it does, and that there are provisions 
therein which are supplemented and carried out by others, as follows; To 
secure the impartial and speedy trial, by a jury or the court, as to whether 
acts of bankruptcy have been committed, and other matters in controversy; 
to prohibit the secreting or embezzling of assets; to punish false swearing; 
to prevent the proof of fraudulent claims; to require bankrupts and all per- 
sons to testify; to set aside compositions and discharges which have been 
fraudulently procured; to give notice of aJl proceedings and an opportunity 
for interested parties to be heard; and generally to expose, punish, and pre- 
vent fraud and make it easier and more proilitable to be honest than dis- 
honest. 

The committee therefore reaches the conclusion that the Torrey bill is a 
wise measure and ought to be enacted in the best interests of the people of 
every condition and in every part of the country. 

It is recommended that an address to Congress be sent to the President of 
the Senate for presentation to the Senate, and to the Speaker, to be laid be- 
fore the House of Representatives, as follows: 


The memorial is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


The National Board of Trade, while holding its twenty-second annual ses- 
sion at the above time and place, respectfully states as follows: 

That itsmembers represent the great body ofthe commercial toilers of the 
country, North, South, East, and est, and those who are dependent upon 
them. 

That these toilers purchase articles from many sources, each thereby be- 
coming a debtor to many creditors in the several States, and as producers 
or distributors sell articles all over the country, each thereby becoming a 
creditor of many debtors; they are therefore interested in having a bank- 
ruptcy law passed by Congress which shall be fair to them as both debtors 
and creditors. 

That to successfully pursue a modern vocation is a complex problem; it 
not only involves good judgment and untiring industry on the part of the 
individual, so far as his capabilities are concerned, but as to the difficulties 
he has to encounter it involves conditions which he can not control. He 
must combat the ever- varying conditions and effects of seasons and cli- 
mates, and in the end his capabilities have been exerted simply to serve a 
single purpose, ¢, ¢,, to supply the needs of the people. 

This complex problem is a duty of gigantic proportions; a duty which in 
its performance furnishes occupation for the human race and thereby pro- 
vides the happiness of life. The lawmaking power has no function except 
to make the performance of this duty possible, Its function is wisely ex- 
ercised when the duty is rendered of easy performance. 

if this was an ideal age, in which every one of those duty performers was 
capable and honest, the burdens would be easily borne, but unfortunately 
there are in the world those who are not capable, those who are not honest, 
and therefore the burdens are shifted, and those who are capable and hon- 
est must bear them. They should bear them upon a just basis, and should 
not as between themselves crush one another or those who are not capa- 
ble in a selfish struggle, but should have their rights so — defined and 
their responsibilities so clearly fixed that the incapable wouk 


ble shifting of burdens came because of a or dishonesty they 
should be transferred to the shoulders which should bear them. Unfortu- 
nately the conditions are such under the present laws that the evils of in- 
capacity and dishonesty are not infrequently visited upon the innocentand 
not upon the guilty or those who are at fault. 

That the colonial patriots foresaw the above conditions and sought to 
avert them by providing in the Constitution for a national bankruptcy law. 

That we experience the above conditions, and hence say to you as our Rep- 
resentatives, here is the Torrey bankrupt bill which will remedy these evils; 
exercise your power and make it a law. It will prove to be a proclamation 
of freedom to honest insolvents and a messageof peace to warring creditors. 
Do your long-delayed duty, which is but a part of that which we all perform 
in supplying the needs of humanity, and put it upon the statute books. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the National Board of Trade is not a local 
institution and does not represent merely any one section of the 
country. 


character: 


Constituent bodies of the National Board of Trade are the | 


Albany Chamber of Commerce; Ashland (Wis.) Busiress Men’s 
Association; Boston Merchants’ Association; Boston Paper Trade 
Association; Bradford (Pa.) Board of Trade; Bridgeport Board 
of Trade: Brunswick (Ga.) Board of Trade; Buffalo Merchants’ 
Exchange; Cario (11l.) Board of Trade; Chester {Pa.) Board of 
Trade; Chicago Board of Trade; Chicago Paper Trade Associa- 
tion: Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce; Detroit Board of Trade; 
Duluth Chamber of Commerce; Fort Worth (Tex.) Chamber of 
Commerce; Grand Rapids ( Mich.) Board of Trade; Helena (Ark.) 
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be strength- | 
ened and the dishonest would be cur bed, to the end that when the unavoida- | 





I will read the names of the commercial bodies that go | 
te make it up, in order to show that it is really national in its | 
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Chamber of Commerce; Indianapolis Board of Trade: Jackson 
(Miss.) Board of Trade; Jamestown (N. Y.) Board of Trade: 
Kansas City Commercial Club; Kansas City Commercial] F =. 
change; Knoxville (Tenn.) Chamber of Commerce; Louisyj||a 
Board of Trade; Memphis Merchants’ Exchange; Milwaukee 
Chamber of Commerce; Milwaukee Merchants’ Association: 
Montgomery (Ala.) Commercial and Industrial Association: Ne. 
yada State Board of Trade; New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited: 
New Orleans Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Louisiana: 
New Orleans Maritime Exchange; New York Board of Trade ang 
Transportation; New York Chamber of Commerce; New York 
Italian Chamber of Commerce; Omaha Board of Trade: Philadel. 
phia Board of Trade; Philadelphia Grocers and Importers’ fx- 
change; Portland (Oregon) Chamber of Commerce; Providence 
Board of Trade; Rochester Chamber of Commerce; Scranton 
(Pa.) Board of Trade; St. Joseph (Mo.) Board of Trade: St. Louis 
Associated Wholesale Grocers; St. Louis Mechanics’ Exchange: 
St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange; Shreveport (La.) Board of Trade: 
Toledo (Ohio) Produce xchange; Trenton Board of Trade: 
Washington (D. C.) Board of Trade; Wichita (Kans.) Board of 
Trade; Williamsport (Pa.) Board of Trade; Wilmington (Del,) 
Board of Trade: York (Pa.) Board of Trede. 

Now, believing as J doin national bankruptcy legislation, I fee] 
confident, for the reasons I have stated, that we cun safely adopt 
this bill; and if after all the care that has been exercised defects 
are found in practice, they can be remedied after discovery, 
Mr, Speaker, we are in the midst of a condition of affairs where 
bankruptcy unfortunately is common, and I fear that it is likely 
in the near future to become much more so. Under these cir- 
cumstances some provision of national law is necessary by which 
an insolvent debtor can surrender his property and receive a 
discharge which shall be good in any State in the Union, and by 
which his creditors can each receive their fair proportion of the 
insolvent’s estate. 

i have listened with great interest to several of the eloquent 
speakers on the other side of this question, and outside of the 
legal points raised, which, as I said before, I will leave to my 
legal colleagues on this side of the question, it seems to me that 
the pith of the contention on the other side is that this bill is 
in some way opposed to the interest of the poor man. Now, 
gentlemen, the poor man never lacks advocates if he does lack 
friends, and there have been in every legislative body enough 
of both to warrant the opinion that poverty ought to have been 
and would have been abolished long ago if the knowledge and 
judgment of those who spoke for him had been equal to their 
eloquence and kindly feeling. [Laughter.] Mr.Speaker, | wish 
to do all I canfor the poor man myself, in fairness to the rest of 
the community, and | am willing to resolve all questions of 
doubt in his favor; but alas, time has shown that many mensures 
intended to help him have really resulted in detriment to his in- 
terests or else have done him no good at all. 

It seems to me that careful and unprejudiced study of the best 
way to help him will be much more beneficial than unlimited 
declamation without it. But how is this bill to injure the poor 
man? In the section which [come from, New England, the wage- 
earner is generally appealed to as the poor man par excellgnc’. 
Now, that title does not apply to a large proportion of the wage- 
earners, but the wage-eurners are exempt from the provisions 
of this proposed bankruptact. Inthe Southand West the farmer 
is eamaliy spoken of as the poor man. Im glad to believ: 
that he is far from it in many cases at least, but even if not this 
law does not apply to him either. It is especially designed, as | 
understand it, for manufacturers and merchants. 

Now, the class of manufacturers is alleged and believed b: 
many to be so pampered by a protective tariff as to be very far 


| removed from any danger of bankruptcy {laughter], and as to 
| traders, they are not generally included in the enumeration o 


the poor. But beyond that, gentlemen, there are poor men 
among creditors as well as among debtors. I doubt if ther 
one single member on this floor who does not know personally 


| of cases where insolvent debtors are living in comfortand luxur 
| and paying none of their past debts, while many of their ered- 
| itors are in want, 


I know of a case myself where an insolvent 
debtor was driven to a meeting of his creditors in his own ¢ 
riage, while his creditors, some of them at least, were obliged 
to go on foot. 

But, admitting that the great mass of debtors that this bill is 
to provide for are poor as well as insolvent, is not a law which 
enables the poor insolvent debtor to give up his property and 
receive adischarge forall past debts, a good thing for him rather 
than a hardship or an oppression? And, if a settlement is to be 
made, Mr. Speaker, how can it injure the debtor if a fair rather 
than an unfair division of his property is to be made among his 
creditors? This I understand to be the object that this bill is 
intended to accomplish, and in that view and on that ground | 
desire to be counted in favor of it. [Applause.] 
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[Mr. CULBERSON addressed the committee. See Appen- 
dix.] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great 
interest to the able speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] who has justtaken his seat. I regret exceedingly, 
however, that he should have marred so able a speech by an 
appeal, at its close, to partisan prejudice. The question that is 
before us is purely a business question. There is not in it ap- 
propriately a sing!e element of partisanship, or any principle 
which divides men on party lines. 

[ had not intended until this afternoon to say anything upon 
this question, preferring to leave the discussion to the able gen- 
tlemen, members of the bar, members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, and others who have had practical experience in adminis- 
tering bankruptcy laws. 

While Lagree with some of the criticisms of the details of the 
bill before us, which have been made by my friend from Texas 
{Mr. CULBERSON], I must take this opportunity to dissent from 
so much of his speech as is directed against any bankruptcy 
legislation. 

| do not agree with all that is in the bill before us. I propose 
ata later stage of these proceedings when the bill is considered 
in committee for amendment, to indicate some of the features to 
which I object, and to endeavor to have a modification of them. 

In view of my judgment of the wisdom and even the necessity 
of some bankruptcy legislation, I propose to vote for this meas- 
ure in the shape in which it shall be when it shall emerge from 
the Committee of the Whole, in the hope, I may say in the ex- 
pectation, that when it shall also have been fully considered 
by the Senate, and shall have been adjusted in conference, we 
shall have a measure which I can heartily support and which I 
believe will be in the interest of the whole country. 

[ do not propose, therefore, at this time to discuss the details 
of this measure, but simply to briefly indicate some reasons why 
it seems to me this Congress should take affirmative action with 
respect to bankruptcy legislation. 

And first, Mr. Chairman, it must be agreed that the frame- 
work of our Government contemplates national bankruptcy leg- 
islation. The framers of our Government, in constructing that 
great instrument, the Constitution of the United States, in draw- 
ing the line of demarcation between the State and national 
power, intrusted bankruptcy legislation to the Congress of the 
United States, and withheld it from the Legislatures of the sey- 
eral States of the Union. 

If there is to be bankruptcy legislation at all, therefore, com- 
prehensive legislation, covering the ground which the framers 
of our Constitution intended should be covered, it must be na- 
tional. It can not be simply State. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I hold that the framers of our Govern- 
ment, in intrusting the power to enact bankruptcy laws to the 
national rather than to the State authority, acted wisely, witha 
keen comprehension that such legislation is a necessary incident 
of domestic commerce, and that we shall be false to the highest 
interests of the country if we allow prejudice or distrust of the 
national authority to lead us to refuse to enact such laws. 

I know that we have had bankruptcy legislation for only com- 

aratively short periods in the existence of this nation—three 
foes in all; the last of which remained only eleven years upon 
the statute books of the nation. I think, however, that we can 
discover in the early condition of the country and in some of the 
features of this legislation an explanation for the comparatively 
short lease of such legislation. 

In the early history of this country, before interstate com- 
merce had been developed to the extent that it has within recent 
years, before the construction of railroads and telegraphs and 
the growth of the intimate business relations now existing be- 
tween every part of this country, which makes Texas commer- 
cially as near to New York and New York as near to San Fran- 
cisco as Philadelphia was to Pittsburg seventy-five years ago, 
we can see in the development of the means of communication a 
reason, a necessity, for national bankruptcy legislation that did 
not exist fifty or seventy-five years ago. We have become a 
great nation commercially as well as politically. Every part of 
this country is commercially linked withevery other part. The 


merchant in New Engiand is dealing every day with the mer- | 


chant in New Orleans and Galveston. The merchantin St. Paul 
is selling to and purchasing from the merchant of Boston every 
day. State lines have been broken down commercially in the 
progress of this nation. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in consequence of the improvement of 
the means of communication in this country, and the immense 
development of interstate trade, it has become necessary 
that Congress should use the power which the framers of this 
Government placed in the Constitution, and enact laws which 
shall be national in their character as relating to bankruptcy 


and insolvency. We can not defer action in th's direction with- 


out serious evils arising. Indeed such evils are already here. 
There have been elements in the binkruptey legislation hore- 
tofore enacted which have almost inevitably aroused oppo yn. 
I need not stop to recall them, because you gentlemen ure aware 
'of them. One of those elements w the ecessary expense 
attending the administration of our bankruptcy laws in the past. 
Toa great extent this bill has overcome the difficulties whieh 
have been so fruitful of criticism in the pist. It seems to me 
there may be amendments adopted which will serve still more 
| to overcome those difficulties. It can not be possible, after all 
our experience in administering such laws, with all parts of this 


country commercially interlinked as never before, with the ne 
cessity upon us for some legislation in this direction, that the 
wit of man can not conceive uniform bankruptcy legislation ex- 
tending from Maine to Texas, ftom New York to Oregon, which 
shall work with facility, with elliciency, with ith 
reasonable satisfaction; conserve the interests of 
both debtor and creditor, and promote the best interests of the 
vast business of a great people. 

Mr. BOATNER. If the gentleman will pardon an interrup- 
tion, I would suggest that if you could devise a system which 
would discharge the bankrupt and at the same time leave him 
in possession of his property. it would probably be satisfactory 
to some of the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It would appear that much of the oppos 
to the bankruptcy biil is based on such a desire. 

Mr. BOATNER. I doubt whether any other 
ruptey would be satisfactory. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there is a second resson for 
national bankruptcy legislation. Justice to the debtor—human- 
ity at least, requires it. Under our laws as they exist to-day, 
and as they must exist under the Constitution which withholds 
from the State the power of releasing obligations to nonresident 
creditors, it is not possible for any insolvent debtor, however op- 
pressed may be his condition, to lift from himself any liability to 
creditors outside of the State in which he resides by anything 
else than absolute and complete payment. He may surrender all 
his property, but the liability to pay the balance still hangs over 
him. 

Gentlemen know honest neighbors in their several localities, 
just as I know neighbors in the State where | reside who to- 
day, being insolvent through their misfortunes, are unable to 
engage in active business because of debts hanging over them 
which they have contracted to creditors in other States. If we 
could know correctly how much the country is losing through 
the forced inactivity of a large body of insolvents, honest men 
who desire to be freed from the debt burdens which oppress 
them, and to enter upon the work of production and distribu- 
tion again in this country, and yet can not lift their hands in 
their own name to enter upon active business, it would aston- 
ish us. 

Now, it is inhumane, it seems to me, in the legislation of any 
country to leave honest but unfortunate debtors in this plight, 


justice, a 


secure justice: 


tion 


system of bank- 


| this inability to habilitate themselves and enter once more upon 


| their work as honest and efficient citizens 


No other country 
does leave any of its debtors in such position through the fail- 
ure to legislate. 

And yet, because gentlemen pretend to be fearful that any 
national legislation may be used to make the condition of debtors 
worse, they refuse to take a single step toward lightening the 
burden of men known to all of us, who are thus unable to enter 
again upon the active work of life. Our country is losing every 
year through these men thus forced to be inactive more than 
can possibly be imagined. 

[ have heard during the past few days lurid denunciations of 


a national banking law, alleged to be an engine for the oppres- 
sion of debtors: and when [ have heard them [ have ecarefully 
listened for an intelligent explanation of such results, and [ have 


not as yet heard any. 
Now, instead of placing new burdens on the honest debtor, I 
assert—and I ask for proof to the contrary—that it will improve 


his condition. Of course it is admitted that it will improve the 
| condition of the hopelessly insolvent debtor by relies him 
| from the entire burden of his indebtedness on the surrender of 


his property. So much is clear gain. 

Again, take the case of the debtor who is not able to pay his 
paper at maturity, but who yet expects in due time to meet all 
his obligations. What is his situation now?’ His property is 
subject to attachment under State laws. Each of his creditors, 
especially those out of the State, fears that other creditors, es- 
pecially those in the State, will endeavor to get ahead and at- 


tach the creditor’s property, for “‘ first come, first served.” 

The chances are more than even that in this state of uncer- 
tainty one creditor will secure his debt by attachment, or a pref- 
erential conveyance, and then all the others will follow likea 
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pack of wolves, trying each to get in ahead, and the unfortunate 
creditor will be made hopelessly insolvent. If a national bank- 
ruptcy law existed, so that neither creditor could get ap advan- 
tage of the other, and that in case the debtor should fail each 
would come in for his share, all would allow the debtor to go on, 
and even give him a helping hand. 

In short, under any and all circumstances, the national bank- 
ruptey law would improve the situation of the honest debtor, and 
save thousands from bankruptcy who would be carried down by 
State attachment laws, or by the inability of State insolvent or 
assignmentlaws to reach outside creditors. 

Thirdly. Justice to the creditor, particularly the creditor who 
resides in States other than that in which the debtor lives, re- 
quires nationa] bankruptcy legislation. As itis now, legislation 
in some States practically discriminates in favor of creditors 
within their own borders, or at least allows a debtor to prefer 
creditors in such a way as to deprive the outside creditor of a 
just share of the insolvent’s estate. Indeed, even if laws allow- 
ing the preferment of credits do not exist, the fact of nonresi- 
dence makes it probable that they will come in last in a race of 
attachments on the estate of a failed debtor. Every outside cred- 
itor wants only to share equally with other creditors in cases 
where debtors become insolvent. Why should he not? 

But it is in cases where there are fraudulent acts on the part 
of the debtor that the outside creditor suffersmost. For insuch 
cases the chanees are that inside creditors are mixed up with 
the fraudulent transactions.of the debtors—transactions which 
ean rarely ever be reached except by a court of bankruptcy. 

It is for these reasons that a national bankruptcy act not only 
protects and sustains the honest debtor, but also at the same 
time secures the just rights, and only the just rights, of the 
creditor to a proportionate share in the property of the insolvent 
debtor. 

luch has been said in the progress of this debate in deroga- 
tien of the creditors of this country. We might get the idea 
from the frequent reference to what.has been styled the creditor 
class, that.there is a distinct body of men in this country who are 
perpetual and irrevocable debtors,and another distinct class who 
are perpetual and irrevocable creditors. Now, there is no such 
state of things in this country. 

The creditor of to-day is also the debtor of to-day in almost 
every instance, and the debtor of to-day is likely to be the cred- 
itor of to-morrow, and vice versa, There is no fixed class of 
da btors and creditors in a country like this. There is ‘no class of 
men who, on the same day or within the same series of months, 
are simply debtors and not creditors. 

We have heard a great deal said about the so-called poor men 
of this country, the workingmen whoare held up as debtors, and 
to whom this bill is said to be inimical. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
are you not wware thatthe largest body of creditors in this coun- 
try are the workingmen? They have to-day over $1,700,000,000 
deposited in the savings banks of this country, placed there to 
their.credit, and loaned to the debtors of this country; and itis 
through the lo insoutof the savings of these workingmen, whom 
you are pretending to care for as debtors who want to avoid 

ayment of their debts, that the business of this country is be- 
~ largely carried on to-day. My experience as a business man 
is that the largest debtors are men of means, the men who are 
engaged in large business operations, and who are obliged to 
constantly hire money to do their business. 

I have had some opportunity to observe to whom loans were 
being extended by banking institutions, and I want to say to 
you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, what many of you know, that 
the debtors of this country are not toa great extent the poor 
men, but they are the men of means. 

I repeat, there is no distinct class of debtors in this country. 
All are at:the same time or at different times both creditors and 
debtors. What is for the interest of the creditor is for the in- 
terest of the debtor also, aud a te each secures the highest 
welfare of each. Iam tired o sitting in this House and hearing 
from duy to day gentlemen claim to be the special friends of the 
poor man and of the workingman, and, under the guise of cham- 
pioning their interest, decluiming against legislation thatis for 
their interest.as much as itis for the interest of any other people 
in this country. 

Let us have done with this class talk. "Whatever legislation 
commends itself as in the interest of all should be supported be- 
cause it is wise, not declaimed against on the assumption, false 
in most cases, that it is for the interest of the ‘‘money power” 
and against theinterest of the poor man. When the laws of the 
State do equal justice to both creditor and debtor, they subserve 
the interests of both in the highest degree. 

Is it necessarily a misfortune to be adebtor? Is it a crime to 
be a. creditor? y, sir,a large portion of the existing debits in 
this country mean simply that those who have contracted them 
ave the active, earnest, pushing men in every community, and 
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it is because they are able to make such loans that th; a 
ing the best for, themselves and for the communities ' 
they live. . é 

This leads me to speak of a fourth reason why | 
of national bankruptcy legislation. That reason is + 
to strengthen the great credit system of this count 
per cent of the business of this country is conducted 
in.every community there are pushing young men : 
middle age who, having little capital of their ow, 
ing loans and are thus.enabled to enter uponactive 
bring prosperity to themselves, to their employés 
communities in which they reside. Do you want to! 
or weaken the credit system or do you prefer to stir 
I should judge from what has been said by many gen 
the course of this debate that they would consider 
tune to have the credit of the people of their State o 
ties strengthened? 

Why, sir, 1 have heard not only now, but in the 
plaints from the southern portion of this Union, th: 
not capital sufficient to develop their resources, an 
cause of this lack of capital their prosperity is ham 
part of our country is among the fairest on God's e 
with resources awaiting development: and you ar 
capital and energy to come in and develop it. But 
energy will not go there unless there is confidence in y 
eontidence in your justice and laws, confidence that y 
are extended to you they will be repaid. And gent 
legislate or fail to legislate in any direction that 
weaken this confidence are doing their own States an in. 
can not be overestimated. 

Gentlemen who think that in their own States they ca 
laws that make it difficult to collect debts, or who enact 
hold legislation which will enable the debtors in a St: 
their own citizens preferred creditors, as against out 
itors, and who think they are gaining through suc! 
are making agreat mistake. For rest assured that 
weakens your credit increases the cost of what you | 
and raises the rate of interest on your loans. 

The.one thing that the South needs to-day is the 
of the men who have capital—the very men whom so 
stigmatize as the ‘‘money power,” “the gold bugs’ 
legislation which tends in that direction, which gives | 
itor in one State confidence that the debtor in the ot! 
will treat him just.as well as he will treat the credito 
State in which he resides, any legislation which will 1 
cure such confidence, as a national bankruptcy law « 
give that portion of our country what it wants, more c 
develop its great resources and greater prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman, for these and other reasons I am ear! 
favor of wise and well-adjusted national bankruptcy le 
It is enjoined by the Constitution. It is necessary to 
the best interests of debtors. It is essential to do j 
creditors. It is called for tostrengthencreditand pro 
ness and industrial prosperity. And it will contrib 
ther cement the Union formed to advance the commerci: 
as political interests of this great nation. [Applause.] 

Mr. OATES. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker havin; 
sumed the chair, Mr. OUTHWAITE reported that the Comn 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, had had und: 
sideration the bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform sy: 
bankruptcy throughout the United States, and had come t 
resolution thereon. 

° ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr.OATHS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent th: 
the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet at !1 o'clock to 
row morning, or that we take a reeess now until that hour 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
asks unanimous consent that the House now take a rec: 
11.o'clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. KILGORE. IL object. 

Mr. OATES. I move then that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and according|y (at 4o’clocka 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2.0of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (U 
4276) to. increase the pension of Joseph Craig, and the sam: 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions 








bear 


ate: 





1893. 








is of the following titles were introduced, and semana 

referred as follows: | 
By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4293) to repeal the laws pro- 

viding for the retirement of officers of the Army of the United | 





States—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 4294) to repeal the laws ‘providing for the 
retirement of officers of the Navy of the United States—to the 
Cor ittee on Naval Affairs 

Also, a bill (HL. R. 4295) to repeal section 714 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States—to the Committee on the Judi- 
cl Vy. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H.R. 4296) to amend an act, ap- 


‘An act to provide a 


of Oklahoma,” ete.— 


roved May 2, 1890, entitled 
government for the Territory 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

sv Mr. CURTIS of New 


temporary 
to the Com- 


York: A bill (H. R. 4297) to create 


the western judicial circuit of New York—to the Committee 
on the Judici iry. 
By Mr. MCALEER: A bill (H. R. 4298) to authorize the sale to 


the Schuylkill River East Side Railroad Company of a lot of 
ing to the United States Naval Asylum in the 
eity of Philadelphia, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. WAUGH: A joint resolution (H. Res. 81) requiri 
the Commissioner of Pensions to furnish ac iarges or in- 
formation ten to defeat the gr: continuation 
pension already granted in certain to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. FITHIAN: A resolution asking for a day to be fixed for 


rround belong 
e y 





ng 





ypvy of et 


ing inting or o1ra 


cases 





the consideration of the bill (H. R. 26 for the free admission 
to American registry of ships built in foreign countries—to the 
Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were ‘esented and ref -rred as follows 

By Mr. CARU TH: \ bil H. R. 4299) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Tw dd) to She § ommittee on | nvalid Pe nsions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4300 
Committee on C] 

By Mr. CLAR 
of George D. 
on Claims. 

B; Mr. CRAIN: A bill (H. R 
Mey 12, 1890, granting to the 
right t to improve Aransas 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 4803) for the relief of the heirs of 

to the Committee on War Claims. 
bill (H. R. 4804) for the relief of David 


for the relief of John Veeley—to the 
laims. 


K of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4301) for the relief 
Biggs and Samuel C. Downing—to the Committee 


4302) to amend an act approved 
Aransas Pass Harbor Company the 
Pass, Texas—to the Committee on 


j 
Joseph Kulsge, deseased 
By Mr. MORGAN: A 


Hogan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TATE (by request): A bill (H. R. 4305) for the relief of 
Ap on B. Sams—to the Cc mmittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOLVERTON . bill (H. R. 4306) for the relief of 


John W. P ullman—to the ‘Committee on Claims 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
. e XXII, the following pet 
pers were laid on the Clerk's desk and refer 

By Mr. ALDRI Petition of the 
Union, of Chic» go, for the 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: 
Cheshire County, N. H., in reg 
fic—to the ¢ fommitt e on Aleoholic Liquor ” 

By Mr. BELDEN: Resolutions of Central New York Pomona 
a of Sy racuse, N. Y., representing 47 gr in central 

New York, against any reduction in tariff on farm products—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Protest of 200 exhibitors at the World’ 
Columbian Exposition against the passage of House resolution 
77, conferring diplomas upon designers, inventors, and expert 
artisans—to the C ym mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Memorial of the Port Townsend (Wash 
Chamber of Commerce, calling the attention of Congress to the 
present condition of the laboring classes of the State of Wasbh- | 
ington, and petitioning the promotion of public works, to accom- | 
pany House bill 4288—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon: Petition of 98 citizens of Dufer and 
66 citizens of Wasco, both of Oregon, asking for the passage of a 
bill to amend an act entitled “‘An act to forfeit certain lands 


Under elause 1 of R tions and pa- 
red : io tdllowse 

Congregational Ministers’ 
repeal of the Geary law—to the Com- 


Memorial of citizens of 
ard to the alcoholic liquor f 
Craffic. 





inges 


heretofore granted for the purpose of aiding in the construction 


of railroads, and for other purposes ”—to the Committee on the 


Public Lands. 
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eociation, of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of the 
Geary law—to the Committee on Fo reign Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of 23 cit Rockford 
half of the passage of H j isl 
wrecking—to the Committee « [Interstat : ‘oreion Com- 
merce. 


sy Mr. 


re pre l 0 i8 


ens of 








PAYNE: 


against any change in tariff—to the Vi nd 
Means 

By Mr. POST: Petition of W. Rect I W \ . 
and 36 other citizens of Smithfield, Il1., i or of th 

a bill or the punishment of train wreckin tot Con 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 

By | Mr RAYNER: Petition of the mini rs and « 

ned as the Synodof Baltimor wking for tl ‘ i 

tion of the Ge ry to tn Co m on Forel \ 
By Mr. RI SSELL of Connectiecu Pe Norw ! 
phical Union, No. 100, for time work on 
Government Printing Office—to the Com ( \ 
Mr. WEADOCK: Petition of H. M. Youmans,a th 
etion of William 8S. Lint be vacate t ! oO 
d—to the Committee on Electio 
SENATE. 
TUESDAY, October 31, 1893, 
ver by the Chaplain, R VY. H. MILBurRn, D. D 
e VICK-PRESIDENT. The Journal of the proceedings of 
ist legislative day will be read by the Secretar: 

Ti Ss cretaay proce secu wo read the } nal of i | 4 
ines of the legislative d y l samy, U¢ b ] 1s! 

Mr. SHERMAN. \s the Journal covers muny i | rk 

would be hardly worth while to read it. Most of it is merely 
ormal matter. I move, the , to dispense with 1 ending 
of the Journal. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there obj ction to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and it is so or 
dered. The Journal will stand appro 

EXECUT COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a comn 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
ment from the Acting Director of Mint in relat to 
ap} wopriation of $15,0U0 for freight on bullion and coin be 
mints and assay offices for the current fiscal year; which 
the accompanying papers, was referr to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. McMILLAN prese nted a petit ono Typographic { 10n 
No. 72, of Lansing, Mich.., ying for the immediate cons c- 
tion, by day labor, of buildin ¢ for the Government Printing 
Office: which was referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Mr. VEST prosented petition of the Commercial Club of 
Kk aa tity, Mo., praying for such modification of the duties on 
imports from Mexico as wil encourag trade between that coun- 


y 
nited States 





try andthe U which. was referred to the C 
on Finanes 
-ORT - COMMITTEES. 
Mr. MILLS, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was 
ferred t oint resolution (H. Res. 71) to permit the seulptor 
to exhibit the statuesof Columbusand Isabella in Statuary Hall, 
ported ndve “sely ther: on. and the bill was por oned i ad«fi- 
N VOORHEES, from the Committee on the Lib . to 
whom the subject was ref , reported a bill (S. 1137) to 
or the rinting of the report of the Joint Committee f 
( ongress and proc edings at the centennial celebration of 1 
ying the corner stone of the Capitol: which was read tw 
by its ‘itle. and, on motion of Mr. VoorHEt Ss, referré to the 
Committee on Printing. 
PALMER, from the Committee on ‘nsions, to i the 


subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 1 oO much 
of a proviso of an act entitled ‘‘An act making propriations 
for invalid and other pensions of the United Stat 

year ending June 30, 1894, and for other approved 
March 1, 1893, as relates to the payment of pensions to nonresi- 
dents who are not citizens of the United States: which was read 
twice by its title. 


Lie to rene 






or the fisc 


purposes,’ 


COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Mr. I amdirected by the Committee on the Judie iary, 


PUGH, 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of Presbyterian Ministers’ As- | to whom was referred the bill(H. R. 2799) to provide for the time 
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and place of holding the terms of the United States circuit and 
district courts in the State of South Dakota, to report it with 
amendments. The Senators from South Dakotaare very anxious 
for the passage of the bill, and I ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 

The firstamendment of the Committee on the Judiciary wasin 
section 2, line 7, after the word ‘ Todd,” to insert, ‘‘ Beadle, 
Kingsbury, Crow Creek, and Lower Brule;” and in line 11, to 
strike out the words ‘‘ Beadle, Kingsbury.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 13, to insert ‘‘ Mc- 
Pherson, Edmunds, Campbell, Walworth;” in line 16, to strike 
out ‘‘ McPherson, Edmunds;” and in line 17 to strike out ‘* Camp- 
bell, Walworth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 2, line 20, after the words 
‘Standing Rock,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in line 21, to strike out 
the words ‘*‘ Lower Brule, and Crow Creek.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of section 6: 

And all grand and petit juries for the circuit and district courts shall be 
drawn by the clerk of the circuit court, and all grand and petit jurors sum- 
moned for service in each division shall be residents of such division. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

SETTLERS UNDER DESERT-LAND ACT. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Iamdirected by the Committee on Public 
Lands to report back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (S. 
592) to extend the time for making final payments on entries 
under the desert-land act, and toask for its immediate consider- 
ation. It is a very short bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the time of making final payments on entries under the desert-land 
act is hereby extended for one year from the date when the same become due 
in all cases where desert-land entrymen are unable to make final payments 


from causes which they can not control, evidence of such inability to be sub- 
ject to the regulations of the Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to interfere with anything which 
the Senator from Mississippi thinks desirable, unless some ques- 
tion of principle is at stake; but it seems to me that this is im- 
portant legislation and should come in the ordinary way, unless 
there be some good reason for haste. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state the reason why immediate 
action is desired. The bill is intended to afford some slight re- 
lief to the desert-land a. Most of the desert land entries 
are located in what are called the mining States. The people 
of those States, for reasons which have been pretty fully discussed 
here of late, are in a condition of considerable financial distress. 
The bill as originally introduced proposed to extend the time to 
make final payment on entries under the desert-land act for three 
years. The amendment of the committee proposes to extend the 
time not for three years, but for one year, and to limit the bene- 
fits of the extension to persons who deserve it and ought to have 
it. Itis very apparent that the bill ought to pass at once if it 
passes at all. : 

Mr. POWER. Thope the Senator from Massachusetts will not 
object to the consideration of the bill. I introduced the bill at 
the request of settlers of Montana and other mining States, and 
it is important that the time should beextended one year. Itis 
reported favorably by the committee on the recommendation of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state further for the information 
of the Senator from Massachusetts that a bill even more liberal 
than this has passed the Senate and passed the other House at 
the present session for the benfit of homestead settlers in Okla- 
homa. 

Mr. HOAR. I interposed the objection without knowing what 
bill was before the Senate, and of course without knowing what 
were its particular provisions. I merely wanted to call atten- 
tion to the fact that it is not a wise method of legislation to pass 
important general bills in this way, outof order and in the morn- 
ing hour. Buton the statement which has been made by the 
Senator from Mississippi, and especially by the Senator from 
Montana who introduced the bill, I shall not press objection to 
this measure. : 

Mr. WALTHALL. I wish to state further, for the benefit of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, that the bill isunanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands. It has met the ap- 
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proval of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. There 
seems to be no possible objection that can be urged to it. Other. 
wise I should not have asked that it be taken up at this ti e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to ¢} 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 1139) to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved May 19, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Har- 
bor Company the right toimprove Aransas Pass; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill (S. 1140) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Bushby; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MCMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 1141) for the relief of S. 
J. Block and A. P. Baurman, of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. POWER introduced a bill (S. 1142) directing the parting 


16 


and refining of bullion to be carried on at the United States as- 
say Office at Helena, Mont.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 1143) for the speedy determi- 
nation of questions touching the jurisdiction of circuit courts; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be instructed to inquire and re 
port tothe Senate what revision of or amendments to the rules, if any, 
should be adopted to secure a more efficient and satisfactory disposition of 
the business of the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN subsequently said: I ask unanimous consent 
that the various amendments proposed to the rules which are 
lying on the table be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair), 
The Senator from Maryland asks unanimous consent that pend 
ing amendments to the rules of the Senate be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. Is there objection to the request of the 
Senator from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is so or- 
dered. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

On motion of Mr. JONES of Arkansas, it was 

Ordered, That the hour of the daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian, until otherwise ordered. 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I ask leave to introduce « reso 
lution to continue the powers and duties of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry as defined by resolutions heretofore 
passed by the Senate. Owing to the extra session the duties 
which were imposed by the Senate upon that committee could 
not be performed, and it is the purpose of the committee to go on 
now and perform the duties. he money for this purpose has 
already been provided and set apart by the Senate upon the 
report of the Committee on Contingent Expenses. It is nec- 
essary now to pass another resolution continuing the powers 
and duties of the committee during the recess and the next ses- 
sion of Congress. I therefore introduce and ask for the present 
consideration of the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the powers conferred and duties imposed on the Committes 
on Agriculture and Forestry, and all the provisions of the resolutions of 
April 19, 1892, and March 3, 1893, be continued during the recess after the 
expiration of the present session and during the next session of the Senate. 

I ask for the consideration of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. LIask the Senator from Mississippi 
if the resolution does not provide for the expenditure of money 
from the contingent fund of the Senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. The matter has already been referred to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses and the sum necessary for 
the investigation allotted by the Senate on the report of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. WHITE of Louisiana. I understand, then, that the pur- 
pose of the resolution is simply to cover the allotment of funds 
already made. 

Mr.GEORGE. itisanallotment already made, and the money 
remains unexpended because the committee were unable, owing 
to the present extra session of Congress, to perform the duties 
imposed on them. ey 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Mississipp! 
if he can inform this side of the Chamber what he understands, 
so far as the purposes of the majority are concerned, by the re- 








a 
a 





1893. 


EE 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 
_ 


cess of the Senate of which the resolution speaks. I suppose | 


there are a good many of us who would like to make arrange- 
ments for a recess, if one is to be taken. In myown State there 

s an important political campaign going on W hich I should like 
+» take part in if I can do so without sacrificing other public ob- 
i ations. What recess does the Senator anticipate? 

“Vir. GEORGE. I was informed by the financial clerk of the 
Sanate that if there is a recess of the Senate, the powers and du- 
ties of the committee will expire. It was tocovera contingency 
of that kind that [ have offered the resolution. It is to be done 
should a recess occur, but I do not know whether a recess will 
hetiken. The object of the resolution is to continue the powers 
of the committee during the recess, if one should occur, and dur- 
ine the next session of the Senate. I know nothing about any 
irrangement concerning a recess. 

Mr. HOAR. I of course have no desire to pry unduly into any 
parliamentary secrets, and I do not know that there are any any- 
where to be pried into. 

Mr. GEORGE. There are none so far as [am concerned. I 
know of none. 

Mr. HOAR. But it would be very gratifying to a great many 
Senators on this side of the Chamber if, when the majority have 
determined what the condition and exigencies of the public busi- 
ness require, they would at the earliest moment make the infor- 
mation public, so that we could make our arrangements for the 
future. 
of December or whether the Senate will probably adjourn as soon 
as the important bill passed yesterday has been dealt with else- 
where we should be very glad, indeed, if we could be informed. 
Probably the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN] can inform 
us. 
Mr. GEORGE. 
subject. 

Mr. BATE. Asamember of the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, I desire to say that the appropriation was made, 
the committee had their arrangements all made to go and make 
the investigation required of the committee, but were unable to 
do so simply because of the call for an extra session. Our ar- 
rangements were made to consummate the intention of the res- 
olution in the month of August, but we were unable to do it, 
and now, perhaps, the opportunity will occur, and hence the res- 
olution of the Senator from Mississippi should be passed. 

Mr.GORMAN, Ido not desire to interfere with the passage 
of the reso.ution. 

Mr. GEORGE. Lask that the resolution be passed. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. Iask ieave of the Senate that the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry charged 
with the duty of investigating the question concerning cotton 
have leave of the Senate to sit during the sessions of the Senate 
and at the next session as well as the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry charged with an inquiry into 
the decline in the price of cotton have leave to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate at the present and also at the next session 
of Congress. The Chair hearsno objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr.GORMAN. The Senator from Massachusetts asked me 
a question a moment ago, or rather referred to me in the matter 
ofan adjournment. I wish to say to him frankly that, so far as 
I know, there has been no conference amongst Senators in the 
majority in regard to an adjournment, but I understand that the 
bill (AH. R. 3687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit 
the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” approved 
May 5, 1892, which has come over from the House of Representa- 
tives, should bedisposed of. There are interests involved which 
may be very injuriously affected if the bill is not disposed of at 
the present session. Beyond that my belief is, and it is only the 
expression of an opinion, so far as I can gather, with the business 
for which we were called together dealt with and that measure 
disposed of, in all probability we shall adjourn or take a recess. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. R. 36) transferring the exhibit of the 
Navy Department, known as the model battle ship [llinois, te the 
State of Illinois, as a naval armory for the use of the naval mili- 


[am unable to give any information on that 


That the subcommittee of the Com- | 


Whether there is to be a continuous session until the Ist | 


| to the Committee to Auditand Control the Contingent Exp 
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States to conform to the laws of the several Statesin delivering 
charges to juries; 

A bill (H. R. 3981) to amend section 5391 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to the punishment of certain 
minor offenses in reservations or places over which the United 
States has exclusive jurisdiction; 

A bill (H. R. 4186) to regulate the fees of the clerk of 
United States court for the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 4243) granting the rightof way for the construc- 


the 


tion of a railroad and other improvements over and on the West 
Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, Ark.: 


and 
A bill (H. R. 4292) to amend section 3709 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, relating to contracts for supplies in the Departments at 
Washington. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
onthe amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4177) “to provide for fur 
ther urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,”’ having 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom 
mend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate 3 and 5, and agree to the same 


t 





numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, On amendment 
numbered 6 the committee of conference has been unable to agree 
F. M. COCKRELL, 


A. P. GORMAN, 

S. M. CULLOM, 
Managers on the part of the § ¢ 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS 

L. F. LIVINGSTON 

J. G. CANNON, 


Vanagers on the part of the Ho 


Mr. COCKRELL. Amendment numbered 6, upon which the 
committee of conference have been unable to agree, reads as 
follows: 

To pay clerks to Senators and per diem clerks to committees retained in 
the service of the Senate during the recess of the Fifty-first Congress, under 
resolution of the Senate of September 30, 1890, $22,088 

The Senate will remember that that resolution was referred 
13es8 
of the Senate, was reported favorably, and was passed; the lia- 
bilities were created; and the question is whether the Senate 


| will insist upon this provision for the payment of these liabili- 


Is there objection to the request of | 
| 


tia of the State of Iliinois, on the termination of the World’s | 


Columbian Exposition. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1956) to require judges of the courts of the United 


ties. I move that the conference report be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move thatthe Senate further insist upon 
its amendment numbered 6, disagreed to by the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. BRICE. I am instructed by the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads to ask for authority from the Senate for the commit- 
tee as a committee, or through its subcommittees, to sit during 
the reeess of Congress. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Ohio? 
quest is granted. 


Is there objection to the request 
The Chair hears none, and the re- 


MINING CLAIMS. 
Mr. STEWART submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3545) to amend sect 
numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to 
mining claims, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate and agree to the same with an amendment as follows 

Strike out all after the word “shall,” at the end of the first line, and insert 
in lieu thereof the words “not apply tothe State of South Dakota 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

WILLIAM M. STEWART, 
R. F. PETTIGREW, 
WILLIAM B. BATE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate 
THOMAS A. E. WEADOCK, 
J. V. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the House 


ion 


The report was concurred in. 
DEPARTMENTAL SUPPLIES AT WASHINGTON. 
The Vice-President laid before the Senate the bill (H. R. 
292) to amend section 3709 of the Revised Statutes relating to 
contracts for supplies in the Departmentsat Washington: which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That bill was reported to the House of 
Representatives from the Joint Commission to Inquire into the 
Status of the Laws Organizing the Executive Departments, ete., 
and has been passed by the House. I desire now on the part of 
the Senate members of the Joint Commission to report favorably 
in behalf of the same bill. I submit the report, and ask that 
only the bill as passed by the House may be printed, that the 
Senate report be considered an indorsement and recommenda- 
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tion of the passage of that bill, and that the bill fromthe House 
of Representatives may be placed on the Calendar. 
Soe E-PRESIDENT. Without objection that order will 
9e mnaac, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 1956) to require judges of the courts of the United 


States to conform to the laws of the several States in delivering | 


charges to juries; 

A bill (H. R. 3981) to amend section 5391 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States relating to the punishment of certain 
minor offenses in reservations or places over which the United 
States has exclusive jurisdiction; and 

A bill (Hl. R. 4186) to regulate the fees of the clerk of the 
United States court for the Indian Territory. 

The bill (H.R. 4243) granting the right of way for the con- 
struction of a railroad and other improvements over and on the 
West Mountain of the Hot Springs Reservation, Hot Springs, 
Ark., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 


NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE. 


Mr. HILL. If the morning business is concluded, T move that 
the Senate take up for consideration order of business No. 76, 
being the bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize the New York and New 
Jersey Bridge Companies to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Hudson River between New York City and the State 
of New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, I rise for the purpose of objecting to the 
motion made by the Senator from New York, as necessarily, if 
this bill shall come up now in the morning hour, under Rule 
VIII but five minutes will be allowed for debate by each Sena- 
tor. I wish to ask the Senator, wihout being considered fac- 
tious at all with respect to a vote upon this bill, that it may lie 
over until to-morrow, if no longer time be allowed. The Sena- 
tor knows that we have been very busy here with other matters 
for some time past. I have given no attention to the report 
made by the committee. 
ported is unlike the bills which have heretofore been reported 
on the sime subject. 


The people of my State are very much interested in having | 
this question properly presented to the Senate, and I have been | 


unable, as [ have said to the Senator, to give the subject the at- 
tention which I desire to do before its consideration. 
prefer that the Senator would allow the bill to go over until the 


December session, but if he objects to that I hope he will con-.| 


sent to its going over at least until to-morrow morning, so that 


I may have a sufficient amount of time to lay my views in regard | 


to the bill before the Senate. I think also that the people of a 
good many other States besides those of New York and New 
Jersey feel interested in this matter. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in regard to the first point made 
by the Senator from New Jersey I have only to say that it is not 
well taken. I shall move the consideration of the bill, and if 
the Senate shall see fit by a vote to take it up, debate upon it 
will not be limited to five minutes, but it will be subject to un- 
limited debate, an expression with which we have become some- 
what familiar in the Senate. The five-minute rule will not 
apply where the Senate by a vote sees fit to take upa bill. There- 
fore there is nothing in that point. If the bill is taken up, the 
Senate proceeds with its consideration the same as upon any 
other bill taken up by vote. 

I should be very glad to oblige the Senator from New Jersey, 
but, nevertheless, [ am led to the opinion that the Senator is en- 
tirely familiar with this question, and has kept track of the prog- 
ress of this bill in the committee and elsewhere. It can not 
have escaped his attention that the bill passed the House of Rep- 
regentatives almost unanimously, there being, I think, but one 
vote against it. 

I desire to state for the information of the Senate that the bill 
has been before the Senate Committee on Commerce, and re- 
ceived their most patient and careful consideration, and the 
unanimous report of that committee. I can not imagine what 
objection there can be to the bill. It is not a complicated bill, 
and there are no complicated questions arising out of it. 

The motion to take up the bill, I am aware, is not debatable, 
and I shall net impose further on the Senate. I hope the mo- 
tion will carry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from New York to take up the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 3289) te suthor- 
ize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey. 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Comn 
amendments. 
The first amendment was,in the second clause, line | 


| the word ‘‘ may,” to strikeout ‘‘ lay uponor,” and insert 
construct, and maintain;” in line 17, after the word ‘| 


to insert ‘‘and the approaches thereto;” and in line 1s 
word ‘‘railroads,” to strike out ‘‘ and locate. construe! 
tain such connections as are necessary and proper with r 
at the ends of said bridge, or approaches thereto:” so as 

Second. That the companies may locate, construct and mai) 
such bridge and the approaches thereto railroad tracks for the u 
roads. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clauss, line 22, a{ 
the word ‘‘ connect,” to strike out ‘‘ their” and insert ‘ j 
line 23, before the words ‘‘itsapproaches,” to strike out “‘ { 
and insert ‘‘and;” in the same line, after the word ** appr 
to strike out ‘and connections;” in line 24, before t} 
‘rolling stock,” to strike out ‘‘their” and insert ‘its, 
line 27, after the words “‘ decided by the,” to strike out ‘ 
state Commerce Commissioners of the United States, und 
rules and regulations as they may prescribe” and ins: 
retary of War;” so as to read: 

Provided, That any railroad on either side of said river shall be p 
to connect its tracks with said bridge and its approaches, and sh 
equal rights of transit for its rolling stock, cars, passengers, and 
upon equal and equitable terms, and if a dispute as to the equality « 
of the terms shall arise, it shall be submitted to and decided by the s 
tary of War. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 32, aft 
words ‘‘ city of New York,” to strike out: 

And provided further, That no railroad or raiiroads shall be oper 
the approaches of said bridge companies in the city of New York exc: 
such approaches as have been located in said city with the approval « 
commissioners of the sinking fund of said city of New York; And p? 
Jurther, That nothing in thts act shall authorize the laying down of a1 
road tracks upon the po agp een in the city of New York except s 
may be approved by the commissioners of the sinking fund of th: 
New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in clause 8, line 97, after th 
“reserved,” to strike out: 

And nothing herein shall be construed as arepeal or interference \ 
right to build a bridge across the Hudson River heretofore grante:! 
gress to any company, or bind this or any other Congress not to 
renew the same; 

And insert: 

And the provisions of subdivision 3 of this act shall be extended t 
other bridge company, heretofore authorized by Congress to bridge 
river at New York City: Provided, That such company shall subi 
and location of its bridge, pursuant thereto, to the Secretary of \\ 
one year after the passage of this act. 

So as to make the clause read: 

Eighth. The right to amend, alter, modify, or repeal this act is h 
served, and the provisions of subdivision 3 of this act shall be extend 
any other bridge company, heretofore authorized by Congress to bridg 
river at New York City: Provided, That such company shall submit | 
and location of its bridge, pursuant thereto, to the Secretary of War wit 
one year after the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McPHERSON. [have one or two amendments to ' 
to the bill, now that the committee amendments have 
agreed to; although I suppose, the Committee on Commerce 
this body having decided to surrender to the persistence of 
bridge company, that it is hardly worth while for me to try 

revent the absolute destruction of that great harbor surround- 
ing the city of New York. The determination seems to }e t 
cripple it at least. I wish, in the first place, to offer an amen 
ment, which I send to the desk, to come in on line 32 of the b 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state 

The SECRETARY. In clause second, line 42, after ‘' N 
York,” it is proposed to insert: 

And in the State of New Jersey by the board of chosen freeholders 
eounty of Hudson. 

Mr. VEST. Now let the text be read as it will stand if amende 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the location of all approaches of said bridge in th 
New York shall be approved by the commissioners of the sinking fu) 
the or of New York. and in the State of New Jersey by the board o! 
freeholders of the county of Hudson. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The objectof the amendment is sim) 
this: Provision is made in the bill that the approaches to th 
bridge in the city of New York shall be approved by the com 
missioners of the sinking fund of the city of New York, «nd no 
provision whatever is made to have any supervisory powe! yn 
the approaches to the bridge on the New Jersey side o! 
river. The bridge will necessarily pass through the township 
of Union, the city of Hoboken, and Jersey City. Itmay go upon 


the level of the streetsor it will have under this bill the authority 





Sn fps 


os 


cae RAicag Sikes: 2 











1893. 


of Congress tu take a roving commission and go w here it pleases, 
without any restriction whatever by the local authorities. 
That isa very unwise and improper neglect. Theidea of passing 
through two great cities and through two townships on the 
Jersey side of the river without the company being restricted 
by the approval of the municipal authorities is something which 
should not be permitted. This privilege is guarded as to the 
city of New York, butit is left unguarded as to the State of New 
Jer ey. 

I propose to provide by my amendment that the board of 
3en freeholders of the county of Hudson shall exercise this 
supervision, because they are the county board and represent 
what is known in many of tne States as the board of supervisors. 
The subject can hardly be left to the municipal authorities of 
two or three cities and the townships, and therefore by m; 
amendment I propose to place the power in the hands of the 
county authorities, covering, as the authority granted by the 
bill will do, a large amount of territory, and running, as it will, 
2 or 3 miles, according to their mapsand plans, on the Jersey side. | 
[ trust there will be no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator from New Jersey will perceive 
that by the report of the committee on this bill the provision 
which was contained in the bill as it came to the Senate appar- 
ently conferring upor the bridge corporation additional power 
to construct railroads has been stricken out, and also the provi- 
sion forthe location of the connections. All that the term ‘‘ap- 
proaches” means, I apprehend, as used in the bill are the ordi- 
nary approaches to the structure; and I suppose that the munici- 
pal authorities of Jersey City, or the other municipal authorities 
on the Jersey shore, would have ample power to make any regu- | 
lations necessary in regard to the approaches to the proposed | 
bridge. 

I do not understand that Congress is conferring upon the 
bridge company the right to proceed to condemn or otherwise 
occupy private property; but they must proceed to get the right 
to construct their approaches the same as if nothing had been 
saidin the bill about approaches. lf the Senator from New Jer- | 
sey is not willing to leave the question of location to the city 
authorities, where I suppose the control of such improvements | 
is left, we may, [ suppose, substitute some other body; but I ap- | 
prebend, as a rule, it would be botter to leave such questions 
with the body which represents the municipality, and which can 
not only approve of a location but can provide the conditions 
upon which approaches may bo erected. 

There has been a controversy in the city of New York in re- 
gard to who should exercise the authority relative to the con- | 
struction of the approaches to the bridge there, and especially 
the question of connections, which was stricken out. I under- 
stand the city authorities have preferred, instead of leaving it 
to the city council, that it should be left to the board which is 
mentioned in the bill. 

The term ‘‘ approaches to the bridge” simply means that por 
tion of the bridge which extends on tothe land, which it is nec- 
essary to go upon in order to get the proper elevation over the 
water. If the Senator from New Jersey thinks there is any- 
thing to be gained by requiring some other board in the county | 
to approve of that location I do not know that there will be any | 
objection, but I do not think that approval would be final. [ | 
think the bridge company would still be reauired to get the per- | 
mission of the city authorities as to the conditions upon which 
they may occupy the land. 

Mr. McPHERSON,. That may be necessary under some gen- 
eral law of New Jersey; but as the approaches necessarily are | 
very long upon the Jersey side of the river, they strike an ele- | 
vation upon that side and pass on down to the meadows below, | 
where they connect with the different railroad systems, and they 
necessarily will have to pass through the town of Union, which 
has a municipal government, through West Hoboken, which has 
a municipal government; perhaps through some part of the city 
of Hoboken, which has a mayorand board of aldermen, and that 
portion of the territory of Jersey City, whieh would require the 
consent of four municipal governments. I prefer to leave the 
question with a power equally responsible, which is the board of 
chosen free-holders of the county of Hudson, which can repre- 
sent the city authorities in county matters. 

Mr. DOLPH. I wish to suggest to the Senator that, according 
to my best judgment, by the adoption of his amendment we 
should only be putting upon the bridge company the necessity 
of securing an additional approval of the location. 


chos 


, I do not be- 
lieve that Congress has the power to take the matter out of the 
hands of the several municipal corporations, nor do I think the 
approval provided for by the Senator’samendment would prevent 

he necessity of getting permission from the several municipali- 
ties to the location, and having it prescribed by ordinance or by | 
some Other proper provision as to the conditions upon which the | 
company might occupy streets. 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. In the absence of any law, I do not under 
stand how the company would be required to obtain the consent 


, } 
‘ 


of the city authorities see that provision is mado in the bill 


that, notwithstanding there is a municipal government in the 
city of New York, the approval does not rest with the mayor and 
the board of aldermen of thatecity, but a1 resentativ oard is 
named, @ board appointed by the mayor of the city of New York, 
to wit, the board of sinking-fund con ssior 

Mr. DOLPH. Does the billprovide that that 1 ter shall not 
be left to the city authorities? 

Mr. MCPHERSON,. The bill provides thatthe location of the 
ippr aches in the city of New York shall be ipproved 
commissioners of the sinking fund; and therefore I 
under the wording of this bili, as | presume it wil 2 | 
that is all the authority they need. If the Congress of th 
United States provides not only for the building of the bridg 
but the approaches, it should also designate the particular board 


which shall approve the location so far as the city is concernes 
[ can see no reason why the amendment | have offered should 
not be agreed to. It leaves the question to a proper and appro- 


priat board, one enti ely competent to deal h the subject, 





and a board which will have the entire c ice not only of 
the people of the city but of the surrounding c« try in tl 
State of New Jersey. 

Mr.DOLPH. That only goes to the questionof location. The 


Senator does not propose that this company m 
option determine the character or extent of the approaches, or 
what the elevation shall be, or the kind of structure which shall 
be had, and how it shall interfere with private property 

Mr.McPHERSON. The location of the approaches in the city 
of New York shall be approved by the commissioners of the sink- 
ingfund. Myamendment states that the locationand approaches 
of the bridge from the State of New Jersey shall be approved by 
the board of chosen freeholders of the county of Hudson. 

Mr. HILL. I see no necessity or propriety in this amen 
If I understand the situation correctly, the approaches « Le 
proposed bridge do not enter Jersey City atall. They a 
the west side of Jersey City entirely, | understand. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. No: it runs for 3 miles through Jersey 
City, as the map indicates. 

Mr. HILL. Not the bridge th approaches proper. 

Mr. MCPHERSON (indicating on plan). Here is the point 
where it crosses the river. It ruas down here in a straight line 
and passes through Jersey City on the west side of the hill near 
the Hackensack River. 

Mr. HILL. But all the provision for connections with th 
bridge have been stricken out. The committee saw fit not to 
make any provision in reference toconnections. That will have 
to be done by the local legislatures of the two States, and nec 
essirily by the local authorities 

The bridge company is incorporated by virtue of the charter 
Legislature of the State of New York and also by virtue 
of an act of the Legislature of the State of New Jer The 
Legisl iture of the State of New Js rsey gave its consent for the 
onstruction of this bridge in the following language: 


Y fo onand 


roper ol 


Cons 


That the said company shall have the power to erect, construct, and main 
tain a permanent bridge over the Hudson River, and construct and operate 

|} arailroad over the same between some suitable point in the city of New 
York and a point north of the southerly line of the township of Union, in 
the county of Hudson, in this State, and to lea purchase, acqu! l 


hole as 


much real estate as may be necessary 


The Legislature of New Jersey, presumably as careful of the 


| rights of the people of that locality as the Senator from Nev 
Jersey can possibly be, did not think it necessury to restrict this 
bridge company as to the particular spot beyond th : designation 


in the bill where the approaches should be constructed. 
[ hold in my hand a eopy of the charter of the 
Bridge Company, which I understand the Senator from New 
Jersey championed in the Senate; and in that very bill, pissed 
here several years ago, there is no limitation whatever as to the 
particular point between certain points where the bridge com- 


North River 


pany may locate the bridge. Certain points are designated, but 
beyond that the particular location or the particular roads are 
not specified. That was a bill the Senator himself championed 
in this hody, I am informed, and I think he will acknowledge the 


fact. [ can see no reason why this bill should be more 
than 3 the bill for what is called the North 
Company. 

Mr. President, there was no real necessity for the incorpora 
tion of this provision about the city of New York, which I wil} 
read: 


Provded, That the location of all approaches of said bridge in the city of 


specific 
River Bridge 


| New York shall be approved by the commissioners of the sinking fund of 


the city of New York. 

The cityauthorities insisted upon having some such provision, 
and rather than antagonize the local aufhorities of the city it 
was deemed best by the friends having the bill in charge and by 
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the committee to allow the provision to be made. I donot think 
any member of the committee thought there was any necessity 
for it. 

Bear in mind, the construction of this bridge is toa certain ex- 
tent limited and restricted bythe bill. Itcan not be below Sixty- 
sixth street in the city of New York; it must be above; and as to 
the particular point on the side of the city of New York, of course 
the authorities of the city are atliberty to designate where that 
shall be. I do notunderstand that the local authorities of Jersey 
City or the local authorities of the townships to which the Sen- 
ator refers have asked for any such limitationor restriction. No 
petition has been presented here asking for this amendment, and 
no amendment has ever heretofore been suggested such as the 
Senator presents. I can see nopropriety in the amendment, and 
I do not think there is any. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from New York speaks of 
the North River Bridge Company, which he said I championed 
on the floor of the Senate. I do not know that I championed 
that bridge charter specially. I was in favor of it; I voted for 
it, as I am in favor of building bridges across the Hudson River 
provided they are built without placing any piers in the chan- 
nel of the river and thereby obstructing navigation. 

The New Jersey charter of which the Senator speaks was 
passed in 1868, at a time when in that part of the country through 
which this bridge and its approaches are now to be placed and 
located there was not a single building. It was a goat pasture. 
There was scarcely a street opened. No public attention was 
called to it. 

Mr. HILL. On the Jersey side? 

Mr.McPHERSON. Yes. To-day itis covered with immense 
blocks of buildings; streets are opened, and there is no reason 
in the world why this company may not locate it, in order to suit 
their special convenience, right through blocks of buildings, tak- 
ing possession of streets and destroying boulevards and avenues 
which are now being built through that city. Therefore, in or- 
der that there may be no conflict of authority whatever, I claim 
that there should be some authority tosupervise the bridge com- 
yany to the extent that the approaches shall be laid in a manner 
feast inconvenient and least troublesome and offensive and inju- 
rious to the peopie. On the New York side the bill makes such 
a provision. For the New Jersey side you make no provision. 

Now, the Senator says that these municipalities have not pe- 
titioned. I do not know that any petitions have been offered 
here respecting it, but I want tosay another thing. The people 
of New Jersey have never believed that it was possible for the 
Senate of the United States to pass such a bridge bill as is now 
before this body, which proposes to locate upon the Jersey side 
of the river, 1,000 feet from the Jersey shore and near the center 
of that river, great large piers that will require for their foun- 
dation a territory almost equal to an island. That is exactly 
what you propose to do, and the people of New Jersey have left 
out the idea that there was such a want of intelligence and 
proper regard for commerce in the Congress of the United 
States as would ever permit it to be done. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Jersey yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. VEST. The question of intelligence isan open one, and 
the Senator subjects himself to some suspicion when he makes 
the statement he has done in regard to the committee. I want 
him to point out a provision in the bill that locates these piers 
in the river. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Near the middle of the river—— 

Mr. VEST. I want him to point out the provision. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I said near the middle of the river. 

Mr. VEST. I want to see the provision that puts it near the 
middle of the river, or in the river at all. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ft does it, impliedly if not expressly. 
As the Senator knows, the third section of the bill provides 
that— 
no pier shall be built on the New York side of said river outside of the ex- 
isting pier-head line, and on the New Jersey side only at such a point as will 


make a clear water way of not less than 2,000 feet from the pier located on 
the New York side. 


Now, we are told that the distance across the river at this point 
is about 3,100 feet. Then, 2,000 feet from the pier-head line on 
the New York side will leave a pieron the New Jersey side 1,100 
feet from the pier-head line there. There is the authority that 
you grant in this bill to locate a pier on the New Jersey side of 
the river 1,100 feet in the channel from the Jersey shore, and 
from the pier-head line in the great harbor of New York, which 
is to-day doing a great share of the commerce of the whole of 
the United States of America. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator, unintentionally doubtless, overlooks 
a provision on the third page of the bill, which is to the effect 
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that the construction of the bridge shall not be comme; ced 
until all the plans are approved by the Secretary of Way. If 
the Secretary of Warcomes to the conclusion that putting a pier 
at any point in the river is an obstruction to navigation he can 

reventit. The only provision we make in regard to the piers 
is that the span shall be in any event not less than 2,000 fect 
but if the Secretary of War requires a span of 3,000 feet he hns 
the right to doit. I assert there is no such provision in the pj] 
as the Senator from New Jersey has stated. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Well, I read from the bill. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, but you leave out the discretionary clause 
which gives to the Secretary of War the right to approve or 
disapprove of any plans for the bridge. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Ah, yes; but [ am told then, in the very 
next breath, that application had been made at the War Depart. 
ment, and that a report had been received by the Board of Ep- 
gineers indorsing and approving this bill. Now, I want to 
know, if they have been to the War Department and got a bil! 
approved in advance by the Secretary of War and by the Bourd 
of Engineers, what kind of a power do you leave in the face | 
such a report in the handsof the Secretary of War to undertuke 
to move the pier out of the river? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Jersey yield? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes, J yield. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from New Jersey this morning 
indulging in a latitude of expression that is unusual for him and 
for the Senate. Permit me to say to him that he is entirely, 
mistaken, to use no stronger term, in stating that the Secretary 
of War has approved the plan of this bridge. On the other 
hand, Gen. Casey, the Chief of Engineers, came before our 
committee and remained there during the whole time this bil! 
was under discussion, and gave the committee to understand 
that he would consider carefully the plan and see that no ob- 
struction to navigation should be put in the river. I should 
like to know the authority upon which the Senator makes the 
statement that the Secretary of War in advance has approved 
of the pending bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will tell the Senator the authority 
upon which I make it. When I was handed a copy of the en- 
gineer’s report I visited the Secretary of War and [ asked him 
to explain how it was that I could be informed by outside parties 
that the War Department had approved a bill pending here 
which asked the power, and the other House had granted the 
power in the bill then before the committee of the Senate, which 
permitted a pier to be built within 1,100 feet of the Jersey shor: 
and near the middle, certainly one-third of the distance across 
the river, the pier being large enough to obstruct the ice and 
obstruct commerce and everything else. He handed me a cop) 
of the bill. I then asked the Secretary of War, ‘‘As an officer 
of this Government, with that bil! before you, how much author- 
ity have you got to act in the premises?” ‘ Well,” he suid, ‘'] 
7 might require that the span should be larger.” 

Mr. VEST. Did he say that he had approved already the re- 
port? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The report is signed by the Secretary of 
War, transmitting the report of the board of engineers to Con- 
gress without criticism. 

Mr. VEST. I understood the Senator to say that the Secre- 
tary of War in advance had approved this plan. 

Mr.McPHERSON. I said the board of engineers to whom he 
referred it, and the report was sent by the Secretary of War to 
Congress in reply to an inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. Oh, the board of engineers. There is a report 
by the board of engineers which has not been adopted, and wo 
therefore put specifically in the bill a provision that Gen. Casey, 
the Chief of Engineers, shall approve of the plan before any por- 
tion of the construction of the bridge shall be begun. Now, the 
Senator says the oe of War has approved of it in advance. 
and he goes on to state that the Secretary of War told him. on 
the other hand, that he would have aright todemand under th: 
provision, as he understood the proposed legislation, a longer 
span than that named in the bill. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then you are told again by the bridge 
company that inasmuch as they want to build an inexpensive 
bridge, they want to build a cantalever bridge, and they can not 
build it with more than 2,000feetspan. Itseemsasthough a kind 
of report had been received here from the Engineer Department, 
contrary, I understand, to every recommendation heretofore 
made by Gen. Casey, the Chief of Engineers, that no pier should 
ever be allowed in that river. Now, then, the effect of it is this 
It simply enables this company to build a cheap, economical 
bridge at the expense of the commerce of that great port. !n 
my opinion, if the people of New York and New Jersey were 
consulted to-day upon this question they would prefer to pay 
one-half the entire expense of the construction of this bridge 
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and they could afford to do it, rather than have piers put in the 
river. ; 

Mr. GRAY. If the Senator will allow me, I certainly hope 
that the bill is sufficiently protected by those provisions which 
require the Secretary of War to carefully consider what obstruc- 
tion may be presented by the construction of the bridge to the 
commerce of the country; but [ wish to callattention to one fea- 
ture that presents to my mind a special danger in the construc- 
tion of all bridges over tidewater streams as distinguished from 
streams that are not tidewater. It is not the obstruction a pier 
presents to the commerce of the country by preventing or inter- 
fering or making troublesome the going to and fro of craft, but 
every pier large or small placed in the tideway of a stream pre- 
sents a measurable obsticle to the flowof the tide up thatstream. 

Just so much less water flows up as is represented by the cubic 
contents of that pier or obstruction, and of course there is just 
so much less to come down. Now a tideway stream like the 
Hudson might by obstructions, by the building out of wharves 
on both sides, be brought to a mere filum aque, toa mere thread 
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of water that would be perfectly useless for the purposes of nav- | 


igation. In fact a tideway stream may be blocked off entirely 


by a dam, and the water will rise on the face of the damand will | 


not flow up at all, thereby differing from such streams as the 
Mississippi where the current of the water collected from all its 
affluents and its watershed must flow down and make a channel 
for itself. 

The water that flows down the Hudson and other tideway 
streams is the water that goes up, and you measurably prevent 
water from going up by every obstruction you place in the tide 
way. Sol hope the bill will be guarded by an authority to the 
Secretary of War sufficient to compel his attention to the exer 
cise of the power of the General Government to protect the navi- 
gability of the great streams of our country. 

Mr. RANSOM. Will my friend from New Jersey yield to me? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RANSOM. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator's re 
marks butitis right that [should say the Committee on Commerce 


in considering this bill feltcalled upon to invite Gen. Casey, the | 


Chief of United States Engineers, before it. He was before us 
for a long time in consultation upon the bill and the provisions 
in the bill were drawn when he was present, with the distinct 


statement by him that its provisions would furnish every pro- | 


tection to commerce and to the people on the borders of the river 
that could be afforded. The bill was constructed with that view 
after full consultation with him. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then the Senator from North Carolina 
says that Gen. Casey has already assented to it in the presence 
of the committee. This is too much; 
considering Gen. Casey’s record upon this subject. 

Mr. RANSOM. Gen. Casey has approved of this proposition. 
He has said as an engineer, so far as an engineer could say so, 
that the bi!l would furnish all the protection to commerce that 
it could have, and that the final clause of the bill, stating that 


all of the bridge construction must be left to the discretion of | 


the Secretary of War, is the very best proposition that could be 
yut in to accomplish the object the Senator from New Jersey 
1as in view. If my friend will pardon me one moment (I know 
how Iam imposing on his patience), I will state that the bil! 
provides that there must be a water way of not less than 2,000 
feet, but the pier may be located as much further as the Secre- 
tary of War, under the advice of the engineers, shall determine 
to be necessary. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Maritime Association of the city of 
New York, that I suppose represents the great commercial in- 
terests of that port quite as accurately as does the Senator from 
New York, are here with a protest. The Maritime Association 
of the port of New York are supposed by the people of the city 
of New York, the port of New York, and the State of New York 
to look after any encroachment upon the commerce of that great 
port, and it is presumed that they are doing so. They are here 
with a protest against the passage of this-proposed act. 

I will state the reasons urged by the Maritime Association why 
this pier should not be put in the river; and I want to call the 
attention of the Senator from New York to a single fact con- 
nected with the legislation of his own State. In 1890 this com- 
ae asked the Legislature of New York for the privilege of 

uilding a bridge to connect with the Jersey bridge. The State 
Legislature of New York absolutely denied tothem the right to 
puta pier in the river either upon the New York or the New 
Jersey side. They said it should be a single span across the en- 
tire river. I read the language of the act: 

“The said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 
river.” 

But this company purchased an old charter in New Jersey 
passed in 1868. They then went to the Legislature of the State 
of New York, and the Legislature denied to the company the 

. 
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it fairly staggers belief, | 
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right to puta pier in the river anywhere, and denied to them 
the right even to lay a railroad track over their bridge. Now, 
they come to Congress, and ask the Senate of the United States 
to assist them in destroying this great waterway for no reason 
on earth except that it will save them a certain sum of money in 
the construction of the bridge. 


The North River Bridge Company of which the Senator spoke 
has a charter passed by Congress three or four years ago. It 
proposes to span the entire river, 3,000 feet, with a suspension 
bridge. It has been ready to go on with its work, the money 


was in sight to build it, at least very largely, until an app 
tion came to Congress for a rival bridge. Capital said, ‘* There 
is not a sufficient amount of business to warrant the buildi of 
two bridges across the Hudson River, and until you deci to 
build but a single bridge we will not furnish the capital to pro 
ceed with it.” The engineers in charge of that work say that 
there are no reasons in the world why they shall not span t 
entire river with suspension bridge. Why not then amend 


the pending bridge bill so as to enable this company to span 
the entire river with a suspension or any other bridge of that 
kind that they see fit to make? 


I have no objection to the passage of the bill. The gentle- 
men who are interested in this bridge are my friends. The 
gentlemen interested in the other bridge are my friends lam 
as anxious to assist my [friends in all their business ente ises, 
where they are consistent with the public interest, as man 
possibly can be, and 1 make no distinction between the two 
bridges. I favor this bridge as much as [ favored the and 
with like restrictionsas to piers, I will vote for it quite as freely: 
but I would resign my place in the Senate before I would vote 


‘tion in that great 


obstrue ¢ it 
in the manner that 


for a bill that would tend to put an 
water way, the Hudson River at New York, 


this bill proposes to do. 


The Senator from Delaware has stated here a case where 
water was passing up by the action of the tide. Let me ply 
it to this particular location. It is proposed here not only to 
give permission to this company, remember, to put a pier in the 
river, but it is proposed to permit the other company also to put 

|apierin the river. What would be the effect of it? Let me 
say to the Senator from Delaware I have se the ice blocked 
up in the Hudson River for miles above Jersey City. If the 
pliers are put in the river it will absolutely block out the tidal 
current, especially when there is ice in the river, for wh the 


| 


tide comes in it blocks the ice which comes down the Hudsor 


i 

River. These piers would make a lodgment for it, and it would 
be impossible for the ice to be dislodged from these structifre: 
| placed in the river: and therefore only one-half of the tidal cur 
rent necessary to scour out the great water way for ships at 


Sandy Hook would come into the river. 

The Board of Engineers of the War Department have required 
even in building the piers on the New York and the New Jersey 
side that the largest amount of areashould be left to the ing 
of the tidal currents that come in from the ocean, in ord that 
when the tidal currents pass out they shall seour the channel 
through which the great vessels are obliged to go. I ask the 
Senate to consider the great steamship lines with a steamship 


| 6OU feet long of 8,000 tons displacement, going to and from Liv- 


|} erpool and Southampton and 


Havre and all European ports, 


| carrying only about one-half a cargo, because of the fact that 


the water is too shoal at the entrance to let the ship go ith 


a full cargo, and they are obliged to sail with half a load of 
frei rht. 
| Mr. GEORGE. Where is that? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I am speaking of the channel down at 
Sandy Hook, where the water is shoal and where the sand 
wishes down from above and fills up the channel. 

Mr. President, these ships, as I said, can get neither in or out 
except at a very high tide, and then with only half aload. Now 
it is proposed to shut out a part of the tide in order that vou 

ay limit it still more, and to that extent increase the trans- 
portation cost of the products that we send abroad. And now I 
want to say something as to what the Maritime Association of 
New York have to say about that matter. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator mean to say that it would 
inereise the price of cotton and wheat sent abroad? 

McPHERSON. I 
ch iTges. 

Mr. GEORGE. 
the price. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I did not say it { say it now, and em- 
phasize it now; it necessarily increases the cost of transportation 
when only half a cargo is possible. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thought the Senator said it would increase 
the price of those products? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If I made such a statement it was a mis- 
| take, and J beg the Senator’s pardon. ! have now corrected it. 


say it would increase the freight 


I thought the Senator said it would increase 
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The Maritime Association, speaking of the act passed by the 
New York Legislature, say: 


It was not until 1890 that an act was passed at Albany incorporating the 
New York and New Jersey Bridge Company, and then it stipulated that: 
“the said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 
river.’’ No pliers were to be permitted outside the established pier-head lines 
on either side. This condition was deemed essential to the interests of New 
York. The State had connected the Hudson River with the great West by 
means of the Erie Canal, and would not allow that magnificent water way, 
upon which commercial New York depends, to be obstructed at its very out- 
let. But since then the company has repeatedly sought to obtain authority 
from Congress to build a bridge with piers. In 1890 their bill was adversel 
reported both in Senate and House. At every session since it has been of- 
fered, only to meet adverse action in Senate committee, and fail of passage. 
Now it again appears, and it again should sufierdefeat. Its promoters seek 
to violate the distinct prohibition of piers in the North River as conditioned 
in the New York charter, as well as the rights of allthe navigation interests 
of this port and its northern and western connections. 

Weshould not be understood as opposing North River bridges. Onthecon- 
trary, wefavorthem. They are anecessity, but it is equally a necessity that 
they be only with a single span across the river. 


{t says: 


This bill is worded so as to conceal its true intent. Its stipulationis that; 
“No pier shall be builton the New York side of said river outside of the exist- 
ing pier-head line, and on the New Jersey side only at such a point as will 
make aclear water way of not less than 2,000 feet from the pier located on the 
New Yorkside,”’ This places the pier dangerously near the middle of the 
river. Aproviso follows: ‘That nothing herein contained shall be con- 
strued as taking away from the Secretary of War the right to require a 
greater width of span than 2,000 feet,’’ but as Secretary Lamont has inform- 
ally approved the plans, the enactment of the measure would fix the pier 
near the middle of the river, contrary to the stipulation of the New York 
Legislature and against the interests of the port. 


Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, let me ask how does 
this voluntary Maritime Association in New York know about 
what the Secretary of War has formally approved or informally 
approved? It is a mere assertion. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. ° They speak of a public document which 
was handed to me first in the Senate Chamber and is floating 
about the Capitol and afterwards in the War Department by the 
Secretary of War himself. There were no secrets about it. It 
was signed by an engineer named Adams, I think, and it was 
forwarded here by the Secretary of War himself. I presume 
the Maritime Association would find no difficulty in getting 
possession of such a document, as it was public property. 


The report of the House Committee on Commerce upon the bill shows 
that the consequence of its passage are not realized. It says: “It is fair to 
say that the New Jersey side of the river does not embrace the main chan- 
nel, and by the recent order of the Treasury is set apart for ao anchorage 
ground for vessels, thus taking it out of the navigable part of the river, so 
that any pier which might be constructed or allowed to be constructed by 
the Secretary of War would not interfere with the navigation of the river.” 

That is unwittingly— 


Says the Maritime Association— 


a strong argument against the bill. Its introduction shows the unpractical 
character of the report, and displays lack of information as to the needs of 
shipping. For the very reason that the pier is proposed to be placed in the 
anchorage grounds, the pier renders a considerable portion of the anchor- 

e grounds useless. 
“NO large vessels could safely drop their anchor nearer than 1,200 feet of it. 
It therefore becomes as effective an obstruction for anchorages as if it were 
more than a semicircle of 2,400 feet in diameter. 

Equally untenable is the assertion that the main channel is on the New 
York side. On the contrary, the pier is placed in the channel, with ample 
depth of water on the west side as well as on the east, for the largest ships 
that float. 

The committee also expresses the opinion— 


And here is a matter to which I want to call the attention of 
the Senate especially— 


The committee also expresses the opinion that without such a pier it 
would be impossible to construct the bridge; or that its cost would be so 
enormous as to make it a financial impossi ty. Therein they differ from 
engineers and capitalists who propose the other North River bridge without 
a pier, with a single span, both longer and with greater capacity than this, 


Now, then, here comes the special point that the Maritime As- 
sociation makes as against this bridge: 


Again they say “snow and ice in the winter and f at other seasons of 
the year, frequently render the crossing of the river almost impossible and 
very unsafe.’ 

is assertion is so true that it constitutes one of the chief objections to 
the bill. A stone pier is proposed to be placed in one of the chief highways 
of commerce. Not merely ferry boats, but craft of all kinds are constantly 

ing, tows, lighters, passenger steamers, elevators, rafts. The pier, ac- 
cording to the plan, is to occupy a square of 200 feet. In fogs it will bea 
constant source of peril to life and property afloat. In winter it will ob- 
struct the passage of ice. Experience shows that ice accumulates around 
piers, and the result would be the frequent closing of the river to navigation. 

Again, who can doubt that if the proposed pier were a natural rock in the 
middle of the North River, like Diamond Reef off the battery, or Pot Rock 
in Hell Gate, to remove which millions have been spent, er Congress 
nor the State nor the city would rest until it were effectually destroyed so 
as to render the navigation of the channel perfectly safe and clear. We 
have one of the finest streams in the world. with a commerce that has made 
New York the Empire City and the Empire Sta’e; but this bill to 
erect almost at its mouth a tower that would be a monument to the folly 
of the people permitting it. 


Another case in point are the Smith and Windmill Islands in 
Philadelphia Harbor, that are to-day being removed from the 
channel at a cost of millions of dollars. 
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Now, Mr. President, the water where they propose to locato 
these piers is very deep on the Jersey side, and I have some. 
where seen it stated that in building the bridge across the iy: 
of Forth in Scotland the size of the pier was 430 feet in one qi. 
rection and 280 feetinthe other. Soyoucanfollowit. Further 
in a eriticism in the Engineering News, a competent autho; J 
which I believe nobody questions, it is stated that it would yé- 
quire quite as large a foundation here as it does at the Firth of 
Forth, because that was a solid rock with nearly perpendi: 
sides, and it would require as much space here to be oceupied 
a pier in the body of the river. Therefore you can form so) 
kind of an idea as to how much of an obstruction itis to beco 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator inform the Senate 
class of persons compose the Maritime Association of New \ 
Does he know? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Maritime Association of New Y. 
iscomposed of shipowners, people who manage ships, all of 
commerce transportation interests of the portand harbor of N 
York, together with the foreign commerce and the domestic co 
merce up and down the coast. I do not suppose you could | 
in any country in the world a more respectable body of m 1 

int of character and ability than the Maritime Association | 

ew York. With respect totransportation it is exactly lik 
board of trade or the chamber of commerce with respect to 
jects which make commerce. One.represents the commerce { 
self, that is, the transportation itself, the other represents 
products which make commerce. There is no doubt, [ will s 
to the Senator, as to the character and qualifications of th 
gentleman. 

Mr. GEORGE. They are supposed to know all about it? 

Mr. McPHERSON, Surely. Let it be remembered by th 
Senator [Mr. HILL] that the State of New York itself, in its: 
Legislature, denied to this company the right to puta pier in 
that river, and if the application were made to-day it would b 
denied. Remember the legislation in New Jersey was made i 
1868, even before the Brooklyn Bridge was built, and it was n 
supposed at that time that a bridge could be built with a ve 
long span; but Roebling demonstrated that between New Y: 
and Brooklyn, and he has built a bridge there with a 1,600-f: 
span, and I think Roebling to-day will tell you that he can build 
a bridge with a span of 3,000 feet as readily as one of 1,600 fe: 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator wish to be understood 
saying that the Legislature of New York denied to this brid 
company the right to put a pier in the Hudson River? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Most assuredly, and more than that t 

company relies upon its charter obtained from New Jersey, si 
ply use that old charter permitted piers to be built 1. 
eet apart in the river; and as it could not be more than ha! 
the river in any event, here come the gentlemen whom mm) 
friend from New York is representing here as the incorporators 
of this company, and when they come to ask their own Legisla 
ture for a bill permitting them to bridge the river with piers, 
the Legislature not only said, you shalt not put piers upon the 
New York side of the river, but you shall not put them upon 
the New Jersey side of the river; there shall be a span over th: 
entire river. 

Mr. WHITE of California. 
act? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have it here. 

Mr. WHITE of California. 
of the Senator’s argument. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I havea copy of it. 

Mr. GEORGE. This is a very important matter and it is 
very instructive debate. I suggest the want ofaquorum. The 
Senate ought to be here to her it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
suggests the want ofa quorum. The Secretary will call the ro! 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators a 
swered to their names: 


Allen, e, 
Salt inger, 


Bate, 
Berry, George, 
Blackburn, Gibson, 
Brice, Gorman, 
Caftery, Hale, 
Cameron, Harris, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Power, 
Coke, Hill, Pugh, 
Daniel, Kyle, y. 
Dubois, Lindsay, ansom, White, Cal. 
Faulkner, McPherson, Roach, White, La. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum of the Senate is present. ‘The 
Senator from New Jersey will proceed. 

Mr. MCRHERSON. [hn order that I may be exactly correct, 
let me read from a letter received this morning from one of tlic 
members of the maritime association: 

The New York charter, given on pages 9 to 14, contains in paragraph ~4 


} 
I 


Has the Senator a copy of that 


I will read it. 


Martin, 

Mills, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Palmer, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 


Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Stewart, 
Stockbridge, 
Teller, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 

Vilas, 
Voorhees, 
Walthall, 


I do not wish to disturb the line 
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yiers in the river within the established pier-head lines. . 
This provision was inserted at the behest of the navigation interests, who 
opposed the bridge bill in Albany at that time, and who withdrew their op- 
position after paragraph 2t was changed to meet their views. 


It was to span the river. 


Now, it appears that that company intended it merely as a blind, and the 
Lis made now that the State of New York has no right to legislate 


Claln 
beyond its boundary, and that paragraph 4 is void. But nevertheless it 
ought to be regarded as a distinct declaration of the policy of the State of 


New York toleavethe North River at New York City unobstructed by bridge | 


piers; and it is quite certain that if the State of New Jersey could legislate 
on this matter now (which itcan uot under the constitution adopted In 1876, 
prohibiting special legislation), it would also prohibit piers in the river. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator mean to tell the Senate that the 
constitution of New Jersey by the prohibition of special legisla- 
tion prohibits an amendment of the charter? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I have not stated it. 
what the gentleman says. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say they could not 
amend their previous charter in a particular way. I say the 


[am only reading 


| 
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the distinct provision for a single span over the entire river and prohibits privilege than the North River Bridge C 












mpany has obtained » 
| this advantage in selling their bondson the representation that thei ridge 
will cost less. 

And so on. Speaking further, he says of the single-span 
bridge: 

it is not truethat single-span bri } I ab ; . 
can not be built. 

And take to-day the consensus of opinion of nearly : the 
creat engineers of the world and they will t ou that s not 
impossible, but entirely feasable. 

Itis an old story which was told w 1 Roe | 
East River to Brooklyn with a single span Al ‘ 

| the country at that time considered him Vistonary and his sch ! 
ticable. But his judgment has been vindicated by the mp 
bridge and by the building of a much larger bridge in*+ 
Forth bridge, near Edinburgh, having two larger spa! 700 fee 


prohibition of special legislation does not prevent the Legisla- 


ture of New Jersey from amending a previous special act. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam only reading a gentleman’sletter, 
who seemingly does not understand the power of the New Jer- 
sey Legislature as well as the Senator and myself. They cer- 
tainly would have the power to amend the act. 

Mr. VEST. May I interrupt the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. TheSenator certainly knows what his Legislature 
has done in the past. I ask him if that charter has not been 


amended three times within twenty years by the Legislature of | 


New Jersey, and the amendment approved by the attorney-gen- 
eral of the State and the governor of the State? 

Mr. McPHERSON. I prefer not to speak on that subject at 
all. I know nothing about it. I understand it to have been re- 
vived only, and yet the Senator may bo correct in saying that 
new powers were given in subsequent acts. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator made a statement a little while 
ago which I did not exactly catch about the probable size of one 
of these piers and how much of an obstruction it would be in the 
river. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will read from the engineer’s report 
what would be the size of the pier of the North River Bridge 
Company, the one which was chartered three years ago, and 
that is located within the pier line. 
180 feet the other; and surely with a pier to be located in the 
river atan elevation of a thousand feet out from the Jersey shore 
in deep water, with a silt bottom very largely, which necessa- 
rily would require caissons to be put down perhaps 150 feet for 


[t is 340 feet one way by | 


the Brooklyn bridge with a 1,600-foot span. 


The span I suppose foreach of the arms would be about a 
1 feet if it is built in accordance with this bill \ pier on tl 





al 
New York side of the river would carry a cantal f wa 

over, opening not less than 2,000 feet I suppose y! i 
derstand how these cantalever bridges are built. y join 
together with armsfrom the two piers. They join together in 
the middle,and are supported, of course, upon stro piers and 
braces from above, and it is almost a perfect b 6, With ar 
arm running in opposite directions. 

Now, Mr. President, it is shown that even the Firth of Forth 
bridge is much larger than is proposed here, even if you wish to 
build a cantalever bridge, but there is no necessity for putting 
a pier in that river at all. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Withpermission, I will ask the Senator from 
New Jersey if the act of the Legislature of New Jersey prohibits 


| a pierfrom being put in the river? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. The act ofthe New Jersey Legislature, | 
will say to the Senator, was passed in 1868. ‘Then the lir 
tween New York and New Jersey had not been definitely defined 
and it allowed them to build one or more piers a thousand feet 
apart. That act was passed at a time when there was no atten 
tion paid to bridge building, and the New Jersey Legislature I 
think to-day would not think of passing any suc! 


he- 


nh act. 

The New Jersey bridge charter required that consent should 
first be obtained from the State of New York for like powersand 
privileges from that State before a bridge could be constructed 
it was not obtained until 1890. In 1890 the State of New York 
absolutely denied to the company the right to puta pier in th 


| river, and they made it a condition that the whole river should 


| be spanned. 


a foundation to bear this great cantalever structure or system | 


reaching out a thousand feet from the pier iine in both direc- 
tions, I can not imagine that it could be less in size than that 
proposed by the North River Bridge Company. 

{ will state further as to the cantalever bridge across the Firth 
of Forth in Scotland, which isa bridge of like character with this 
proposed bridge, the Engineering News gives the foundation: 


The dimensions of : 
be less than those of the Brooklyn Bridge—140 by 60 feet—near the water 
line, but, on account of the more exposed location of wind storms, it must 
be made iarger. It was necessary in the case of the Forth bridge, in Scot 
land, for this reason to make the towers very wide at the base, requiring a 

roup of four piers, each 80 feet in diameter, and the middle tower occupy 

ng an area of 430 by 230 feet, for which an existing rocky island was util- 
ized. 


Mr. GEORGE. ‘Phat answers my question. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. Now as to the argument that this engi- 
neer uses. He says: 


That company also uses the argument that at their location a bridge pier 
is admissible because it would be on anchorage ground. But as new docks 
are all the time building from both sides of the river farther north it will 
only be a question of time when the whole river fronton both sides, from Fort 
Washington and Fort Lee down, will be occupied by docks, and when the 
anchorage ground will be moved further north. A bridge pier, occupyin 
anacreanda half of space and forming a veritable island, would be a se 
rious menace to navigation. 

The statement which is made on page 2 of the inclosed House report from 
Mr. Grary that a single span bridge 


Now, here is a thing that has frightened this company— 
— asingle-span bridge would cost over $100,000,000 is a misrepresenta 

on. 

I now read from the engineer of the North River Bridge Com- 
pany. 

Mr. HILL. The opposition bridge company. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Very well; the opposition bridge com- 
pany, if you please. He says: 

if that company would invite competitive plans from engineers and bridge 
builders for Sing.e-span bridges of 3,100-foot span, which is nearly the same at 
that location as for the North River bridge at Hoboken, it would soon be 
shown that a single-span bridge, for fast railroad trains on six tracks, could 


be readily and economically built on that location for about 820,000,000. 
Their demand for a pier in the river is caused by the desire to get a greater 


uch a bridge pier in the North River can certainly not | 


They were not given power even to build one atthe 
New Jersey end of the bridge except upon the condit 
thereshould be no pier in the riveranywhere. Thatwas the de 
mand of the Maritime Association; that was the demand of the 
people of New York; and noi only that, but they could not even 
place a railroad track upon their bridge. Now, thischarter gives 
them power to put railroad tracks upon the bridge. They come 
here and get itfrom Congress. It is not sucha permit under 
some general system of laws, such as the honorable Senator from 
Missouri |Mr. Vest] a year or two ago had passed 
bridge building across the Western rivers. That was a well 


guarded bill in the interest of navigation, while this is a bill to 


LOT 


here 


| destroy navigation. 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. A bill was passed by Congress a few yea ro f 
a rival bridge company, if I may use that term, expr 
viding that it should be a railroad bridge. 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. sir: and let me describe Se 
ator what kind of a bridge that was. 
Mr. BRICE. Will the Senator allow me to c him a u 
tion? 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I will. 
Mr. BRICK. Was there not a limitation in the bill passed in 
1890 providing that some work must be done before July 1, 1893 
| otherwise the charter would fail. Do I understand that th 
time has not been extended? 
Mr. McPHERSON. I understand it has been « 
Mr. VEST. It was extended for twelve month 
Mr. McCPHERSON. I donot want any member of the Senate 
to understand me as opposing this charter. I will gladly and 
freely vote for a charter to these people on the same terms e:3 
actly that I voted for the other charter. I do not want to re- 
strict bridge building across the Hudson River. I am not an 
uivocate of one company more than another. I say that you 





n to the other company the power to bridge bya single 
span. Give it to this company, and under no consideration give 
toeither company the power to interfere with the navigation of 
the river. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me, it was claimed 


by 
the friends of the North River Bridge Company that they ought 
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to have the same rights as this company, and at the instance of 
gentlemen who are friendly to that company this very bill has 
iven that bridge company the same rights. The Senator from 

Yew Jersey ought to state that for the benefit of the Senate. 
So far as that branch of the argument is concerned both com- 
— stand upon an equality. I doubted the propriety of mix- 

ng up the charters of the two bridge companies in one bill, but 
the committee thought otherwise. It was a unanimous report. 

Mr. MCPHERSON, Speaking of the North River Bridge 
Company, when they came to the War Department and to Con- 
gress they adopted a plan and that plan showed exactly how 
much they were to do by way of approaches. It was only to 
drop from the level of the bridge down to join and connect with 
the soil beneath. They did not have any permission to run all 
over the country, but only a bridge to cross the river and suffi- 
cient approaches for trains and vehicles to get on the bridge. 
The distance, as the Senator from New York knows, between 
Hoboken and the hills, we call them the bluff, is scarcely less 
than from where we sit down to the foot of the Capitol grounds. 
There is a level plain, and beyond that is a hill two or three 
hundred feet high. The bridge would necessarily be built from 
the bank of the river on an elevation until it reached the bluff. 
It would interfere with no traffic there, and in the city of New 
York it could not move a step under the laws of the city of New 
York unless it secured its authority from the municipal authori- 
ties. 

Now, [ want the bridge bill to be passed, but I do say that I 
am sure every Senator will find if these piers are put in the 
river that they will be destructive to the navigation of the 
stream. There is no reason for it except it will save this com- 
pany perhaps $10,000,000 or $15,000,000 in the construction of 
their work, and to that extent rob the commerce of the country 
of more than a hundred million dollars before the end comes, be- 
cause we are not legislating for a thing that is to last a week or 
a month, we are legislating for all time for the greatest com- 
mercial city in the United States, a city where the railroads of 
this country, the great trunk lines of railroad which wander 
far and wide over the States and Territories of the great West, 
bring the products of the West and land them there at our very 
doors. Itis thespot where importsand exports meet for exchange; 
where these great steamship lines come in and discharge their 
freight directly on the cars to be transported West, and they 
discharge in like manner the freight which ig brought from the 
West is discharged into ships immediately at the dock. 

Let me show what the Engineering News says on the effect 
of these piers. I shall read it, so that there may be no mistake 
as to the exact words: 

The North or Hudson River at New York City, is the _———- harbor of 
the United States. Its navigation has distinctly the character of harbor 
navigation, combined with river navigation; that is, the vessels not only 
pass up and down, as on a river, but crosswise, from shore to shore, and 
diagonally, asinaharbor. The large ocean steamships must have room to 
swing in and outof their docks and slips, and chiefly for this reason the 
anchoring of vessels in the river is prohibited. Some of these steamers are 
560 feet long, and steamers will undoubtedly soon appear of alength of over 
600 feet, requiring the full unobstructed width of the river at any point for 
their evolutions. Two of the White Star steamers are 582 feet long, two of 
the Inman steamers 565 feet, while the new Cunard steamers will be 620 feet 
long, and the new Inman steamers probably about the same length. 

From year to year the region devoted to wharves and docks is extending 
upward, and probably will in future :equire the entire water front of the 
city. Besides, the United States Government is cutting a canal from the 
North River to the Harlem River for the on of giving direct entrance 
to ocean craft from Long Island Sound through the Harlem River into the 
North River, which will thus more than ever require to oe free from mid- 
river obstructions. The time of atest danger to navigation is during 
the frequent fogs in the harbor. llisions are of almost daily occurrence, 
in spite of all sible precautions, as shown by the reports of the Chief of 
Engineers, United States Army, but a collision of two ships can never be 
so disastrous as a collision of ship and bridge pier. 

The maneuvering and steering of vessels intersecting each other's courses 
is very much complicated by any immovable obstruction, such as bridge 
piers in a harbor, even in clear weather, and becomes a matter of very seri- 
ous danger in icy or foggy weather; so much so that if nature had planted 
cong or rock islands in the North River the Government would long ago 

ave expended hundreds of thousands of dollars, if necessary, for their re- 
moval, as it did at Hell Gate, with less than one-tenth of the prospective 
commerce. 

I wish to call the atténtion of the Senator from New York to 
what would have been the effect if this proposed pier had been 
in the river at the time of our great naval parade, when the 
naval vessels lay at anchor in the Hudson River up about Sev- 
entieth and Seventy-second streets, and even as far as Eightieth 
street, New York. The Engineering News tells us that one of 
the modern ships of commerce, a ship 600 feet long, lying at 
anchor with her cable chains almost as long, would require, to 
swing with the tide, a space of 1,200 feet. 

Within 1,200 feet of that pier, up and down theriver, a vessel 
can not be anchored, and a vessel can not be anchored between 
the pier and the New Jersey shore, because it is only 1,000 or 
1,100 feet from the shore, although the water is deep enough. 

_Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima ques- 
tion at that point? 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Senator from New Jersey if.the 

oint at which the bridge is to touch the New Jersey s} 
ocated in the bill? ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes;sufficiently definite for our purpose 

Mr. GEORGE. [ask, further, if that part of the shore is used 
for the landing and anchorage of vessels and for the loading anq 
unloading of vessels? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If there is a single vacant pier or spac, 
wide enough for a pier for 6 miles from the very point where 
the bridge crosses [ do not know of it, and I think Iam yory 
conversant with that whole locality. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the commerce go above the place? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It goes up near to the pier where this 
bridge will be located. And every year adds new piers for coy 
merce. 

Mr. GEORGE. Are railroads concentrated there? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The great railroad companies ani { 
largest coal industry in the city of New York is near wh 
is proposed this bridge shall cross, or alittle below th: 
and there are the great terminal facilities of the New Y: 

Erie Railroad, the West Shore Railroad, the Delawaye, | 
wanna and Western, another trunk line, then comes the ¢ 
Pennsylvania system, the Baltimore and Ohio, the Lehigh Va! 
ley, together with great steamship lines, and more coming e\ 
year, all located on the Jersey side of the river. 

In speaking of the location along the river, I am speakine « 
the trunk lines of railroad, which absorb the whole water f1 
for a mile below Jersey City, up almost to the very point wh 
the bridge is proposed to be placed. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from New Jersey mean toanswer 
the question of the Senator from Mississippi by stating that the 
proposed bridge has been located? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that the bridge has bk 
located, and plans had been filed. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator from Mississippi will look 
bill, he will find that there is no location of the bridge; it is 
to be below Sixty-sixth street, and its location is subject to t 
approval of the Secretary of War. That is all there is on that 

point. 
. Mr. MCPHERSON. There has been no secret about the | 
cation of the bridge, as I understand. 

Mr. VEST. Ido not know where it is to be located. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know whether the Senator from New 
Jersey is the proper person of whom to ask the question whi 
I desire to propound, but I ask the question generaliy, what is 
the propriety of leaving to the Secretary of War the location of 
the pier on the New Jersey side of the river, whilst it is d 
nitely fixed on the New York side? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I should like tohave some other Senator 
answer that question. I can not answer it. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Iask the Senatorif there is anything in this 
bill which authorizes any pier to be put in the river on the New 
Jersey side? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I think there is. 

Mr. VEST. No, there is not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Is not this bill intended to be a mere license 
by the Federal Government to construct across a navigable 
stream a bridge which could not otherwise be constructed: and 
does not the bill provide in express terms that the structure is 
to conform to the laws of New York and New Jersey; and is not 
the provision as to the piers and spans a limitation upon the 
power of the Secretary of War; and is not the Secretary of War 
authorized to require the piers and spans to be constructed as 
he may think the necessity of commerce requires? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is supposed that the Secretary of War 
has already given his approval. The bill had been submitted to 
the Department at least, and report made. 

Mr. VEST. I denythat, Mr. President, absolutely. It would 
be an outrage for a Cabinet officer to give his approval of a vill 
before it is submitted to him as an act of Congress; it is an out- 
rage upon the Secretary of War that such a statement should be 
made. He would be subject to impeachmentif he should do such 
a thing as to say in advance to the company, ‘‘I approve yo 
bill before Congress has passed upon it.” The Chief Engineer 
comes before our committees and says that he proposes to exe'- 
cise the discretion given to him in this bill, and that no pier 
shall be placed there which will obstruct navigation. I am sur- 
prised that the Senator from New Jersey makes such a state 
ment. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I presume the Senator has in his com- 
mittee room a copy of that report. Unfortunately I have not 
the paper before me this morning; butit is not an unusual thing 
for committees of the Senate to submit important matters to the 
Departments for information and criticism; and the evidence 18 
here that the Board of Engineers recommended amendments, 
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which the committee adopted, to this very bill. His plea of im- 
peachment comes very late. Let me say to the Senator it has 
always been done since I have been in the Senate, and never did 
{ hear it criticised before. 

Mr. VEST. I have stated it again and again, and it seems to 
make no impression upon the Senator from New Jersey. Does 
he mean to say that a report from an engineer or a set of engi- 
neers is absolutely compulsory on the Secretary of War? Does 
he not know that the reports have been rejected time and again 
in regard to bridges over navigable streams? Yet the Senator 
persists in the statement that the Secretary of War has in ad- 
vance of any legislation by Congress approved of this bill. I 
deny it. I have too much respect for Mr. Lamont to believe 
that he would do any such thing. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Congress of the United States are 
given direction, supervision, and control over the navigable 
waters of this country. 
souri is willing to abdicate his power and responsibility and 
allow a bill of this kind to pass, which seemingly on the one 
hand authorizes the Secretary of War to do a certain thing and 
in another clause of the bill says he need not do it unless he de- 
sires todo so. This is not treating the Secretary fairly. 

Mr. VEST. I will answer the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. In other words, [ think the true con- 
struction of this bill would impel the Secretary of War, if the 
Board of Engineers should decide favorably to it, to proceed to 
execute the law, and we are told here that the Chief of the Board 


of Engineers has been present in the committee room and has | 


given his assent to the bill. The Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. RANSOM] made that statement, and unless the Secretary 
therefore repudiates the advice of the Board of Engineers he 
will hardly see his way out of the difficulty. 

Mr. GEORGE. The question I propounded to the Senator 
from New Jersey was based upon the following language con- 
tained in the bill: ‘‘And no pier shall be built on the New York 


side of the river outside of the existing pier-head line;” which I | 


understand to be the structure for the loading and unloading of 
the vessels. Is that correct? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Yes. 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill continues: ‘‘And on the New Jersey 
side only at such a point as will make a clear water way of not 
less than 2,000 feet from the pier located on the New York side.” 
I understand the river is 3,100 feet wide. So this provision will 
be complied with by locating the pier on the New York side at 
a point fixed by Congress, and it would leave to the Secretary 
of War to locate it on the other side of the river, by putting it 
1,100 feet from the shore, whilst on the New York side it would 
be at the shore. I want to know why the distinction is made 
between the State of New York and the State of New Jersey in 
that respect? , 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Thecompany have the idea that they can | 
not span the river with their bridge for more than 2,000 feet. | 


They knew that the State of New York would not brookit. The 
Legislature of that State denied them the right and they fell 
back upon the power granted to them in 1868 in an old New Jer- 
sey charter for the power to locate a pier on the New Jersey 
side when the New York Legislature denied them the right, 
and now they ask Congress to help them out. 

I desire to say that I do not wish to throw any hindrance or 
obstacle in the way of avote upon this bill, but the amendment 
Ihave offered providing that the board of freeholders of the 
county of Hudson shall have charge over the approaches to the 
bridge I think is proper. I should like to have a vote upon that 
question, and then I should like to have a vote upon another 
amendment which I shall send to the deskand ask to have read. 

Mr. VEST. Let the other amendment be acted upon first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. VEST. I want to be heard upon that amendment, if the 


Senate will permitme. Isthe Senator from New Jersey through? | 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 
I hold in my hand. 

Mr. VEST. I suppose the Senate would act upon one amend- 
ment, and not make a double-barreled arrangement of it. 

Mr, MCPHERSON. I thought the amendment had been dis- 
posed of. 

Mr. VEST. The amendment has not been disposed of. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then I should like to have a vote upon 
the amendment. 
Mr. ALLEN. 

New Jersey may be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. In the second clause, line 32, after the word 
“New York,” it is proposed to insert ‘“‘and in the State of New 
—7 by the board of chosen freeholders of the county of Hud- 
n. 


Tam until I offer the amendment which 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. Iask to have a vote on the amendment 
| I have offered, and then [ shall present the other amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Are there any other amendments to be offered to 
| the bill? 

Mr. FRYE. [I hope the Senator from New Jersey will not of- 
fer the other amendment until we have disposed of tie first 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey, which has been 
read. 

Mr. VEST. Then I shall take the floor, Mr. President. 

I have had considerable experience with the necessary legis- 
| lation by Congress with regard to the construction of bridges 
over navigable streams. The duty has been imposed upon me 
for over ten years, as chairman of the subcommittee of bridges 
of the Committee on Commerce, to give attention to this matter; 
and [ can say without any hesitation that it is simply impossible 
to give permission to any corporation to construct a bridge over 
| a navigable stream without acontest between the navigation in- 
| terests and the bridge interests. Every bridge is necessarily 
in a larger or smaller degree anobstacle to navigation. [ might 
say that there is a natural antagonism between the rights of 
| navigation and those of railroad companies who desire to cross 
navigable streams with their tracks. 

It is a very wise provision of the Constitution which gives the 
arbitrating power to Congress. There is no provision in the 
Constitution reposing power in the legislative department which 
receives greater illustration of itsefficacy and propriety at every 
session of Congress. Unfortunately the Senator from New 
Jersey seems to be under the impression that this is a local ques- 
tion; and he continually refers to what the Legislature of New 
York has doneand what the Legislature of New Jersey has done. 
I care nothing for the acts of either. 

My construction of the power of Congress, as given by the Con- 
stitution, is that we shall pass in each instance upon the issue as 
to whether navigation will be interfered with by the construc- 
tion of a proposed bridge. As to what may occur upon either 
side of a river, as to the railroads which may come to a bridge, 
and as to what streets in a municipality these roadsshall be upon, 
Congress, in my judgment, has nothing whatever todo. Our re- 
sponsibility and power are confined entirely to the question as | 
| have stated it, whether the proposed bridge structure interferes 
with the navigation of a navigable stream. 

[ opposed the charter for the North River bridge because that 
company came to Congress and asked us to usurp, in my judg- 
ment, the functions of the States Legislatures and to create a cor- 
poration. They ought to have gone to the States of New York 
and New Jersey, one or either or both, in-order to get their 
| charter. In the present instance, this company has a charter 
both from New York and from New Jersey. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] asks why it was 
| that that the New York side of the pier was prohibited outside 

of the pier-head line, whereas on the New Jersey side there was 
no such limitation. I will answer him very frankly. The ect of 
the Legislature of New York prohibited any pier outside of the 
pier-head line, and the act of the Legislature of New Jersey 


| 
| 
| 
| 








did no such thing. Itis a remarkable fact that the charter of 
this company has been amended three times in two yerrs, as 
the Senator from New Jersey knows and admitted, and these 
amendments were approved by the chief executive and the attor- 
| ney-general of that State, and that no such prohibition as to 
| piers outside of the pier-head line on the Jersey side was put in 
| those amendments. 
Mr. GEORGE. By the New Jersey Legislature? 
Mr. VEST. By the New Jersey Legislature. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not think the Senator is correct 
when he says the act wasamended. I think the act was revived. 
It expired either by limitation or by lack of attention in paying 
the fees, taxes, etc., to the State; but I think the legislation of 
which the Senator speaks was not torevive the act in any sense 
| which gave additional authority about piers in the river. 
| Mr. VEST. It does not break the force of my argument that 
| the amendment simply revived the act. The point I make is 
| that the attention of the Legislature of New Jersey was called to 
| this charter, and if they had considered the provision as to piers 
| important and necessary they would have amended the original 
charter, which they did not do. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri 
| a question, if he will allow me. 
Mr. VEST. Withgreat pleasure. 
Mr. ALLEN. I understood the Senator to say that the con- 
| stitutional power which Congress had was simply to grant a 
| license or privilege to build a bridge over a navigable stream. 
Mr. VEST. Yes. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like toask the Senator if it is not true 
| that it would be perfectly competent for Convress under the pro- 
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visions of the Constitution, to prescribe the regulations for the 
operation of bridges over navigable streams over which persons 
may travel and railroads be constructed? 

Mr. VEST. I suppose Congress could put conditions upon. the 


construction of a bridge, if the Senator means that; and we do | 
We provide that it shall be of such a | 


that in every bridge bill. 
height, that the spans shall be of such a length, etc. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask if the Senator admits that it would be per- 
fectly competent for Congress in the passage of this bill to pre- 


scribe that all railroads which may cross the proposed bridge | 


shall have the same rights? 

Mr. VEST. Wealways do that. 
mute power of Congress. 
railroads may use the bridge, and if the company which receives 


the charter and the other companies desiring to use the bridge | 


can not agree, then that question shall be submitted to the Sec- 
retary of War. All these are corollaries from the constitutional 
power toregulate the bridging of navigable streams. What I 
mean is that we have no right to go within the legislative juris- 
diction of a State and say that a railroad company shall have 
the right to condemn land according to an act of Congress for the 
right of way to get to a bridge: or that their tracks shall be of 
such a width or that their tracks shall be of such a height. 

Mr. ALLEN. I fully concur with the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. That is all I mean to say. 


I opposed the North River bridge because, in my judgment, | 


it usurped the functions of a State Legislature; I fought it in 


committee and fought it on this floor, but I was overruled by a | 


majority of the committee and of the Senate. I opposed the 
provision in this bill as originally offered, that the municipality 
of New York should have certain powers over the connections of 
this bridge; in other words, I contend that Congress has no 
right to say that the municipality of New York shall be vested 
with other powers than the State Legislature has given them. 
That is all of it. I sympathize with all that can be said against 
the grant of extraordinary powers by Congress in derogation of 
the rights of a State Legislature. 

Mr. GRAY. 
bill is not a bill which attempts to charter a bridge company 


and to authorize and control the operations of a bridge, but it is | 


merely to remove any objection which the United States may 
have, by reason of its control of the navigable waters of the United 
States, to the erection of a bridge by a corporation already au- 
thorized by the States of New Jersey and New York to make 
that construction. 

Mr. VEST. If I understand the Senator's question, yes. 

Mr. GRAY. That, I believe, is the situation. 

Mr. VEST. All that 1 intended to do in my legislative action, 
in the Committee on Commerce and here, was to give this com- 
pany the right to construct a bridge which would not interfere 
with navigation of that river, that is all; and I opposed every 
other provision in this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. L understood the Senator from Missouri to take the 
floor for the purpose of giving his objections to the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. VEST. Iam coming to that. I have stated what is my 
opinion generally on the subject of the construction of bridges 
over navigable streams, 

The Senator from New Jersey, as I was proceeding to say, has 
attempted to consider this question as a local matter. It is not 
n fae matter; it isa matier affecting the people of the whole 
United States. Take, for instance, the citizens of Missouri, who 
ship large amounts of produce to New York, not only to be con- 
sumed in that city, but to be sent abroad. Every impediment 
to cheap entrance inte the city of New York and to gain access 
to the seaboard of that port is a charge upon the people of my 
State and upon the corn, wheat, and cattle we send to New York 
and to foreign countries. As you iacrease the facilities of trans- 

rtation, you increase the price which is given to the producer. 
Phat proposition is beyond question. 

Now, what is the condition of affairs in the great city of New 
York? You are forced to cross that river at immense expense, 
the value of commodities relatively considered. The traveler 
who goes there must pass from Jersey City on the property of a 
corporation, a ferry boat, and pay toll every time he crosses that 
river, and be sub,ected to immense inconvenience, as every one 
of us knows, after he has reached the New York side. The 
whole country is interested in bridging that river. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. McPHERSON. It is provided in the bill that the bridge 
company may charge toll upon the railroad, and the railroad 
companies, [ assume, will charge it back again upon the party 
who occupies a seat in the car? 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Therefore, I see no difference whether 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


That is part of the legiti- | 
Of course, we may provide that other | 


lf I understand the Senator from Missouri, this | 


OCTOBER 


31, 


| a railroad company which furnishes the appliances or som 

| else who furnishes them makes the charge. ; 

| Mr. VEST. If the Senator from New Jersey does not a, 

the fact that the greater facility you give to the transport.; 

of either passengers or produce across that river the moro j: 

to the interest of the public, then I despair of convincin« jh; 

| of anything. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I will answer the Senatorin a wovd ; 
will permit me to do so. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. | I want to say to the Senator that + 
there is no produce coming from Missouri or any other St. 
the American Union which would cross that bridge int 
| York any more than crosses to-day. The great railroad sys; 

there discharges grain upon the New Jersey shore: we t: 
over to Brooklyn in cars, and deliver it directly to the elev; 
It can not be carried across to the New York side. The 

| room for freight depots in the heart of the great city of 

| York; and besides, grain and produce of all kinds must } 
upon the shores convenient to water transportation, to | 

| ried by steamships. The bridge is to be one for the acc 

| dation of passengers, and the carriage of the mails and « 
freight, and it can not with profit be used for anything else. 
can not cart the grain and cattle of Missouri from their 

| posed station in the heart of the city to the steamship j 

arbor. Ican not understand how the Senator got that i 

| his head. 

Mr. VEST. Well, Mr. President, if the Senator prefer 

| shall confine my argument to passengers. Still, I say, that 
construction of another bridge, or of a dozen bridges, would | 
in the interest of the general public throughout the Unit 

| States. It is absurd, with all respect to the Senator from N¢ 

| Jersey, for him to stand here and state that it would cheap 
| transportation for either passengers or produce to have but : 
| way of getting into the city of New York. If the Sen 

| chooses to put himself in that attitude, let him do so. 

F Mr. GEORGE. MayI ask the Senator as to a quest 
act? 
Mr. VEST. Certainly, 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it beyond the engineering science of t 
| to build a bridge across the Hudson River without a pier i 
middle of it? 

Mr. VEST. That is a question which was asked of Col. ‘ 
before the Committee on Commerce, and he frankly con 
that he was not able to reply to it without consulting ri 
engineers. Col. Casey isa very able engineer, but not a rij 
engineer in the strict sense of the term. There is a ri; 
engineer in charge of that river, who reports to Col. Casey, 
Col. Casey reports to the Secretary of War, and the Se 
of War to Congress. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then, that part of the case has not bec: 
out: 

Mr. VEST. That partof it. Idonot pretend to be an expert, 
and I only speak with such knowledge as I have derived as chai 
man of the subcommittee on bridges of the Committee on Co! 
merce, that the span proposed here, if constructed, will be the 
longest inthe world. WhenCapt. Eads proposed to throw a sp. 
of 525 feet in the great St. Louis bridge engineers sneered at t! 
idea and said it was utterly impracticable, but it stands there 1 - 
day and will probably stand there as long as this continent en 
dures. The longest span that has ever been constructed, even 
under the cantilever system, is1,700 feet over the Firth of Fort 
One was constructed of 1,500 feet, which was wind-blown and 
fell, and then another of 1,700 was constructed. The bridge pro 
posed by the pending bill can not be less than 2,000 feet, and 
much more as the Board of Engineers may require. 

The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] asks me a question as 
the length of the span of the Memphis bridge. I can not: 

it accurately, but it is over 600 feet, between 600 and 800 f 

Under the cantilever system, however, the span of the bri 

| over the Firth of Forth is 1,700 feet, and the proposed bridg 

constructed, I repeat, will be the longest span in the world 

-~ bridge. 

Mr. GEORGE. Does the Senator from Missouri concede the 
position taken by the Senator from New Jersey to be corre:t, 
that the proposed bridge will not be used for freight, but only 
for passengers? 

Mr. VEST. I do not concede it, because the statement made 
to our committee was directly the opposite. The Senator from 
New Jersey has made a great many statements, which he dou)’ 
less believes, but I do not know on what authority. 

Mr. GEORGE. That is all [ wanted to know. 

Mr. VEST. I know that this matter has been repeatedly be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce for five years, and we have the 
most voluminous testimony coming from different interests in 
regard to it. One of the main arguments before the Committee 











tae Ss Fe 


Wie, aed 
pp. ee - 


iN ccs cos ea 


+ ep iil sae 


ee 


1893. 


on Commerce has been that the construction of this bridge or 
any other bridge would cheapen the transportation of Western 
roducts as they come to New York and the seaboard. , 

[ repeat that I should like to see five bridges constructed in; 
stead of two, if they did not obstruct navigation on that river. 
Competition would necessarily cheapen transportation, and that 
would be in the interest of the great producing classes of the 
country. This isespecially desirable now when agricultural prod- 
ucts are so muchdepressed in value. 

Something has been said here about the North River bridge. 
I opposed that charter, but 1 made no opposition to the exten- 
sion of the time after the company had failed to comply with the 
limitations prescribed in the original charter, and my ) 
relations were of the kindest description to the proj 
that bridge. They assured me personally and other membersofl 
the committee that if they only got the limitation extended fon 
a very few months they would construct their bridge. The ex 
tension was cheerfully given to them, but the bridge has not beer 
constructed. 

[ have no interest in this matter except asa Senator endeavo 
ing to do his duty to the entire « I have no prejudic 
any sort which would interfere with me toimpartially discharge: 
my duty as between these warring corporations. All that ] 
want to do, and all that the committee wants to do, permit m 
to say, is to evolve and bring out of this controversy something 
which will benefit 
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v2 
the people of the whole country, without re 
gard to these local antagonisms and interests. 

Mr. MILLS. I simply desire to say that I wish to move an 
executive session, but I shall not do so if the pending bill e 
soon be disposed of. 

Mr. VEST. ‘We shall soon be abl 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 


Mr. VEST. Before I pass 


1 


to conclude it. 

way from the subject of the pend- 
ing amendment, [ wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE], as he has made an inquiry, and very 
properly, in regard to the legislation of the State of New Jersey, 
to anact of the New Jersey Legislature, which I have before me, 
approved April 17, 1868. LIask the Secretary to read the pro 
vision which T have marked. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objectio 
the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

5. And be it enacted, That the said company shall have the P ywer to ers 
cons*ruct, and maintain a permanent bridge over the Hudson River, and 
construct and operate a railroad over the same between some suitable point 
in the city of New York and a point north of the southerly line of the towr 
ship of Union, in the county of Hudson, in this State, and to lease, purcha 
acquire, and hold as much real estate as mray be necessary for the site of 
said bridge, and of all abutments, approaches. walls, toilhouses, and other 
structures proper to said bridge, and for the opening of suitable avenues to 
approach to said bridge, and shall also have power to build, erect, and 
struct a pier for the support of said bridge at the bulkhead line on each side 
of said Hudsen River, and one or two piers in the river between such bulk 
head lines with spaces between said piers of not less than 1,000 feet eacl 
Provided, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed toauthorize 
nor shall authorize, the construction of any bridge which shall obstruct the 
free and common navigation of the Hudson River, save as herein granted 
and such bridge shall not be less than 130 feet elevation above high tide 
the middie of the river; it shall not obstruct any public road, street, or ave 
nue which it shall cross, but such public road, street, or avenue shall be 
opened by a-suitable arch or suspended platform as shall give a suitable 
height for a passage under the same for all purposes of public travel and 
transportation 

Mr. VEST. That sufficiently explains, it seems to me, why 
no provision was inserted in this bill as to the piers upon th 
New Jersey side. That act is in full force, and I submit that 
the Legislature of New Jersey is entirely competent, as was the 
Legislature of New York, to say what shall be done as to the 
— upon the New Jersey side of the Hudson River. If the 

vew Jersey Legislature entertained the same opinion in regard 
to these piers which seems to be entertained by the Senator fror 
that State, they could easily. have made it known, especially 
within the last two years, when they have three times acted 
upon this charter. Upon that particular point I have simply a 
word to say, and then I shall dismiss it. 

I should not have favored either in committee or in the Senate 
any bill which proposed to arbitrarily place a pier in that river. 











There were conflicting opinions and arguments in regard tot! 

piers and in regard to the span of a cantalever bridge. I sup- 
posed then, and think now, that the safest way for the Se: 
of the United States to act upon the matter is to leave this to 
the better judgment of the Engineer Corps. They are entirely 
impartial. There is, as I said, a riparian engineer expert in 
charge of that river. There is no more honest nor impartial 
nor conscientious public servant living than Gen. Thomas L. 
Casey; and this Congress has repeatedly evinced its confidence 
in him by putting him in charge of large public buildings, and 





following his judgment in regard to the construction of bridges | 


all over the country, and in not one single instance have we been 
deceived by him. 
Therefore, in this bill is the provision in two places that no 
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bridge shall be constructed there until Gen. Casey, or t 

of the Burean of Engineers, approves it. I grant you th is 
yroposition may be answi l by saying: “Gen. Casey may « 

My ‘ xperience with the Engineer Corpsisthatof all th 

of this Government they have been the most exceptionally tz 

to the public interests and honest in th ischat f thei 

duties. I know of but two instances in which er officers 

have n subiected to critic 1 Ol unt of the 1 r in 
hich they lischarg d their public f 


Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me 


Certainly 


Mr. VEST. 


GEO! 








sti l a} fo 
there nu tne x t 
g ind the q 
i ‘ } vig 4? ‘ 
cal rather than a scien 
Mr. VEST ! 
ses, th vhitt Sen 
b poll let , 
r, GEOR 
Mr. VEST. enti yrem 
s. thata pier o certa ( nsions L pro the ‘fect 
of which the Seuator speaks. Who is the best 1: regard 
to that I say the best jude@e necessari must be tl 
or a collection o! eng!) ers, ine e tho pul 
tures on the navigable rivers of the United Stut 
We do not pass a single bri » bill through Conger in which 
we do not rely upo! the Bureau of | rineers iD y n ri 
b! er in the United States is under the charge o parian 
‘ er. If that w ni », « \ ld } yletely 
t erey of the ) s of the int ho ’ o 
0 Cc br or 
l s bill I endeavored for m if, and I think the « 
tee endeavored, to follow the v Ll pr lent, wl i 
lutely necessary, to rely upon tl retion of the i 
in charge of the river. This bill says absolutel;: 
that the questions of Wi re > pier shall b est ) | 1d 
what its dimensions shall be are to be determin by the B 
of Engineers, who repert to the Secretary of V 
Another word, Mr. President,and I amdone ith thi 
; In regard to the amendment proposed by the Senator fro 
Jersey, I do not know that I am prepared to m ’ 
jection to it, although I am inclined to follow the act of t 
New Jersey Legislature. If they thought it wasabsol 
sary to prohibit any pier they would have done so 
L do not like the provision of the bill as to the N« 
of the river. I mean the provision in regard to th 
and I was absolute y opp i to the provision that the « nee 
tion should be under the control of the municipal authorities of 
New York. -It seems to me that it would have been better-to 
have passed an ordinary bridge bill and to have left the ques 
tion of approaches and connections to the legislative and muni- 
cipal authorities in the States of New Jersey and New York; 
i | 


promise, and rat 


$v? 3 , 2 - 
but, still, this is a co I in have no bridge 


over that river, which seems to be likely if this bill shall be de- 


er tn 








| feated, I prefer to acceptthis provision, though as my coll 10s 
on the committee very well know I did not urge its adoption 
Mr. FRYE. As most of the Senator’s argument has been « 
side of the amendment n proposed by the Senato n New 
Jersey, I want to ask the Senator if the bill provid that the 
location of all approaches of said bridge in the city of ! York 
hall be approved by the commissioners of the si nd of 
the city of New York,” what is the objection or what is the un 
fairness of the provision asked by the Sen tor | 1 New Jersey 
that the location of the bridge on the New Jersey side shall be 
determined by the commissioners to b ypointed ther 
Ir. VEST. I have not lertaken to say that it wv I 
[ did state thatI did not like that provision even is to the New 
York side if] had my choice I would not put 
sion of that sort in the bill as to either side of the river Lt 
se 3 to me that we should si uply confine ourselves to run 
questioned jurisdiction, and give the power to construct ridge 
hich, in ou dgment, did not interfere with navigation 
of thatriver. It was urged, however, very plausibly in the com- 
ittee, that the approaches were a part of the bridge, and that 
th thorities of New York should have the control of the ap- 
proaches on that side. [dou d that proposition, and doubt it 
still It seems to me the Legislature of New York should de- 
fine the powers of the municipality of New York, and that Con- 


gress has nothing to do with that questi 
sible to pass the bill without some suc 
to it very unwillingly. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. After there has been put in the bill a provi- 


Still, it was impos- 
1 provision, and I acceded 
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* 
sion that the approaches on the New York side shall be under the 
supervision of the New York authorities, although that may have 
been improper, would it not be fair and equitable and just that 
the same provision should be inserted as to the New Jersey side? 

Mr. VEST. Possiblyso. I didnotapprove very much of either 
of those provisions. I do not care to dwell any further upon that 
question. I simply wish to make one remark which I made in 
the committee, and that is, it seemed to me that the provision 
that the location of the connections should be approved by the 
municipality of New York would put it in their power to pre- 
vent the use of that bridge altogether. Ihave never heard that 
argument answered. 

MP GEORGE. Then that ought to be stricken out of the 
1. 

Mr. VEST. I opposed it; but when I found—every Sexator of 
any experience here will appreciate what I state—that it was 
impossible to get any bridge over that river unless we compro- 
mised the question, [ very unwillingly, as I said before, voted 
for the report of the bill with that provision in it. 

I can only repeat what I have already said as to all these 
bridge bills, that Congress should confine itself to its constitu- 
tional function and not undertake to make laws either for a 
municipality or a State. 

Mr. President, that is the whole of this question so far as Iam 
concerned. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like 
to ask him a question. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New Jersey said under its 
charter, as I understood him, this bridge would be only for pas- 
senger traffic. 

Mr. VEST. I doubt that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I understand it to be for both freight and 
passengers. If that be true, as the Senator from Missouri sug- 
gests, the bridge affects commerce and affects the nation at large, 
and the Senator’s position is correct. 

Mr. VEST. Ihave only to say what I said before in regard to 
the statement of the Senator from New Jersey that no produce 
will be carried over this bridge, that the testimony before the 
Committee on Commerce was directly opposite to that assertion. 
I do not think the Senator from New Jersey appeared before our 
committee in any of the different hearings we have had; and, 
speaking as a lawyer, the weight of evidence was decidedly 
against his statement. 

I am very willing, however, to confine the transportation to 
passengers; still I repeat that I should be very glad to have two 

ridges over that river, or three bridges, or five, in the interests 
of the whole people of the United States. 

Mr. McP# re RSON. The Senator isnomore willing thanI am 
to build bridges across the Hudson River. I will vote for a gen- 
eral bridge bill, which allows anybody to build bridges across 
that river, provided no piers are put in the river. I shall vote 
for the passage of this bill, provided an amendment be agreed 
to by the Senate which protects the water way. I am perfectly 
willing to withdraw the amendment I have offered so far as the 
protection of the soil of New Jersey is concerned from the en- 
croachments of this company, and allow them to go over New 
Jersey and do what they please; but when it comes to a question 
in which every Senator is interested, and every State in the 
Union is interested, as to whether a great national water way, 
the principal one in the United States, shall be protected, and 
whether any company of men shall be permitted, or whether the 
Secretary of War, or the Board of Engineers of the United 
States, shall be permitted to plant piers in the river, which 
every man knows tends to obstruct not only the commerce of the 
harbor and the ice, but block up the river and absolutely de- 
stroy almost one-quarter of the whole capacity of that river for 
commerce and trade, then and there I stop and call a halt. 

Mr. President, if permitted, I withdraw the amendment, as 
there seems to be objection to it, and I shall offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, which simply protects the water 
way. Lask to have the amendment read. 

Mr. HILL. Is it understood that the o.aor amendment is 
withdrawn? 

Mr. McPHERSON. Let it be withdrawn. I care nothing 
about it. 

Mr. HILL. I want to be heard on the general question. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let the amendment! have now proposed 


be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In clause 3, line 53, after the word ‘‘ made,” 
it is proposed to insert: 
And the said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 
river between towers or piers located between the shore and the existing 
ier-head lines in either State, and no pier or other obstruction to naviga- 


on of a temporary or permanent character shall be constructed in the 
river between said towers or piers. 
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Mr. ALLEN. f desire to offer an amendment to the bill, in 
line 68, on page 4, clause 5, by striking out the word “ greater» 
before the word “ pay;’’ in line 69, after the word “bridge,” to 
strike out “than is allowed per mile to railroads using the 
same;” in line 72 of clause 6, after the word “all,” to strike out 
“‘amendments thereof,” and insert ‘“‘laws enacted or to be en- 
acted by Congress;” and in line 75, after the word “structure,” 
to insert ‘‘and may be used for necessary military and post-roaq 
purposes without compensation.” 

Mr. MCPHERSON. [ask the Senator from Nebraska to let 
my amendment be agreed to before he offers his. 

r. ALLEN. What is the Senator’s amendment? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The amendmentlI have offered is simply 
to require this company and every company to build their bridge 
without piers. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to submit afew words upon the subject 
of the amendmenf of the Senator from New Jersey. F 

Mr. VEST. Let that amendment be read. 

Mr. HILL. Yes, read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TURPIE in the chair). Tho 
amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3, strike out all after the wora 
‘‘made” in line 53, and insert: 

And the said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 
river between towers or piers located between the shore and the existing 
pier-head lines in either State, and no pier or other obstruction to naviga 
tion, of a temporary or permanent character, shall be constructed in the 
river between said towers or piers. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this proposed amendment brings 
up the principal question involved in the bill, and that is, Shall 
Congress now, with what evidence it has before it, absolutely 
determine that there shall be no piers whatever in that river? 
In my pagent Congress might as well then determine that 
there shall be no bridge. It has been a disputed question 
among bridge builders and engineers as to whether there can 
be a bridge constructed over this river with a span more than 
2,000 feet in length except at such an expense as will prevent 
practically the construction of the bridge. I do not say that it 
can not be done. It involves a.large amount of money. 

Mr.GEORGE. About how much? 

Mr. HILL. Fifty or sixty million dollars. 

Mr. GEORGE. In addition? 

Mr.HILL. No, not in addition. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know about how much in ad- 
dition. 

Mr. HILL. We asked Gen. Casey the other morning—with 
the kind courtesy of the committee [ was permitted to appevr 
before it. He could notsay, because he was not a bridge builder. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator willallow me, I wish to suggest 
to him that engineers have already determined that tubular 
steel arches can be thrown across a river 3,000 feet wide or 
more at a weight not to exceed that which is now found to exist 
in the ropes or cables by which the New York and Brooklyn 
bridge is suspended. SolI think the Senator need not fear the 
construction of a bridge without any arches in the Hudson 
River, if he will go to that extent. 

Mr. HILL. I simply know the fact that there is no such 
bridge anywhere in the world. Ido not know what engineers 
may \say is possible. They have many schemes and many 
theories, but I know the fact that as to the span the amendment 
proposes for this bridge there is no bridge in the world that 
compares with it. That is conceded. What do we say? We 
therefore say it is not wise to determine this question absolutely 
in the pending bill. We submit that the committee which had 
this matter in charge acted wisely when they said (and that is 
what the bill proposes) there must bea span of at least 2,000 feet. 

There is no such span in the world now, but we will assume 
from what the engineers have said that it is possible. This span 
must, in the first place, be 2,000 feet, and if the Secretary of War, 
acting in conjunction with the engineers of that Department, 
concludes that a greater span can be built, and there ought not 
to bea pier in the river, then the Secretary of Waris empowered 
in his discretion to extend it the full length of 3,100 feet. That 
is the question involved. Shall we arbitrarily determine that 
the Secretary of War shall not have this discretion, after consul- 
tation with the engineers, interested as much as we are in pre- 
serving the navigation of this river? Shall we determine it our- 
selves or leave it to the Secretary of War and his assistants’ 
That is the question involved in the pending amendment. 

Mr. President, in my judgment the best way is to leave it to 
the Secretary of War, tothe officialsof the Government. Whom 
does he consult? He consults the trusted officers of your Army 
and your es ager Corps, men who have every interest to pro- 
tect the public interestsand the rights of allthe people. In my 
judgment that is the best and the wisest course to pursue. 

Now,a word further. I have no more interest in this bill than 
any other citizen of New York. I have as much interest in it, 
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and more, than any citizen of New Jersey or elsewhere. In my 
‘udgment itis a public matter in which we all should take a pub- 
tic interest. I have heard this question about obstruction to 
navigation urged many a time before. 

I had the honor of passing upon the question of the construc- 
tionof the Poughkeepsie Bridge. It was authorized by our Leg- 
islature, and it was said by this trumped-up maritime assocl- 
ation and boatmen’s associations and others who come to the 
front whenever they are wanted in opposition to great measures, 
that the construction of three piers in the Hudson River at 
Poughkeepsie, 50 or 75 miles above the city of New York, where 
the tide ebbs and flows almost upon a dead level from New York 
to Poughkeepsie, would destroy navigation. Men appeared be- 
fore me as executive of the State and gave a list of figures to 
show how the price of transportation would be increased; that 
it would destroy the navigation of the river, and that there 
would be accidents upon the river. 

I recollect distinctly asking the question upon the hearing on 
that bill, whether in the construction of the bridge (a portion of 
it having been constructed, and they wanted authority to extend 
the time to construct the remainder), when the river had been 
filled not only with the piers proper, but with the various mate- 
rials in the construction of it, there had been any accident during 
the whole time of construction, and there had been none. Men 


were proclaiming that in the future there would be accidents all | 


the time, when for three years while being built there had‘not 
been one. I recollect distinctly I took time for the considera- 
tion of that measure, ten days’ time, and during the ten days 
an old canal boat full of coal was sunk by somebody down there 
by running against the pier. Evidently it was done by the oppo- 
nents of the measure. It was altogether too late. There never 
had been an accident before; there has never been one from 
that day to the present of any consequence. 

That, it is true, is 75 miles above New York City; butit is over 
the great Hudson River, and the citizens of New York are as 
anxious as the citizens of any other part of the country to pro- 
tect a navigable stream, and it is where the tide ebbs and flows. 
There are those piers; they are not an obstruction to navigation. 
We have more commerce on that river than there is on the great 
Mississippi River, as the reports show. It all has to pass down 
under this bridge. 

My friend from New Jersey became alarmed because of the 
great steamships that would be disturbed or hindered or delayed 
somewhat. The steamships do not go to Europe by way of Al- 
bany; they go the other way, out by Sandy Hook. There are 
no large steamships that go above the place where this bridge 
is to be built. They are anchored there only to a very limited 
extent. There is not a steamship company that has a pier above 
Twenty-third street. I challenge contradiction. 

Mr. President, this bill has been before Congress for several 
years. I care nothing about the individual incorporators. Ido 
not care who they are. I simply know it is a great public meas- 
ure in which the citizens of my State are interested. The vote 
on this bill in the other House was unanimous. Every member 
of the other House from my own State voted for it, possibly with 
one single exception; I am not certain as to that. Every one of 
the members of the other House from the Senator’s own State, 
without regard to party, voted for this bill. They saw no dan- 
ger to the commerce of New York State, or New Jersey, or the 
country, but all gave it their approval. 

My friend has championed the opposition to this measure 
heretofore. Itis true, I know, that he hassome personal friends, 
and he will not deny it, warm personal friends, who are officers 
of the other bridge company. 

Mr. FRYE. Is the other bridge company making any objec- 
tion to this proposed legislation? 

Mr. HILL. Lamcoming to that ina moment. I think not. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir, not the slightest. 

Mr. HILL. Except the Senator from New Jersey is opposing 
it, and certainly he has been, I think, the friend of the other 
bridge company. 

Now, Mr. President, upon the question of the opposition of the 
Maritime Association, who is their protest signed by? I think 
I know the prominent men of New York City pretty well. I 
have seen this list of men before. I saw it the other ior. I do 
not recognize the name of a single citizen of that State of any 


rominence whatever who makes opposition to the pending bill. | 


know you get up these boatsmen’s associations and they send 
petitions to this body for and against every question that is pre- 
sented. They are easily obtained. They are self-appointed as- 
sociations. They are simply upon paper, nine-tenths of them, 
and they read well here, several hundred miles away from New 
York; but they have no weight at home. 

I think I speak for united New York upon this subject. I 
have heard of no opposition from New Jersey. I have seen no 
petition, I have heard no petition read here fromthere. There 
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ha; been no feeling manifested, such as is described, for the 
protection of thatriver. We are as much interested as any one 
else can be in the protection of the river. 

This bill, as I said, has been befere Congress on several oc- 
casions. In the first place, the local authorities of New York 
objected to it until just at the close of the last session of the last 
Congress. They thought they ought to have something to say 
as to where the bridge should be located, the approaches on the 
New York side. It is true the bill provides that the bridge 
shall not be located below Sixty-sixth street on the New York 
side. 

That is a proper limitation, and nobody objects to it, because 
it is not expected we are going to builda bridge below that point. 
That is a sufficient limitation; but the local authorities having 
in charge the interests of the whole city thought they ought to 
have something to say about the particular location. Congress 
has the abstract right to make that limitation and restriction in 
| granting this power. I should have preferred the local authori- 
ties not to have made the suggestion of a limitation, but they 
did, and the friends of the bill conceded the right that they might 
dictate .o a certain extent where the approaches should be lo- 
eated. Thatisinthe bill. It ought not tobe takenout. If you 
take it out it destroys the bill, because we shall meet then with 
the combined opposition of the local authorities of the city of 
New York. 

The bill was objected to heretofore for divers reasons. One 
of the reasons was that the local authorities of New York were 
against it. That has been obviated. It was objected that priv- 





ileges were given in the bill which had been denied the other 
bridge company. What did the committee do? Aft its last 


meeting, at which the bill was agreed to be reported, the com- 
mittee, in the interest of harmony and for the purpose of com- 
yromise, put a provision in the bill whereby the same privilege, 
eaving it to the Secretary of War to determine to what extent 
the span should be over and above 2,000 feet, was given to the 
other company the same as to the New York and New Jersey 
Bridge Company. 

The Senator from Maine asks, is anybody objecting in behalf 
of that bridge company? They have heretofore. [do not un- 
derstand that they object now. Therefore, the two bridge com- 
panies, by the terms of the bill as reported unanimously by the 
committee, stand upon an equality. Itis true that the charter of 
the Old North River Bridge Company provided for a single span. 
It is true now it is placed by the provisions of the bill precisely 
where the New York and New Jersey Bridge Company are 

laced, namely, that both spans must be at least 2,000 feet apart. 

They may be as much further apart as the Secretary of War, 
after consultation with the engineers, thinks is advisable. So 
both bridge companies stand upon the same footing. 

Icare nothing about the other bridge company, nor in fact 
about this bridge company. If they intend to build their bridge 
all right. Their attitude toa certain extent has been one of 
opposition to this measure, and if they can build their bridge 
the citizens of New York will welcome them. There has been 
considerable delay. They were given an extension of time. It 
was not until a year ago that the bridge was to be started, that 
a commencement was to be had, I think last spring, and if it was 
done, if they got their money in Europe, there was to be but little 
opposition to this bill. Every time the bill comes forward it meets 
with some opposition I think upon the part of the other bridge 
company. I can not see now why there should be any opposition 
to it, because both companies are placed upon an equality by the 
terms of the bill, and this is a concession it seems to me that no 
one should object to. , 


My friend from New Jersey may say that neither bridge com- 
pany should have this privilege of obstructing the river. I do 
not believe in that dog-in-the-manger policy. I believe the bill 


is sufficiently guarded. There may be something back of this, 
whereby certain people do not want a bridge across from New 
Jersey into New York. I want it constructed. I believe it is 
feasible under the provisionsof the bill. I think the public in- 
terests demand it; I think the interests of the country demand 
it; and there must be some compromises in every bill. There 
were no dissenting votes to this report in the committee. All 
the interests were harmonized. Therefore I think that the 
| amendment ought to be voted down, because in my judgment you 
will imperil the construction of the bridge by absolutely provid- 
ing for a 3,100-foot span. You have no evidence before you of 
the costof such abridge. Hasanyone madeanestimate? Where 
is it? There has been no evidence taken upon it. Itis not pre- 
| sented here. In my judgment it substantially imperils the pas- 
sage of the bili by making any such provision. It is sufficiently 
| guarded when it is left to your chosen officers. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Will the Senator from New York 

permit a question? 
Mr. HILL. Certainly. 
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Mr. WHITE of California. Hasit been demonstrated or shown 


with any degree of certainty that a span of 3,100 feet can be so | says I was the friend of the other bill. 


constructed as to be safe? 

Mr. HILL. That is the question. 

Mr. McPHERSON. If the Senator— 

Mr. HILL. Allow me to say one word further. 
where this locality is. 
City at all. 
at all. 

Mr. MGPHERSON,. 
approaches. 

Mr. HILL. From above Sixty-sixth street it is substantially 
in the country so far as Jersey City is concerned. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I know the plan which has been pro- 


The bridge proper does not touch Jersey 
The approaches proper do not touch Jersey City 


posed here shows that a part of what theycall their approaches | 


runs for about 3 miles through Jersey City territory. 

Mr. HILL. 
the approaches to the bridge proper; they are nowhere near Jer- 
sey City; they are above. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I only show the map furnished me by 
the company. 

Mr. H Li. 
am informed so by gentlemen here who know the exact locality. 

Mr. PALMER. J should like to ask the Senator from New 
Jersey a question. 
tions in New Jersey have not the power under the laws to pro- 
tect themselves? 

Mr. HILL. 
tion. The portion above Sixty-sixth street on the Jersey side, 
where it is supposed that the bridge is to be located, has been 
set apart for anchorage ground for vessels. Itis regarded asa 
safe place. This will pot disturb them in the slightest. From 
the river up there it is, I think, atleast 3 miles down to the Bat- 
tery. Itisasafe part of the river. There is nodanger, and can 
not be any danger there. 

| submit to the Senate that upon a great public work of this 
kind there ought to be something beyond this mere Maritime 
Association or some such association to object. The people of 
New York do not object. The merchants of New York d 
object. 


Bear in mind |} 


I do not know what the Senator calls the 
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| this question is as familiar as household words. Jt} 
It may be the connections of other roads, but not | 1 
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fore Ido not know how to apply his criticism to me 
He is more th 
the other bill than 1 am, because he reduces the cost to ; 
well as to his own friends. 

Now, Mr. President, I oppose piers in the river to eit 
pany. All are my friends, equally my friends, and [ am 
to do as much for my friends as the Senator from New Y 
I will not by any vote of mine destroy a great harbor 
way, in order that the cost of building a bridge ma 
50 per cent. ; 

The Senator from Mississippi asks what it will co 
this bridge. Iwill give him the cost as estimated by an 
A six-track bridge spanning the river would cost ab 
000. Remember this is to span the entire river. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, to the Committee 


yn 


contention there for six years at least, and from the 


| ning I have insisted that under no circumstances s} 


Iam certain Iam right on that question, and I | 


[ask him whether the municipal corpora- | 


ever be placed in the river. The Senator from Ney 
that the committee were unanimous in support of t] 
was correct in that statement with a limitation. 
never gave the impression to the committee—I tru 
nor to him—that I yielded in my contention that t! 
be no pier in the river. I never have yielded that, 
not in conscience do so. 

When the North River Bridge Company was befo 


| mittee with a bill for incorporation, I favored it ver 


I was simply going to make one further sugges- | 


| ested in it. 
| a span of 2,000 feet. 


0 not | 
Its great men there who control that city donot object. | 


I think the objection the gentleman gives from one maritime as- | 
sociution in New York should not cut much of a figure in the | 


Senate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. WHIT£of Louisiana. Wiil the Senator from New Jersey 
allow me to ask a single question? The Senator from Missouri 
has stated substantially the answer to the question put by the 
Senator from California, but I desire to state it more specifically, 
and the answer to that question in the hearing before the com- 
mittee determined my action on the bill. 

I put this question to Gen. Casey: ‘“‘If a provision is inserted 
in the bill of 3,100 or 3,200 feet will it be possible to build the 
bridge?” Gen. Casey’s answer was: ‘‘I am not a specialist in 
bridge building, nor would I qualify the army engineer as a 
specialist in bridge building, but I should say if that provision 
were put in the bill the bridge would not be engineeringly pos- 
sible, and there would bo no bridge, The longest span,” said 
Gen. Casey, ‘of any bridge now existing is the Firth of Forth 
bridge, about 1,700 feet. The minimum span provided for this 
bridge is 2,000 feet. I think that is as high as it is safe to put 
the minimum stipulation in the bill.” Then I said: ‘Gen. Casey, 
do I understand you to say that if we put in a limitation of 3,100 
feet the bridge will not be built?” e said: ‘‘ From my knowl- 
edge of engineering, although I do not claim to be a specialist 
in bridge building, I should say it can not be built.” Therefore 
the question presented to me was,a bridge or no bridge; and in- 
asmuch as the bill put a minimum limit above the widest span 
now existing on the face of the earth, and then allowed the Sec- 
retary of War to stretch that limit as far as he thought the ex- 
— of commerce required compatible with the structure of 
the bridge, I thought, the commerce of the country reyuiring 
the bridge, it was my duty to vote to report the bill favorably, 
and I did so. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say a single word, and then so 
far as I am concerned I shall be willing to vote upon this ques- 
tion. I wish to call attention to the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from New York. If he will consider for a single moment, 
they must appear to himas they do to me, as very weak, unnec- 
essary, and almost discourteous, He charges me with being a 
friend of the other bridge bill, socalled. I am the friend of the 
other bill and will be the friend of this bill in like manner if it 
oe the entireriver. Then in the very next breath he tells us 
that his bill gives to my company, as he seems anxious to eall it, 
the same privileges; conveying as I think the intimation that 
for that reason I would be found to favor it. He proposes that 
the existing company shall have the same privilege. There- 


because it is immensely in the interest of the East as 
West to have a bridgeacross that river. Allof myc 
and all down through Maine and Massachusetts nee: 
immensely just as much as the West needs it. I be 
It was a new proposition to bridge that 
I made a careful examination 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, and I « 
conclusion that the company ought not to be allowed { 
gle instant to puta pier in the river a thousand feet 
shore, the river being about 3,100 feet wide at Tw: 
street, where this bridge was proposed. 

We submitted that bill again and again to the S 
War. It was submitted to the local enginéersin New Y: 
in every instance it was insisted that no pier should b 
the river. Every return made from the War Depart 
that no pier should be put into the river. Every bil! p 
to the War Department for bridging that river was 1 


| witha proposed amendmentthat no pier should be placed 


and we concluded and voted unanimously on the Nort 
bridge bill thatthere should be no pier. The plan of that 
presented to the War Department shows that there is! 
but that there are two towers at the endof the pier-head 
each side of the river and a suspension bridge 3,100 { 
running from tower to tower. 

The North River Bridge Company is making no « 
whatever. I am making none for the North River Brid: 
pany; not the slightest. I amsimply contending, asI h 
tended from the very beginning, that there should be no pi 
that river, and that there should not be any discretion in the‘ 
retary of War or a else outside of Congress to put one 
When this bridge bill came before the committee we sent i 
we send all such bills, to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HILL. ‘Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; with pleasure. 

Mr. HILL. Was it not upon the Senator’s motion tha 
North River Bridge Company was given the same power to 
struct a bridge with a span of 2,000 feet if the Secretar, 
so approved? 

Mr. FRYE. It was. 

Mr. HILL. Did not the Senator vote to report the bil 

Mr. FRYE. I knew perfectly well that the pending 
ported to the United States Senate, backed as it was by 
majority of the Committee on Commerce and by two 5 
from the great State of New York, would pass this bod) 
eventually become a law. I believed it was outrageo 


just on a bridge company that had already spent $250,(), ha 


made contracts for steel. had purchased 114 lots of land o 
Jersey side for its bridge, and was straining every energ 
build a bridge which would cost $50,000,000, with a span 
— upon that bridge of 2,100 feet, for Congress to paral! 
ridge company right in its agony now, in these financi|t 
with another bridge with the liberty of a span of 2,000 f: 

No man would object toa proposition to place the two brid: 
upon a 
contention that neither bridge should be permitted to ha 
pier in that river. 


ment. 


I say when this very bridge bill came ' 

us several years ago it was sent as usual to the War Depart 
The Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] can not say 20 
thing complimentary to Gen. Casey that I will not indorse wit! 


allelism one with the other, but I did not yield 0) 
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He is one of the noblest and most honest men | 
and I would trust him with honor, prop- 
on earth. What did Gen. Casey say of 


all my heart. 
ever knew in my life, 
erty, or anything else 
this bridge bill? 
mencing with the word ‘‘no,” in line 39, strike out all down to and in- 
ding the word * war,’’ in line 43 

{It would not be the same line here. 

Mr. HILL. What is the date of that letter? 

{r. FRYE. April 29, 1892— 

owing: ‘“The said bridge shall be constructed 
river between the towers or pier rs locate 


Col 





usert in lieu thereof the foll 


single span over the entire 











be mn the shore and the established pier-head lines in either State, ar 
pier or other obstruc tion to navi mm, of a temporary or pern anent. lar 
acter, shall be constructed in t! ‘r between said towers or plier 

The very amendment which the ier from New Jersey has 
offered here. That was Gen. Casey's judgment in relation to it 
jn 1892, February 23, 18: 3, the same bill was again referred to 
Gen. Casey, and he says 

After the word “ feet,’’ in line 43, insert “and the necessary towers or piers 

all be located and built between the shore and the established pler-head 


lines in either State 
He never has m: 
Mr. VES. 


ide any return differently from that. 
Is he of that opinion now? 

Mr. FRYE. I will come to thatinamoment. I say he never 
has made any return differently from that. The last return 
under which this bridge bill is reported to the Senate never 


came through the handsof oe {wars of Engineers. The Chief of 
Engineers, with a sick wife, had been absent for two months from 


this city. The local engineers in New York reported directly 
through the Engineer Dep: irtment to the Secreti wy of War in 
favor of this br idge. If that matter ha 1d gone to Gen. Casey, I have 
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not the shadow of a doubt but that he would have proposed the | 


same amendment he has proposed to this bridge bill every — 
the bill has been sent to him for explanation, and I have not : 


shadow of a doubt as to the effect of the location of a pieron that 
river. You will be compelled for a 2,000-foot suspension bridge to 
make a pier at least 300 feet square. The Forth pier is 400 and 


odd feet by 260, with a span of 1,200feet. Now, drop into that 


river, if you please, a pier 300 feet squ re, in a river where the | 
tide ebbs and flows, and where every ebb and flow will land | 
against that pier on the upper side al the lower side an im- 
mense amount of débris, and thus in three or four years it will 
build - there an island, 2nd in less than ten years you will have | 
an island at least 4 acres in extent right in this river, in fogand 


ther that would be an 
riners might not with in- 


in sunlight. I submit foann Senator whe 
obstruction to navigation of which ma 
finite reason complain? 

But can you build a span? 
Gen. Casey, when aske d the question, s 
neers were necessar ily 
building, 
Lindenthal, the engineer of the North River Bridge Company, 
as able an engineer as there is in the United States. He is the 
engineer who made the span for the North River Bridge Com- 
pany and submitted it to the Secretary of War, and it has re- 
ceived his approval. He says that there is not a shadow of a 
difficulty in building a span 3,100 feet long, and he says it costs 
of course a great deal more in proportion than one 2,000 feet 
long. Anybody can see that. 

When the Brooklyn Bridge was proposed with a single span 
of 1,600 feet there was not an engineer in the United States who 
did not express serious doubt as to whether a bridge with that 
amount of span could be built, and there was a long contention 
as to whether the pier should be thrust out into the river any 
further than the pier-head line on the ground that you could 
not build it. They went to work; they built it; there was no 
difficulty about it then, and you can duplicate that Brooklyn 
Bridge to-day for one-half what it actually cost when it wa: 
built. Such attainments have been made in scientific efforts in 
the matter of engineering and of bridge building especially, and 
you can now build a span of 3,100 feet in length just as easily as 
ten years ago you could have built one 1,000 feet in length. S 
a matter of course, Isay it will cost more money. I understand 
Mr. Lindenthal to say 

Mr. HILL. What does the engineer estimate thata 3,100-foot 
span will cost? 

Mr. FRYE. I can not tell the cost of the span; it is a high 
estimate. I think the whole cost of the bridge and approaches 
is in the neighborhood of $50,000,000 or $60,000,000. Thatis the 
estimate. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me, I have 
Mr. Lindenthal’s estimate, who was the engineer of the North 
River bridge, as to the cost of a six-track bridge, which we un- 
derstand this company proposes to build from their plan. Tread 
from Mr. Lindenthal’s statement: 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator will wait just one moment I will 
finish what I have to say and yield the floor. 


Senators say they do not know. 
said that the Army engi- 
not familiar with the matter of bridg: 





but he said he would refer the committee to Engineer | 
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Mr. MCPHERSON. All right. 
Mr.F RYE. The Senator from Missouri says, can you no 
Gen. Casey. I can. andif I knew ut Gen. Casey would be Chi 
Engineer for the next ten years T would not have the slicht 
hesitation in trusting him in ec ection with this bridge He 
told me that he would nev: sen ) y as he . 
span of less than 2,700 feet at i that un no ¢ i 
stances would he consent to it: and ! OWN proposed a l- 
ment indicat his opini +t efore I would trust hime 
tirel L believe if t plans we! Lid before Gen. ¢ 
| for approval he would compel the North River Bridge Co 
ue bas did before, to build a span of 3,100 feet, and he wou n 
el this bridge company, too, to build a span of 3,100 feet 
I h ye no assurance that Gen. Casey wiil always be there 


ld have confidence in almost any army engineer. I h 
but I do n 


confidence in Mr. Lamont, the Secretary of War, 
know who Mr. Lamont’s successor may be. I might have cor 


fidence in him. I hold it to be the duty of Congress, not of th 
Secretary of War, to say whether a pier shall be put into the 
river 

Mr. President, I am not in the attitude of opposing this bil 
L ver} - ely should not have offered this amendment to the bill 

iL L. Will the Senator allow me to say that the plans 
und this! ill must be submitted tothe Secretary of War within 
a year, and the work ee within a year, so that Gen. Casey 
and the present Secretary War will have to deal with it. 

Mr. FRYE. I underst a that to be true, and there is not so 
nuch danger in the bill, lam free to admit, as I can conceiv 
here might have been put in a bill; but I have my views about 
hat river. The Senator from New York muy think that I do 


and down in 
a great de 
t in it i 


know anything about the river which flows up 
ront of his own city, and that ht to know 


he oug 
ve about it than I, and feel a great deal more intere 


simply de ire to say to the Senator from New York that I h 

made a pretty thorough and a pretty complete investigation o 
that river over and over again since | have been chairman of th: 
Committee on Commerce, and 1 am reasonably familiar with the 
river and its navigation interests. [ confess, however, that | 


have always felt more interest (and I think the Committee on 


Commerce will bear me out in that) in the maritime concerns 
than I have in the transportation over the rivers. My natura 
bent and turn have been for the protection of navigation r 


ianforthe protection of railroads, while I believe and know tha 


» is entitled to 





on as much consideration as the other. Ishall! 
compelled to vote for this amendment, but on my consci ‘ 
it is not adopted, I still will vote for the biil as reporte “ 
the committee. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, I should like to answs 
the question asked by the Senator from New York [Mr. Hin. 


from « reportmade by Mr. Lindenthal, the engineer of the North 
River Bridge Company, who has been in Europe trying to m 
contracts for the construction of his bridge, and therefore I as 


LiKe 








sume he knows quite as much about the probable cost of both 
bridges as any man living: ; 

Lam informed that the parties who built the Firth of Forth bridge am 
to build a bridge of a single span across the Hudson River, andt uara 
i ra certain sum of money, and if this be true they did not dee 
practicable 

If that company, meaning the company here asking for th 
legislation, would invite competitive plans from engineer 
bridg: oe yrs for a 3,100-foot span, which is nearly the s 
that location as for the North River bridge at Hoboken. it wo 
soon be shown that a single-span bridge for fast railroad t 

ix tracks may be readily and economically built t 

location for about $20,000,000 

Mr. HILL. I desire to state to the Senator, he has no 
necti m of cours se Whatever with either bridge company, altho 
he holds in }hand the communication of its chief engine 
{have none; but the record before the committee shows th 
the engineers of the New York and New Jersey Brid Com 
D ae say it would cost from $60,000.000 to $70,000,000 to build 

\is bridge. Bear in mind it is not to be done by th t ( 
New York and Jersey City, but it is to be done by private 
tal, and it could not be obtained. That is all I have to 
regard to that. We donot agree in the figures: and I do not 
believe that we can find any engineers in the country who wi 
say that that bridge can be built for $20,000,000. F 

Mr. GEORGE and Mr. CULLOM addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CULL IM. I will yield to the Senator from Mississipp 

Mr. MILLS. If this debate is to continue, the bill evident] 
ean not be disposed of to-day, and I hope we shail have an exec 


Mr. ¢ TL LOM. If a vote can be taken I will withhold anv re 
marks 1 desire to make. , 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. McPHErRson]. 


‘ 





: 
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Mr. MCPHERSON, Upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. DUBOIS. Then I withdraw my vote. _I am paired with 


Mr. MANDERSON. Let the amendment be read. 

The SECRETARY. In section 3 strike out all after the word 
‘* made,” in line 53, and insert: 

And the said bridge shall be constructed with a single span over the entire 


river between towers or piers located between the shore and the existing 
pier-head lines in either State, and no pier or other obstruction to navigation 


of a temporary or permanent character shall be constructed in the river be- | 


tween said towers or piers. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from New Jersey, on which the yeas | 


and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be again read. 

Mr. VEST. If my colleague will permit me, I should like to 
state exactly the question. As the bill comes from the commit- 
tee it provides that there shall be a span of not less than 2,000 
feet, but that the Secretary of War may require a longer span, 
and in his discretion pass upon all the plans for the bridge. 

Mr. CULLOM. And all to be done within a year. 


Mr. VEST. And that all shall be done within twelve months. | 


Now, that is the question. If the amendment of the Senator 
from New Jersey prevails it does away with the discretion of 
the Secretary of War entirely and says that there shall be one 
span across the river without regard to its length. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And the bill as passed by the other House 
requires the span to be 2,000 feet. 

Mr. VEST. Not less than 2,000 feet, and it provides that the 
Secretary of War may require a longer span if he thinks neces- 
sary. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Can the Senator from Missouri give us 
the width of the river at that point between the piers? 

Mr. VEST. About 3,100 feet, or 3,200 possibly. 

Mr. FRYE. The width at Twenty-third street is about 3,100 
feet; at Sixty-sixth street it is about 3,100 feet, 1 mile above it 
is about 3,300 feet, and 1 mile above that it is about 3,250 feet, 
measured by scales. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator has made a mistake in say- 
ing that it is 3,300 feet 1 mile above Sixty-sixth street. It is 
3,200 feet 1 mile above, and 3,300 feet 2 miles above. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much of the river is shoal, not navigable 
at the place where the bridge is proposed to be built? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. None ofit. 

Mr. VEST. There is deep water on the Jersey side, I think. 

Mr. SQUIRE. How much of it is notnavigable? Ihave been 
told that a large area of the river there is unsuitable for navi- 
gation. 

Mr. VEST. I believe there is some of it not navigable, but I 
do not know exactly how much. As the bill comes from the 
committee it leaves the discretion to the Secretary of War to 
approve the plans provided no span shall be put in of less than 
2,000 feet. The amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
does away with the discretion of the Secretary of War, and re- 
quires one span, without regard to length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. HUNTON (when his name was called). I have a general 
vair with the Senator fron Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], whol be- 
lieve is not present in the Chamber. Ido not know how he 
would vote on the pending bill, and therefore I withhold my 
vote, 

Mr. MCMILLAN (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. Not 
knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. I should vote 
‘nay” if he were present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GORDON]. [f he were pres- 
ent Ishould vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. I do not 
know how he would vote and therefore I withhold my vote. I 
should vote ** yea” if he were present. 

Mr. VILAS (when his named was called). I have a general 
yair with the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MITCHELL]. I do not 
cane how he would vote on this question, and therefore I with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Dixon]. If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS (after having voted in the negative). I wish to 
ai ifthe junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] has 
voted. 

; ne VCE en He has not voted, the Chair is in- 
ormed. 








| Senator from Vermont {Mr. MORRILL] recorded? 


that Senator. 
Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the negative), | , 
paired with the Senator from North Dakota[Mr. HANsprRo; a 
but that pair has been transferred to the Senator from Wea 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], which gives me permission to yota 
[ have already voted and make this explanation. 
Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the negative). Is 4 


ve 


vote 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is not recorded, the Chair js 
advised. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iam paired with that Senator, and I do not 


| know how he would vote. I have voted ‘“‘nay,” but I withdpay 


my vote because I do not know how the Senator from Vermont 
would vote if present. = 
Mr. CAREY. I am paired with the junior Senator { 
South Carolina[Mr. IRsy], butI understand he would vote ‘‘ y 
on this proposition, and I will therefore vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 
Mr.SHERMAN. As my vote will make no difference in {| 


| result, I will vote to make a quorum. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 


Mr, COCKRELL. Iam paired with the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. I do not know how he would vote 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I suggest to the Senator from Missourj 
that he transfer his pair to the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. Tp. 
LER]. I have the authority of the Senator from Colorado {oy 
this. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ThenI will pair the senior Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] with the senior Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. I do not know how either of them would vote 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Trt- 
LER] would vote ‘‘nay” if he were here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not know how the Senator from Iowa 
would vote. I vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—17. 
Bate, George, McPherson, Sherman, 
Call, Gray, Peffer, Washburn. 
Davis, Hawley, Perkins, 
Frye, . Higgins, Pugh, 
Gallinger, Hoar, Quay, 

NAYS—?27. 
Allen, Coke, Lindsay, Roach, 
Berry, Cullom, Manderson, Squire, 
Blackburn, Dolph, Miils, Turpie, 
Brice, Gibson, Palmer, Vest, 
Cameron, Hill, Pasco, White, Cal. 
Carey, Jones, Ark. Power, White, La. 
Cockrell, Kyle, Ransom, 

NOT VOTING—41. 

Aldrich, Gordon, Mitchell, Oregon Stockbridge 
Allison, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Butler, Morgan, Vance, 
Caffery, Morrill, Vilas, 
Camden, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Chandler, Hunton, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Colquitt, Irby, Platt, Wilson, 
Daniel, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wolcott. 
Dixon, Lodge, Shoup, 
Dubois, McMillan, Smith, 
Faulkner, Martin, Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN]. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 4, line 68, before the word ‘‘ pay’ 
strike out the word “‘ greater;” so as to read: 

Fifth. The company or companies erates themselves of the privileges of 
this act shall not charge a higher rate of toll than authorized by the laws of 
the States of New York and New Jersey, and shall receive no pay for the 
transportation of the mails across said bridge than is allowed per mile t 
railroads using the same. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the meaning of this amendment, 
it is to take away from this company pay for carrying the mails 
of the United States across this bridge. It has not been cus- 
tomary to have such a provision in regard to bridge companies. 
Wherever a railroad has a contract to carry the mails a certain 
distance, and that railroad company enters into a contract with 
a bridge company, of course the bridge compiny receives 10 
pay, because the United States Government then treats with 
the railroad company; but in case no such contract should exist 
with the railroad company, and the United States should want 
to contract with the bridge company to carry the mails from 
one side of the river to the other, as the bill stands, the com- 
pany could only charge the same rate that is charged for the 
transportation of the mails by the railroads on either side of 
the river. The amendment of the Senator from Nebraska, in 
any event, deprives the bridge company of any pay for carry- 
ing the mails. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Missour! 
a question, as he is familiar with this subject. I ask if I am 
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right in supposing that where the carrying of the mail across 
the bridge was the principal carriage it w vould have, whether 
the mail “might not be compelled to go around in some other way, 
and thus delay and inconvenience the pul blic? 
pany would have no motive to let them cross the bridge. 


VEST. That might be. 

Mr FRYE. Icall the attention of the Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. VestT]—and perhaps the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN] may have taken his amendmentfrom that suggestion—that 
in the case of the North River Bridge Company we did insert a 
provision that the mailsshould be carried free across the bridge. | 
The reason we did that was because we conferred unusual powers 
on the North River Bridge Company. We had chartered the 


corporation, thus giving it reputation and credit which other- 
wiso it would not have! 
demnation of property, 
eration of those unusua 
opt the proposition pract 


iad, 
aright which it has exercised, and in 
lrights and privileges, we required 
ically which the Sen- 
that it 


ce a 


that company toad 


ator from Nebraska offers; but my recollection is never 
has been done in any other case. I ask the Senator from Mis- 


souri if that is not correct? 


Mr. VEST. It never has been done in any other case. 

Mr. FRYE. And I do not think it ought to be done in this 
Case. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not, as I understand it, the effect of this 
proposition. This isnot a proposition that the mails shall be car- 


ried free across the bridge or to compel the company to ¢arry 

them, but it is a provision thatthe company shall receive no pay. 
Mr. VEST. That is it. 

'E. That is still worse. 


Mr. ALLEN. I was 
Maine wiil allow mea moment, that possibly this whole difficulty 


roing to suggest, 


can be obviated. I understand the mail is carried across these 
bridges by contract with the railroad companies? 

Mr. V EST. In some cases; yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that be true, it occurs to me that the bridge | 
comp ny ough’ not to charge the Government distinctly for car- 


rying the mail or for the privilege of the mail passing over that 
bridge, at least that it would be just as proper to make a distinct 
charge against passengers and against 
bridge as it would be 
ernment for carrying the mail, providing the company which 
carries the mail pays for the privilege of using the bridge. 


Mr. "RYE. Ican not conceive how that could be done, be- 
cause a contract would be made for carrying the mails from 
Washington to New York, and, as a matter of course, if this 


bridge were built the mail would be carried across it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Senators seem to think that this difficulty can 
be obviated, but there is more trouble with the language em- 
ployed than there is with the fact. I withdraw, however, that 
portion of the amendment, but the other portions of the amend- 
ment I think I shall insist upon. 

Mr.CULLOM. Will the Senator please indicate the others? 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall ask a vote on the amendment I have of- 
fered to the sixth clause, which reads: 

Sixth. That said company 
commerce law <‘ 
structed under 
post-road and 


or companies sh: vil be subject to the interstate- 
and to all amendments thereof, and when such bridge is con- 
the provisions of this act it shail be a lawful military and 
a lawtul structure 

[move to amend that clause by striking out, in line 72, after 
the word ‘‘all,”’ the words ‘‘ amendments thereof;” and inserting 
‘laws enacted or to be enacted by Congr ess: andafter the word 
‘‘atructure,” in line 75, to insert ‘ 
military and post-road purposes without compensation.” 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. The laws hereafter to be enacted of course could 


be made applicable in any direction Congress pleases to this 
bridge, because the right is reserved to amend or alter the act 


and it can be changed in any way Congress pleases. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the Senator is partially correct, but my 
idea is that the expre ssion in this clause, ‘subject to the inter 
state-commerce law,” is not sufficiently broad, and that it shoul ld 
b2 expressed more distinctly that this corporation is subject to 
all laws now in existence or which may herezfter be enacted b: 
Congress, so as to put the question of C Jongression: ul control en- 
tirely beyond any question. Possibly the language I have pro- 
posed does no moré than to enl: irge and make more specitic a 
power which was designed to be gr: anted. 

Then,the next amend ment, it oceurs tome, ought to be adopted. 
That is, if this company is granted the privilege of construe ting 
a bridge and they are charging tolls and making money out of 
it, the Government ought to have the ri; ht to use that br idge for 
necessary military and postal purposes without any charge. I 
believe that to be just. 

I have ne desire to enter into any lengthy discussion on the 


The bridge com- | 


and we had given it the right of con- | 


if the Senator from | 


freight carried over the | 
to make a distinct charge against the Gov- | «; 


and may be used for necessary | 
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sense 


' 
| subject, but the amendments I have proposed appeal to m) 
of justice as being correct 


| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the first amend 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska, which will be stated 
The SECRETARY. In clause 6, line 72. after the world ‘all,’ 
it is proposed to strike out “amendments thereof” and insert 
| ** Jaws enacted or to be enacted by Congress 
| The amendment was rejected. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT The next amet ent of t Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In clause 6, line 75, after the wor 
ture,” it is proposed to insert: 
And may be used for necessary military and post ad purty 


compensation. 
The amendment was rejected. 

| Mr. TURPIE. I submit that the first 
sh« ( “9 be ‘‘ or.” 


word “‘and,” in 1e OS 


. MILLS. Thatisright. It should read ‘‘New York or 
| New Jersey.” 
. VEST. That is correct. 


Mr, HIE " 


) There is no objection to that amendm«e 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, thea ment 
will be agreed to. -The Chair hears no objeé@tion, and tl iend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, a the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engro d ai i to 


be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third tim 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


‘, and passed. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider 
ation of executive business. 
Mr. GRAY. lLlask the Senator from Texas to yield to me. 
Mr. MILLS. I yield to the Senator from Del are. 
} . GRAY. Before the Senate goes into executive session on 
the motion of the Senator from Texas, I wish the Senate uke 


up for consideration, and it may then be laid over until to-mor- 
|} row, Calendar No. 80. being House bill 3687 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The titlo of the 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H.R. 3687) to amend an 


bill will be stated. 
act entitled 


Anact to prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United 
States,’ app “oved May 5, 1892. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on th tion of 
| the Senator from Delaware to take up the bill the title of which 
has been read. 
Mr. MILLS. Let that bill go over. 
Mr. GRAY. I merely wish to have bea bill taken 7 for con- 
sideration, and then I shall yield to the Senator from ' 
Mr. DAV TS. I call for a division on the question of cing 
up the bill. 
Mr. VEST. I think we had better have the yeas and nys. 
Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that his 
motion, if a majority of the Senate wish to take up the bill, will 


be as potent to-morrow morning after the routine business is 


| overas now. The Senator is aware of the danger which exists, 
that if a division be had it may result in showing the want of a 

} quorum. 

| Mr.GRAY. Ihave the bill in charge and I should like very 


much to have it taken up to-night, and then I should yield for a 
motion to go into executive session. 


Mr. HOAR. I think the Senator had better not press the 
motion. 
Mr.GRAY. If the Senators insist on calling for: a div on, of 


course I am helpless. 
EXECUTIVE 
Mr. MILI I insist on my motion that the Senate 
to the consideration of executive business, which has pre 
over the motion of the Senator from Delaware. 
Mr. GRAY. I withdraw my motion. 


SESSION. 
7 oceed 


edence 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceed » the 
consideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, November 1, 1893, at 12 o'clock m. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Bex tive nominatio received by the Senate Octoher 81, 1893. 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 

Edwin F. Uhl, of Michizan, to be Assistant Secretary of State, 


Josiah Quincy, resigned. 
SECRETARY OF 
Roosevelt, of New Yor 


vice 
EMBASSY. 


James R. , to be secretary of embassy 
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of the United States at London, England, vice Henry White, re- 
signed. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Medical department. 


Capt. Edward T. Comegys, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon, 
with the rank of major, October 26, 1893, vice Skinner, retired 
from active service. 

CONSULS. 

J. Edward Nettles, of Darlington, S. C., to be consul of the 
United States at Trieste, Austria, vice Frank H. Brooks, re- 
signed. 

Robert J. Kirk, of South Carolina, to be consul of the United 
States at Copenhagen, Denmark, vice Orlando H. Baker, re- 
called. 

INDIAN AGENT. 


Charles E, Davis, of Mount Auburn, Ill., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Colorado River Agency in Arizona, vice Capt. 
Augustus G. Tassin, Twelfth Infantry, detailed to act as Indian 
agent, deceased. 

ASSISTANT APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 

John W. A. Strickland, of New York, tobe assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, inthe State of New 
York, in the place of Denis F. Burke, deceased. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Preston A. Griffith, of Kearney, Nebr., who was appointed 
June 28, 1893, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of 
public moneys at Sidney, Nebr., vice Mark M. Neeves, removed. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate October $1, 1898. 
CONSUL. 


Charles Belmont Davis, of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at Florence, Italy. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical department— Assistant surgeons. 


William W. Quinton, of New York. 
Thomas S. Bratton, of South Carolina. 
Deane C. Howard, of Massachusetts. 
Alexander S. Porter, of Maryland. 
William H. Wilson, of Missouri. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TvESDAY, October 31, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer bv Rev. ISAAc W. 
CANTER, of Washington, D.C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
GOVERNMENT NAVAL EXHIBIT, CHICAGO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the Senate joint resolu- 
tion 36, transferring the exhibit of the Navy Department, known 
as the model battle ship [llinoisto the State of Lilinoisas a naval 
armory forthe use of the naval militia of the State of Illinois, on 
the termination of the World’s Columbian Exposition. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Speaker, Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs toask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of thisresolution. ‘The committee has reported it 
favorably as a substitute for a pending House bill. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the 
Chair will ask for objections. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That on the termination of the World's Columbian Exposi- 
tion at Chicago, Ill, in November, 1893, the exhibit of the Navy Department 
of the United States Government, better known as the model battle ship 
Dilinois, a facsimile of the battleships Indiana, Massachusetts, and Oregon, 
with such of her boats, equipments. and appurtenances now on exhibiticn 
as the Seeretary of the Navy shall deem proper, be transferred to the State 
of Illinois as. a naval armory fer the use of the naval militia of the State of 
Iitinois: Provided, That such articles as may or have been loaned by the 
various bureaus of the Navy Department, the United States Marine Corps, 
the Naval Academy, and Hydrographic Office be not included in the said 
transfer, except as hereinbefore provided. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no ob ection. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from New York will give his 
attention, I would like to ask how much this resolution covers? 
Does it cover the rifle cannon as well as the model of the vessel? 

Mr. CUMMINGS. It covers just what the Secretary of the 
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Navy shall decide. It leaves it with him. Here is g » 
which says: 
That such articles as may be or have been loaned by the variou 
of the Executive Department, the United States Marine Corps, t) 
Academy,and Hydrographic Office be not included in the said tran 
| cept as hereinbefore provided. 
Mr. REED. It is not contemplated that it shall co) 
ordnance or anything of that sort? 
Mr. CUMMINGS. No, sir. 
| Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland. Only the structure j 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading 
third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. CUMMINGS, a motion to reconsid 
vote was laid upon the table. 


BRIDGE OVER CADDO LAKE. 
| Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimo 
to discharge the House Calendar from the bill (H.R 
thorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Railway Co 
bridge Caddo Lake at or near Mooringsport, La., 
Bayou, near Shreveport, La., and put it upon its pas-a 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to ob 

The bill was read at length. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 
mend the adoption of the following amendment: 

In line 36, section 1, after the word ‘‘sunrise’’ insert the words 
out the season of navigation.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 1 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLANCHARD, a motion to recon 
last vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SULPHUR RIVER, ARKANSA 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous conse: 
sider the bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana 
Smith Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur Riv 
State of Arkansas. 

This bill is to allow thesame railroad company to cross 
river. It is identical, 1 believe, in terms with the oth 
as to the rivers or the bridge. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

Mr. McRAE. The bill is identical with the other | 
has just been acted upon by the House. It has been re! 
the War Department. It is the same railroad compan) 
ask unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of | 
and consider the amendments suggested by the commit 

Mr. TRACEY. I object, Mr. Speaker. I think al 
bills should be read. 

The bill was read at length. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the follo 
amendments: 

In line 6 of section 1, after the word ‘‘Arkansas,"’ insert the word 
the State of Texas.” 

In line 8 of section 1, after the word “line,” insert the words “said 
selected to be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War.” 

In line 42 of section 1, after the word ‘‘and,*’ insert the words ‘‘wh 
kind of bridge shall be constructed.” 

In line 43 of section 1, after the word ‘‘sunrise,” insert the words “ t! 
out the season of navigation.”’ 

Amend the title by inserting, after the word ‘“‘Arkansas,’’ the wo1 
in the State of Texas."’ 

There being no objection the bill was considered, and 
amendments recommended by the committee were concurred 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and r 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read ‘ 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconsider the las 
was laid on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The committees were called for reports; when bills of t! 
lowing titles were severally presented, and, with the accon 
ing reports, ordered to be printed, and referred to the Cal: 
named below: 


TEXARKANA AND FORT SMITH RAILWAY COMPANY, ARK? 

By Mr. GEARY, from the Committee on Interstate and F 
eign Commerce: A bill (H.R. 1916) authorizing the Texar 
and Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little River, in 
State of Arkansas—to the House Calendar. 

FORPEITURE OF RAILROAD LAND GRANTS. 

By Mr. ELLIS of Oregon, from the Committee on the Pub! 
Lands: A bill (H.R. 3544) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the purpose of aid 
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nmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
ADMISSION OF NEW MEXICO AS A STATE. 


Co 


H. f. 353) to enable the people of New Mexico to form a consti- 


7 oN . . —— 
etution and State government and to be admitted into the Union 
on an equal footing with the original States—to the House Cal- 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE RECESS. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
‘deration of a resolution authorizing the Committee on Appro- 
priations to sit during the recess. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


l ved, That the Committee on Appropriations, or such subcommittees 
as y may designate, are hereby authorized to sit during the vacation, for 
t rpose of considering and facilitating the business of the committee in 
advance of the next regular session, to be convened at such time as the | 


chairman of said committee may order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this resolution? 
Mr. BROSILUS. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


L did not understand what committee it is. 

The Committee on Appropriations. 

The resolution is in the usual form. 

Mr. KILGORE. The only objection to it is that it assumes 
there is going to be a vaeation. If we decide to take a vacation 
it will be time enough to make such an order as this then. 

Mr. SAYERS. O,I hope the gentleman will let the resolu- 
tion go through. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
yet. 

" Mr. SAYERS. Well, if there is no vacation, then the resolu- 
tion will not amount to anything. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. Simply that the Appropriations Committee 
may be authorized to sit during the vacation, if there is one. 

The SPEAKER. 
this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


Some of us have not consented to a vacation 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cox, its Secretary, an- 


nounced that the Senate had passed, with an‘amendment, the bill | 


(H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved July 14, 1890, en- 
titled ‘An aet direeting the purchase of silver bullion and the 
issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes;” in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
NATURALIZATION LAWS. 

The morning hour begins at half past 
bill before the 


The SPEAKER. 
2. The Committee on the Judiciary have a 
House, the title of which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 3299) to amend the naturalization laws of the United 
The SPEAKER. 
has the floor. 
Mr. OATES. 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. 
his time yesterday. 
Mr. OATES. 
ation of this bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is an hour for the consideration of 
the bill, but, the gentleman’s own time will expire in thirty 
minutes, when some other gentleman will be recognized. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, in continuation of the remarks I 
began yesterday upon this bill to amend the naturalization laws, 


States 


The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 
Mr.Speaker, I believe there isan hour remain- 


The gentleman consumed thirty minutes of 


I wish to say that the bill is not harsh in any of its provisions, | 
’ ' 


and is not intended to be. [ would willingly amend the bill in 


the severth line of the first section so as to make the meaning | 


perfectly consistent with my statement of yesterday; that is, as 
a qualification for naturalization, that a man shall be able to read 
the Constitution of the United States, Uy adding the words “in 
any language,” so that its meaning will be unmistakable. 


Also, in accordance with a suggestion made by my friend from 


Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs], I am willing to strike out of line 4 
in section 5, the words, ‘‘ being the next highest courts of record 
to the supreme courts of said States,’ because the language, 


“courtsof the highest original common law jurisdiction,” would | 
cover the same, and the striking out of the words I have indi- | 


cated would prevent any confusion whatever. 

_I desire to amena the b.|l not only by the addition of the see- 
tion of whieh I spoke on yesterday, to require certification from 
these deerees and judgments of naturalization to the State De- 
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en: | 
in the construction of railroads, and for other purposes’’—to the | 


: . . a +1, | the question that our laws touching the status of 
Ry Mr. JOSEPH, from the Committee on Territories: A bill | i ‘ A 


| of property, are in a very confused condition, 
| of revision so as to clearly put upon our statut 


[Is there objection to the consideration of | 


| of the fact of alienage by a public officer havin 
| judge upon an inquest held at the instance of the 


I mean there is an hour to-day for the consider- | 


partment for record, but an additional clause that nothing in | 


299] 





this bill should beconstrued as in any wise affecting the property 
rights of aliens in any of the States where they reside. 

Now, sir, it will be observed by gentlemen who have examined 
the rights of 
aliens in this country, not only to naturalization but their rights 
They are inne d 

books all those 


rights consistent, on the one hand, with the powers of the Gov- 


ernment and the duties of the Government to see to it thatt 
rights are preserved on the one hand, that no imposit e 
made upon it and nofraudulentcitizensare made. Inor 


I may present more clearly these rights | desire the indu 
of the House to present the following views: 
As to the constitutional power of Congress to pass a law 


ing to aliens the right to become naturalized or to acquire and 


within the States of the Unio 


the @XI1st- 


own a fee-simple title to lands 
have no doubt; 


+} 


but many good lawyers either doubt 





ence of such a power or believe emphatically that Congress has 
|no such power. Let us examine the question as to the rights of 
| aliens and of our governments, State and Federal, over t 

By the common law an alien can take the title to real estate 
purr +, which includes a conveyance by devise, but can not 
take by inheritance because he has no inheritable blood. he 
can take the title as a purchaser, but the estate is sub‘ o be 
lenounced and forfeited by the overeign power. The « 
vests in the alien not for his own benetlit, but for the ben 
the State or sovereignty. 

‘In the language of the ancient law, the alien has the cap 
ity to take, but not to hold lands; and they may be seized into 
the hands of the sovereign But until the lands are so seized 
the alien has complete dominion over them and may convey the 
same to a purchaser.” (See the case of Fairfax Hunter, 7 
Cranch, 619. 

An alien can not take or transmit land by descent. (Levy 


MecCartee, 6 Peters, 102.) 
An alien who acquires land by purchase can hold and occupy 
it until office found in a direct proceeding in the name of tl 
State or sovereignty, but if the alien becomes naturalized befor 
office found his title tothe land becomes perfect. (Gouvern s 
Heirs vs. Robertson, 11 Wheat., 332. 

Office-found is the technical term used to describe the finding 
authority to ad- 
Government 


i 


See Phillips vs. Moore, 100 U. S., 208-212. 
"he following-named States of the Union allow aliens to a 


quire, hold, and transmit lands within their respective borde: 


| without restrictions or limitation, placing them in this respect 
| substantially on the same basis as citizens: Alabama, Colorado, 


Florida, Dllinois, lowa, Kansas, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
New Jersey, North Carolina, South Carolina, West Vii 
gvinia, and Wisconsin. 

While the following States by their laws make the permanent 
holding nds by aliens dependent upon residence or upon : 
declaration of intention to become naturalized, and in the ab 
sence of these qualifications generally prescribe some time 
within which the alien may dispose of the lands: Arkansas, Cali- 
fornia, Connecticut, Delaware, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, 
New York, Tennessee, and Virginia. In Texas, since 1879, the 
conditions upon which aliens can hold are reciprocity or decla- 


shire, 






ig of | 





ration of intended citizenship. In Georgia, since 1873. the lim- 
itation is to 160 acresand improvements made thereon. In Penn- 
sylvania alien absentee proprivtorship is allowed to the extent 


of 5.000 ac District of Columbia 


na ien could ac- 


the 
act of the Forty-ninth Congress, : 


‘ ‘es to each holder, and in 
prior to the 
+} 


quire, hold, convey, and devise real estate the same as though 
he were a citizen; but by that act he was disabled to do so. 
Under the laws of the United States aliens are entitled to pur- 
thase from the Government the public lands at public sale or 
| cash entry at $1.25 per acre, but can not acquire them under the 


pre‘mption or homestead laws without a declaration of inten- 
tion to become naturalized. The bill under consideratio 
holds the patent of a homesteader until he is naturalized 

This is the state of the law to-day within the States of 
Union, but within the Territories of the United 
District of Columbia no alien can acquire or own any lands since 
the passage of the act of the Forty-ninth Cong on t 
je ct, app oved Mareh 3, ISS7. 

I have stated the law to be that an alien hoids his title to lands 
subject to forfeiture by the sovereign power. 

The next question which arises is, Where does that 
power reside in our dual and complex system of governments? 
i maintain (and it looks like a concession which gives away my 


> 


States and the 


re 
ress 





af 


sovereign 


position) that the State in which the land lies is the sovereign 
power, and it must therefore be the State which has the right 


to denounce and forfeit an alien holding. In the State resides 
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the right of eminent domain. Each State for itself has the 
right to regulate the course of descent and the mode and man- 
ner of conveyance of land withinits borders. (Ethridge vs. Mal- 
empree, 18 Ala.,565. See also the Dredd Scott case, 19 How.) 

I think that this is the basis upon which is founded the objec- 
tion for want of constitutional power in Congress to pass a low 
prohibiting aliens from owning lands within the States of the 
Union which has beenurged. Butsuch a law would not deprive 
any State of any right which it reserved from the Union for 
itself and its people. Before the adoption of the Constitution 
each State had the right to pass naturalization laws—to invest 
aliens with all the rights possessed by natives upon any terms 
which the State saw proper to prescribe—but by its adoption 
and ratification every State surrendered that right. That Con- 
stitution declares that Congress shall have power ‘‘to establish a 
uniform rule of naturalization * * * throughout the United 
States.” 

Kent, Story, and other distinguished commentators upon the 
Constitution all hold that this grant vests in Congress the exclu- 
sive right to legislate upon the subject of naturalization. The 
only restriction is that the laws upon that subject must be ‘“‘uni- 
form throughout the United States;” thatis, the law must be the 
same as applied to all aliens from whatever country they come. 
And here was one of the doubts which arose in the case with 
reference to the Chinese. 

In Collet vs. Collet, 2 Dallas, the Supreme Court of the United 
States held that in the absence of any law of Congress upon the 
subject a State might pass naturalization laws, provided they 
were not in conflict with any law of Congress upon the subject, 
but afterwards in numerous well-considered cases that court held 


that the power of naturalization was vested exclusively in Con- | 


gress. That being true, the legal status of an alien, that is, all 
the rights which he acquires or can exercise in this country be- 
yond those with which the common law and lawof nations invest 
1im is acquired by his naturalization—his becoming a citizen, 

In Vattel’s Law of Nations, Book 2, chapter 8, section 114, itis 
pointedly asserted to be the right of every sovereignty to deny 
to aliens the right to ownor possess lands or immovable property 
within its jurisdiction. 


doubt, that the United States have the right and power to pre- 
vent any subject of Great Britain or any other foreign nation 
from landing upon our shores. The United States have the 
right to exclude the people whether citizens or subjects of any 
other country from coming to this for any purpose. 

See Phillimore’s International Law, volume 1, page 260, and 
the recent decision of the Supreme Court in the Chinese case. 

Mr. Marcy, Secretary of State, wrote to Mr. Fay, our minis- 
ter to Switzerland in 1856: 

Every society possesses the undoubted right to determine who shall com- 
pose its members, and it is exercised by all nations both in peace and war. 
A memorable example of the exercise of this power in time of D ace was the 
passage of the alien law of the United States inthe year1798. * * * There 


can be no doubt that it is possessed by all nations, and that each may decide 
for itself when the occasion arises demanding its exercise. 


Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, wrote to Mr. Foster, minister to 
Mexico in 1873, that— 


Be power of expelling obnoxious foreigners is one incident to sover- 
eignty. 


Whatever rights xaay be conferred upon them is dependent | 
| lent institutions born in this country whose parents are both nat 


upon the liberty to exercise this power. 

Secretary Frelinghuysen wrote to Mr. Stillman in 1882 that— 

This Government can not contest the right of foreign governments to ex- 
clude, on policy or other grounds, American citizens from their shores. 

Many other citations might be made, but] deem it unnecessary. 
The right of total exclusion has recently been asserted and ex- 
ercised by the Congress of the United States in the acts exclud- 
ing the Chinese from this country. Congress has the same right 
to exclude the subjects of any other nation. I do not wish to be 
misunderstood. Iam not now on the questionof expediency, but 
am discussing the question of power, and I think I have shown 
it to exist beyond question. 

I am in favor and always have been in favorof laws reguiating 
immigration in this country which will not admit of the 500,000 
or 600,000 immigrants landing upon our shoresevery year. Iam 
not for so restricting those laws as to exclude from among us 
those who will become worthy and useful citizens, and there are 
many such who come to this country from abroad. Many of the 
best citizens we have are foreigners. We even have members 
upon this floor, Mr. Speaker, intelligent ones, too, who were born 
abroad. 

But I want to say in that connection that it isa mistaken policy 
for us, because some of our citizens are of foreign birth, that we 
must not legislate so as to have proper laws inst fraud being 
popes and all men being admitted to citizenship who were 

orn abroad. That is a mistaken policy; and aliens of intelli- 
gence, when the question is properly put to them, will join in 





OCTOBER 31, 


i 
seeing that our laws exclude from citizenship those who a), 
worthy of it. 

Now, if the United States can totally exclude from the 
diction the citizens or subjects of other nations, why can 6:4) 
United States say when they admit such subjects whatrichte +" 
may have and exercise within the jurisdiction of the 
States? Doesnot the greaterinclude the less? Who can q, 
force of this logic? It follows that Congress has the yj 
prescribe the terms upon which such alien subjects may 
citizensof thiscountry. It proves thatCongress is invested yj, 
the power to deny to such persons the right to acquire op oy, 
lands anywhere within the United States during the exjston,, 
of their alien condition, or to impose whatever requir 
naturalization deemed to be proper. 

Such a law if passed by Congress operates only upon t! 
son of the alien, and his incidental disability to own lands 
a State can not with any propriety be said to infringe 
served right of such State or any citizen thereof. 

Two great questions for the solution of Congress ar 
ning to agitate the public mind, and the sooner it undert 
good earnest the legislation they demand the better it wi 
the country. 

The first is that of unlimited immigration of foreign 
the United States; the other is that ofalien ownershi) | 
I assume, and think I will be able to prove before I conc 
remarks, that both of these are absolute evils. 

And while the laws should not exclude proper person: 
ought to be of a character which shall require the co 


S tha 


Ulted 


| the district attorneys to do their duty, so that no imposit 


be made, and that those who are not entitled to citizensh 
are not honorable men, will be excluded from that gr 


| faction. 


As shown by statistics our immigration laws, as well 
of naturalization and others touching the status of for 
ought to be revised, strengthened, and made to operate n 
the protection of the people of our governments, State 
eral. 

I submit the following, compiled by my friend, Mr. S 


| and which I believe is accurate: 


It must be conceded, in fact it is too well settled to admit of a The prisoners of the United States in 1890 by elements of the population 


Census). 
Ns itis ycasbabbew at bese CtEE cane cos sccenes x 
One parent foreign 
Both parents foreign 
One or both parents unknown 
Foreign born ‘ 
Nativity unknown.............-.- 
Negroes 
itis inendighhsncn <0 sree tie 
Indians 


BE stesnscdtepacebdaebeekhnen sutiee 


There are by the Eleventh Census 43,127 penitentiary convicts whos 

lace and parentage are known. Of this number 14,725 are foreign: m 
n foreign countries, 14,687 are colored, and 13,715 are native born. The t 
number of penitentiary convicts of foreign and native birth, e 
colored persons, is 28,440, of which number 13,715 are native born a z 
are of foreign birth, that is, themselves bornin foreign countries. Att (hus 
we see that while the percentage of foreigners in the country is 01 
cent, more than half of those inside the penitentiary, excluding co! 
ple, are foreigners. 

These figures do not provethat immigration to thiscountry is und: 
but they do prove that a great many immigrants have bee: comin: 
the last few years who are undesirable. There are 23,566 inmates o 


and there are 17,120 who are of foreign birth. Counting those bo: 
country of one or both foreign parents as native born, the perc 
those of foreign birth in our benevolent institutions to those foreig 
about 25 per cent. 


Inmates of benevolent institutions in the United States in 1890 by elem: 
population (Hleventh Census). 


Both parents native 

One parent foreign 

Both parents foreign 

One or both parents unknow 
Foreign born. ...-. 
Nativity unknown 
Negroes ........-.--.- 
CRMSSS......-2=-. rt 
Indians 


Fintan sottnin ick neun i eenens s 

In our almshouses or poorhouses the peetane of foreign bor 
greater. By the census of 1890 there are 73,045 persons in our poorh 
whom 6,467 are negroes, Chinese, and Indians. There are 27,648 for: 8 
or about 35 per cent, while there are only 21,519 whose parents are natly 
born. Counting all born in this country as native born whether of native 
or foreign parents, and excluding the negroes, Chinese, and Indians. #! pet 
cent of all the persons in the poorhouses of the United States were )0rL 
foreign countries and came to this country as immigrants. 


The alien who purchases a small farm and settles upon it 0 
cultivate the soil and raise stock is not of the objectionsbie or 
dangerous class. He intends to be naturalized and to become 
a citizen and to assimilate with our people. He may be and 
usually is a stranger to American institutions and methods: but 
this of itself constitutes no great objection, especially whe 








CONGRESSIONAL 


1893. 


— 


| 





they come, notin colonies, butsingly or accompanied by but a few 
others. The only po&sible objection to him when he thus comes | 
is that we do not need him. It is contended by some that he is 
needed to fill up and develop the vast prairies and waste places 
of the Western States and Territories. This I deny. 

These vacant spaces in the West willsoon be required for occu- 
yancy by the surplus populations of the older States of the Union. 
The natural increase of sixty millions of people will within the 
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comfortable and easy maintenance without overcrowding. [f 
the people of these United States have the wisdom to be content 
with their present geographical extent, as it seems to me that 
sound conservatism and good judgment dictate, the time has 
arrived to reverse the policy of the past century of our career, 
and cease our efforts to induce foreigners to immigrate to our 
shores to divide with us and our children the good things and 
great blessings which we have inherited from our ancestors. 
But if, upon the other hand, we wish to devote ourselves, our 
energies and means, to the pioneer and missionary work of pro- 
viding homes for the oppressed and unfortunate of every other 














steps and to prepare the way for the further acquisition of ter- 
ritory,and persevere to the final absorption of all the neighbor- 
ing States of this continent. 

In this l apprehend danger, from its vastness and lack of ho- 
mogeneity, of ultimate dissolution. 

To the young and ambitious, especially to the martial spirit of 
America, such an extension of the Government of the United 
States presents an inviting and fascinating prospect; and al- 








suffering humanity, the people of sober judgment and sound 
philosophy will hesitate long and thoughtfully before they will 







erty preserved by our written Constitution which such vastness 
of acquisitions would involve. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | might consume much more time, but I 
have already spoken longer than I intended when I began, and 
I will ask to have printed with my remarks, in this connection, 
the report which accompanies this bill. I have learned that 
there is opposition on this floor to this bill, and some gentlemen 
desire to be heard; and I am one of those who never desire to 
take snap judgment or have any measure passed without ample 
opportunity of discussion and fair understanding. Therefore, 
as the time remaining is so short that it is impossible to do that 
and reach a vote upon this bill, as much as I am attached to this 
bill, and desire it to be passed, I will not insist in consuming the 
time in a vote, but will allow gentlemen ample opportunity to 
discuss it in the remainder of the hour. 

How much of my time is there remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. OATES. Lyield the remaining five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois; but are there not thirty additional minutes? 

The SPEAKER. There are thirty minutes on the other side, 
and the Chair will recognize some gentleman in opposition to 
the bill. 

Mr. OATES. I was going to say, if I were allowed to make 
the suggestion, that I give my five minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois, who is opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has only five 























position to the bill. 
M). OATES. I gave away my five minutes to the gentleman 






from Texas also desires to oppose the bill. 

TheSPEAKER. Whatwasthe requestof the gentleman from 
Alabama as to publication in the REcorpD? 

Mr. OATES. 
port in the RECORD as a continuation of my remarks. 

There was no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary having had under consideration the bil! (H 
R, 3299) entitled “A bill to amend the naturalization laws of the United 
States," report the same back to the House with the following amend- 
ments, and thus amended your committee recommen 
bill. 

Amend section 2 by inserting in line 11, after the words ‘has since resided 
at ,”’ the following, “and nowresides at ” (particularly describing 
the place of residence). 

Also amend section 3 by inserting in line 
States,”’ the following: 

“There shall be allowed and taxed as a part of the costs in each case a fee 
of $8 to the United States district attorney or his assistant, the State’s 

rosecuting attorney, or his assistant, for representing the Government in 
uch case.”’ 

The bill was favorably reported by your committee in the Fifty-second 
Ooo. The following report then made is hereby adopted: 

- es Reon of the bill are as follows: 

“Section 1 provides that no alien who has ever been convicted of a felony 
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29, after the words “United 














| plication is made 


next century of our national existence require all the available | 
space within the present boundaries of the Unived States for their | 


land and country, we should now begin to take the preliminary | 


though it may carry with it a promise of great beneficence to | 


ever incur the risk to the perpetuity of the Union and the lib- | 


minutes, and the Chair promised to recognize gentlemen in op- | 


from Illinois; and I wish further to suggest that the gentleman | 


Merely that I may print the committee’s re- | 


is the passage of the | 
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or other infamous crime or misdemeanor involving moral turpitude, or who 
is an anarchist or polygamist, or who immigrated to the United States in 
violation of any of their laws, or who can not read the Constitution of the 
United States, shall be naturalized by any court; nor unless he has resided 
continuously for five years next preceding his application within the United 
States, and for one year in the State, District, or Territory in which the ap 
That no class are by this act made eligible to naturali 











zation who are ineligible by existing law, except Indians who have adopted 
the customs and manners of civilized life and sever their tribal relations 

Section 2 prescribes a form of petition for naturalization and its verifi- 
cation. 

Section 3 provides for the docketing and hearing of such petitt snd 
for the United States to be represented thereon by the district att r 
public prosecutor, who shall deny its allegations and require proof eof 
to the satisfaction of the court, and prescribes, as far as practica the 


measure and credibility of the proof 

** Section 4prescribes a penalty for swearing falsely to such petition 
any material allegation thereof of the hearing 

“Section 5confers jurisdiction upon and specifies the courts t 
petitions for naturalization. In this there is some restriction of 
ent law. 

Section 6 provides that aliens who have filed their declaration of tnt 
ion to become citizens before the approval of this act shall not be alle 
by its provisions. 


} 


th 


Section 7 provides that any alien who is eligible to naturalization, ex 
cept as to the requirement of five years’ residence, may take a homestead on 
the public lands by setting forth his alien condition and intention to become 
a citizen in his application for the entry thereof; but that no patent shall issue 
to him until he is legally naturalized. Said section repeals subdiv ms 1 
and 2 of section 2165, Revised Statutes, and other laws in conflict with the 


The declaration of intention, the fruitful source of the major part of 
law, is abolished 


bill 
the evils ana frauds practice! on th 


‘Some of the reasons which influence the committee to recomm the 
passage of this bill are as follows: The loose manner in which aliens have 
been naturalized in many places of late years has been most shameful and 
in utter disregard of the requirements of our laws. although they are en 
tirely too liberal and inefMicient int! provisions. Naturalizationof aliens 
recently arrived from abroad and knowing nothing of our institutions and 
Government, just before elections, for the purpose of making voters, has 
been resorted to in several localities. In States where only the declaration 
of intention to become a citizen is an essential «ualification of the alien to 
make him a voter, have the greatest frauds and most unblushing violations 
of the spirit of the law been perpetrated. The bill, however, does not touch 


the qualification of voters, except incidentally, as that power resides in the 
States. 

‘The investigations made by the Ford committee, in the Forty-nint 
gress, developed the fact, as shown by the testimony taken, that in 
lyn one of the courts was used by imposition and fraud for naturalization 
purposes by a combination of lawless men, who would naturalize and thus 
make a full-fledged citizen out of any alien, within three days after he landed, 
for the consideration of #25. 

‘Under a resolution adopted by the House of Representatives the Ist day 
of April, 1890, instructing the Committee on the Judiciary to i tigate 
certain alleged illegal practices of United States courts and officials con- 
nected therewith, your committee, through a subcommittee composed of 
Hons, A.C. Thompson, of Ohio; H.C. McCormick, of Pennsylvayia, and Will 


h Con 


Brood 


iam ©. Oates, of Alabama, among other matters investigated, found andre 
ported to the House the following facts in regard to the naturalization of 
aliens in the courts of the United States at Boston, Mass 

| “The circuit court there has aclerk with two deputies, and the district 

| court also has a clerk with two deputies, 

! “Some few years ago, to remedy the loose practice which prevailed in the 
State courtsin the matter of naturalizing aliens, the Legislature of that 


State passed an act to regulate the practice in its own courts, and to require 
greater vigilance in the detection of fraud and stricter proof of the right to 
receive the great benefit of being adjudged a citizen of the United States 
When this law was put into tee e aliens no longer applied to the State 
courts, With rare exceptions, but went from all parts of the State, and even 
from some adjacent States, to Boston, where they found in t! United 
States courts much more convenient methods of accomplishing their pur- 
|} poses. 

“They found, from the testimony of the clerks, their deputies, and Judge 
Nelson, of the district court, the following practice to prevall 

‘An alien, wishing to be naturalized, and frequently great numbers of 
them together are in the habit of applying to one of these clerks or one of 
his deputies, who are provided with blanks printed at the expense of the 
Government, setting forth all the requirements of the law, which are filled 


up and sworn to by the applicant. Thisis deemed a sufficient declaration of 
intention, and for this work, if the clerk fills out the blank, he charges a fee 
of &; but if the applicant comes in with the blank already filled, the clerk 
charges $1 for administering the oath. When aliens apply to become fully 


naturalized, the blanks are filled both for the applicant and the witnesses 
which he brings with him, and then the clerk or deputy, as the case may be, 
| eae with the applicant and his witnesses, and sometimes quite a num- 
| ber of applicants at the same time, intothe court room when the court is not 
in session, or to the door of the court room if it be in session, and in either 
case he says to the applicant and his witnesses: ‘Now you are in the pres- 
ence of the court,’ and administers the oath tohim and his witnesses, retires 
to his office, issues the necessary certificate, and, if he fills the blank, he 
charges the applicant a fee of &, but if the applicant brought in his papers 
already filled the feeis but halfthatsum. The judge's attention, even when 
present and holding court, is never called to the matter at all, unless the 
clerk gets up a doubt as to whether the applicant is entitled to be natural- 
ized, and then he refers the matter to the judge, which is not of very fre- 
quent occurrence. 

Just before elections are to be held, when there l great pressure of ap- 
| plicants for naturalization, backed up by committees from the different 
| politieal parties, the judges give in such cases some personal attention to 
these matters, but usually the applicants are put through and adjudged to 
be citizens of the United States by the clerk or his deputies, in the absence 
of the judge and without his knowledge. Neither is it the practice in such 
courts to make any investigation of who the witnesses are, or whether they 
are worthy or unworthy of credit Any two witnes are generally ac- 
cepted as competent and cred!) to prove up ten ca but the clerks say 
they refuse to take the testimony of the same two witnesses for more than 
ten applicants at one time. What a ridi f The making of citi- 
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ilous 


zens out of aliens, which should be a grave judicial proceeding in the exer- 
cise of a constitutional function, is left by the courts to its mere ministerial 
officers who can not exercise judicial power, but run the machine merely for 


the fees they can make out of it. 

‘Boston, however, is not the only place where the naturalization of aliens 
is treated as a merely formal or clerical matter, which requires no judicial 
investigation; it is the rule rather than the exception. If the making of 
citizens of this great country is of no greater moment why not abolish it 
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altogether and extend the privileges.of citizenship to all who come to reside 
among us’ A thing which is worth deing at all is worth doing well. In 
Congress is vested the power to make laws wpon the subject of naturaliza- 
tion. The States have no power to legislateon thesubject. Congressshould 
therefore make such laws as will amply protect the States against the citi- 
zenization of criminals, paupers, anarchists, and aliens who are unworthy 
of a residence and much less the citizenship of the United States or of a 
State. Under the very liberal iramigration laws, which are administered 
with great laxity, overa half million of immigrants are landed on our shores. 
While about 50 per cent of them are desirable, and aid by their industrious 
and economical habits to develop our latent wealth, yet these are dearly 
paid for by the imposition upon the States and the great municipalities 
where the other 50 per cent congregate. Among them are moral and, fre- 
qnently, physical lepers, whose practices and methods of life contaminate 
all who come in contact with them, and are horrible examples of rsvra! tur- 
pitude to our young native Americans. 

“The testimony taken by the Ford committee shows that 75 per cer.t c. al 
the inmates of the lunaticasylumsand poorhouses of the States which tly y 
6xamined are of foreign birt! 

“These States and communities should receive at least the protection of 
Congress against the making of such creatures citizens of this country. 
The name ‘American citizen’ should be esteemed as was that of ‘a 
Roman’ when Rome was the mistress of the world. 

**Such pride can never be felt by our foreign-born citizens, with but few 
exceptions, until the process of conferring this great boon upon an alicnis 
attended with more solemnity and scutinized more closely than at present, 
and to this end the committee recommend the passage of the bill. Its pro- 
visions are liberal and do not prohibit any person worthy to become a citt- 
zen of that great privilege. It, of course, requires more to be done by an 
alien to become a citizen than is required by existing law. The existing 
law and its administration is in many parts of the country a travesty of 
judicial proceedings. 

“The following table, recently obtained from the Census Bureau, is of in- 
terest upon this subject: 


‘DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
“Washington, D. C., March 11, 1892. 


‘**DpAR Str: In response to yore request, made some time since, I beg leave 
to hand you a statement which shows for foreign-born males 21 years of age 
and over the number that are aliens, those that are natural , those that 
have taken out naturalization papers, and those of whom it is unknown as 
to naturalization. Of the aliens, English or other language is specitied. 
These details are given for the New England States, the States of New York 
and Delaware, Maryland, District of Columbia, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

‘Very respectfully, 

“A. B. CHILDS, 
** Acting Superintendent of Census. 
“Hon. WrLitAM C. OATES, 
‘‘ House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.” 


' 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Aliens. 


} 
| 
I 


oreign-born | 
males 21 years 
paper. 


and over. 
Naturalization 


| Naturalized. 
Unknown. 





~ 
79 
i 
| 
| 
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Maine 
New Hampshire 
Vermont ......- 
Massachusetts 
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 

New York 

EES... .nccnctvesce 
Maryland 

District. of Columbia. 
Virginia ...... 
West Virginia 


Mr.CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. GoLDzIER] proceeds I desire to say that I shall ask to be 
recognized in opposition to the bill and to consume as much of 
the time we are entitled to on this side as I may desire. If I 
am recognized I have no objection to yielding to the gentleman 
from Iliinois [Mr. GOLDZIER] ten minutes in addition to the five 
minutes yielded to him by the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to serve notice that 
Lam opposed to this bill, and that when the proper time comes 
I shall ask to be heard in opposition to it. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is before the House for debate. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Oa'TEs] had one hour, of 
whieh he has five minutesremaining. The Chair will recognize 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] to control the hour in 
opposition to the bill. ; 
r. GOLDZIER. I understand, then, Mr. Speaker, that I 
have the five minutes yielded to me by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama[Mr. OaTsEs] and ten minutes more yielded to me by the 
gentleman from Texas? 

The SPEAKER. That isa little irregular, as the gentleman 
from Texas has not yet been recognized. The Chair will, how- 
ever, recognize him at the expiration of the time of the gentle- 
man from Alabama. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to give voice to my op- 
position to a measure which I consider as unwise and partisan 
as it isun-Democratic and un-American. [am not alone 
to the language of this bill; I am opposed from core of my 
heart to the spirit that dictates a measure of this character. 

From time to time in this country the naturalized citizens and 
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those entitled to naturalization have had to bear the brunt of 
attacks made upon them by a set.of people who believe that th 
are the Lord’s anointed, destined to rule and reign, and that »/] 
others are subordinate to them and belong to a lower order of 
citizens. I desire to repel that.sentiment, and I wish to say ; , 
the gentleman from Alabama that I, as one of the naturalj l 
citizens of this country, consider myself the equal in ever 
spect of any other citizen, no matter where his cradle m 
stood. 

Is there in the history, in the traditions, in the laws of An 
ica any warrant for the arrogant assumption that there exis 
this country a class of citizens entitled to higher privileges, 
greater consideration, to more respect than any other? If the 
is, I for one have failed to find it. I believe under our Constit 
tion our citizens whether native born or naturalized 
before the law. 

The gentlemen who favor measures such asthe one u 
sideration, whose very aim and object is that of oppr. 
poor hard-working immigrant and of denying to him t! 
of citizenship, seem to forget that they and each of th 
descendants of these self-same immigrants. 

It has become fashionable in aping the aristocratic custom 
Europe for Americans to trace their lineage back into past c 
turies and to claim on the seore of ‘‘ blood,” social, and othe 
distinctions. But even the most distinguished branches of thi 
self-ereated American aristocracy must carry back their tab: 
ancestry to some immigrant who came to America at some tin 
or another, as poor and helpless, and in most cases as ignorant 
as are those against whom they are now so loudly proclaiming 

Immigration in America is asold as the country itself and from 
the beginning of the history of our country it has been deemed 
not a. curse, as the adherents of knownothingism would now de- 
pict it, butas a boon toour land. The naturalization laws en- 
acted from time to time in the early history of the colonies show 
a spirit.of liberality toward the immigrant which ought to bring 
a blush of shame to the cheeks of those who disgrace the civili 
zation of the nineteenth century by the intolerance they exhibi 
toward the men who, like their forefathers, seek shelter from 
Na ag new homes and prosverity in the land of liberty. 

Pennsylvania a law providing for naturalization was en 
acted in 1682 which prescribes a residence of only three mont/ 
in order to entitle a foreigner to citizenship. 

In 1785 the constitution of the same State provided as follows 


Every foreigner of good character, who has come to settle in this State 
having first taken the oath or affirmation of allegiance mz urchase land 
after a residence of one year becomes a free denizen, aot A two years | 
capable of being elected a Representative. 


The early laws of other colonies contained equally liberal pro 
visions, and throughout this legislation shows that the aim was 
to encourage aliens in becoming citizens and not, what seems to 
be the driftof the proposed lawsof the present, to place obstacles 
in the way of the foreigner’s desire to take upon himself the 
duties and to acquire the rights of American citizenship. 

And it is not alone in the early history of the country that the 
immigrant was prized. This Government has countenanced and 
stimulated immigration at all times. I hold in my hand a re- 
port. on immigration published by the Governmentin 1872. Th: 
very first sentence used by Dr. Young, the chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, is a stern rebuke to that bigoted ‘‘ aristocracy” w! 
believe that’ they perform an actiof charity when they permi 
the immigrant to land upon these shores, He says in his report 
to the Secretary of the Treasury: 


In a country like ours, possessing rich and undeveloped resources, the 2 
vent of intelligent labor has in general been cordially welcomed. The va 
of this addition to our material wealth has never been more apprecia 
than during the last decades. 


Later on, in discussing the money value to the country by ea 
immigrant, he says: 


The difficulty of determining the pecuniary or material value of the fo 
eign population who come yearly to this country is notinconsiderable, as 1 
data are accessible by which it can be accurately ascertained. Indeed, 
very attempt to do so may appear derogatory to the dignity of human na 
ture. Toregard a man merely as an automatic machine, computing | 

roductive power, minus his running expenses, places a low estimate on 1 
Cn made in the image of his Maker, and seems an insult alike to the Cre 
ator and the created. The muscular power of the laborer may be measur: 
but where is the meter that can mark the activity of his brain or indicate 
his moral force? 

In making an intelligent estimate of the addition to the material wealt): 
the country by immigration, several distinct conditions should be regarde:! 
The charaeter of the immigrants as industrious and law-abiding citizen 
their nationalities, education, and previous condition, as well as their occu 
pations and ages, are elements to be considered when determining the 
value. 

As regards nationality, more than one-half of those who have thus far ar 
rived in the United States are British, and come from the United Kingdom, 
or from the British possessions of North America. These speak our lau 
gnage, and a large part are d with our laws and institutions, an. 
are soon assimilated with and absorbed into our body-politic. 

The German element comes next, and embraces nearly two-thirds of th: 
remainder, atonce-an industrious and an intelligent people, a large 
proportion set in rural districts and develo the eultural re- 
sources of the West and South, while the remainder, cons: : largely of 








Et 
3 














——— ee 


1893. 


artisans and skilled workmen, find profitable employment in the cities and 
manufacturing towns. : é' . 

The influx of Scandinavians, who have already made extensive settle- 
sents in the Northwestern States, constitutes a distinctive feature of the 
movement, and though but afew years since it received its first impetus, is 
already large and rapidly increasing Industrious, economical, and tem- 
perate, their advent should be especially welcomed 


n 


After a scientific research as to the pecuniary value of each 
immigrant, Dr. Young states his conclusions in words which form 


ag 
which helped to bring to its present greatness this young Re- 
public. He says: 

From the foregoing considerations, therefore, the sum of $800 seems to be the 
full average capital value of each immigrant. At this rate those who landed 
upon our shores during the year just closed added upwards of 8285,000,000 to 
our national wealth, while during the last half century the increment from 
this source exceeds $6, 243,880,800. It is impossible to make an intelligentesti 
mate of the value to the country of those foreign-born citizens who brought 
their educated minds, their cultivated tastes, their skill in the arts, and their 
inventive genius. In almost every walk of life their infiuence has been felt. 
Alike in the fearful ordeal of war and in the pursuits of peace, in our ‘egis 
lative halls, and in the various learned professions, the — sons of 
America have attained eminence. 
aid to our country during the late war, it may seem invidious to mention a 
single name, except for the purpose of illustration. In the year 1839 there 
arrived at the port of New York, in the steamship British Queen, which 
sailed from the port of London, a Swedish immigrant, better known as Capt. 
John Ericsson. What was his value to the country, as estimated on the 9th 
day of March, 1862? Was it eight hundred, eight hundred thousand, or eight 
millions of dollars? 





The rest of this pamphlet of about 250 pages consists of infor- | 


mation for immigrants, and was destined for circulation in for- 
eign countries to encourage immigration. 


Among the many who rendered timely | 
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owing tribute to the value of the foreigner’s brain and brawn | 





Now, what has happened that ought to change our attitude | 


toward the immigrant? 


I see the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] suggests 


the unhappy anarchist episode of 1886. Let me assure this gen- 
tleman that no man on this floor deplores these occurrences more 
than I do; but let me also point out to him what in his zeal he 
appe irs to forget. The anarchists were not all aliens. The in- 
tellectual head of those who were adjudged by the courts of this 
country of crimes which demanded the exaction of the death 
penalty was not a foreign-born citizen. John B. Parsons, who 
died on the gallows on November 11, 1887, was not only born in 
America, but, if my memory serves me right, in Alabama, and 
I have no doubt could trace his lineage back to American-born 
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the Old Man's Company. It consists about 80 Germans of the 40 
and upwards. Many of them have been fin the military service of Germa 










The person who at their tf ‘ i them to the fleld ts ars of 
age, has been forty years in regular service and in seventee a 
tles. and the drummer is 84 n 1of acockade they w . h N 
bla k cray } aS express ve of t fr 8s ‘ t n nful events which 
have occasioned them at their late tim et ske arms against theh 
brethren in order to preserve that 1 y rich y le na 
try to enjoy. 

Speaking of our foref: let n el dt m 
Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE] of the fact that among 
of the Deciaration of Independence there were a nu 
eign-born citizens, and let me tell him that in the name of tl 
naturalized citizens of America, in the nameof that class ¢« 


population which has at ail times in the history of this 
responded patriotically toevery call America has made 
that I claim these men, who risked their lives that liberty m 
live, despite the fact that they were foreigners—as our for 
tl 

Che great men of Revolutionary times have on every occasio: 
gratefully acknowledged the indebtedness of America to its 
eign-born population: and among thousands of proofs of this as 
sertion let me insert here what was said by the foremost of al 
Americans, by George Washington, in answer to an address of 
the [rish Catholics. 


° 
io 





As mankind become more liberal, they will be more apt to allow tha 
e who conduct themselves as W thy me of the « munity a1 
equally entitied to the pr ection of civil government. | hope ever tos 
| America among the foremost nations in examples o istice and liberality 
And [ presume that your fellow-citizens will not forget the patriotic part 


they took in the accomplishment of ¢Aeir revolution and the establishment 
their government, or the il ce which they received from 


a nation in which the Roman ( holic faith is professed 








‘tant assists 
a 
What a glorious sentiment by a glorious man; but what a bit 

ter contrast to the narrow-minded spirit of illiberality of to-day 
that inspires laws which make it the duty of United States 
officials to defend against (i. e.. if possible, to defeat) the petition 
of the sturdy emigrant, who, after years of residence and good 
behavior, seeks American citizenship in order that he may 


| cease to be an alien in his new home, and may be permitted to 


ancestors as far as ever the gentleman from Massachusetts can. | 


Yet who would think of making native-born Americans responsi- 
ble as a class for his acts or opinions? 


It is as unjust to charge to the naturalized citizens the faults, | 


the failings, the crimes of isolated individuals as it would be to 


take upon himself the duties and responsibilities of a citizen. 

A like spirit of liberality and the desire to pay tribute to th 
foreign-born element for their valor and bravery is evinced by 
George Parke Custis, Washington's adopted son, who embalmed 
his sentiments upon this subject in a poem inscribed “ to th 


| friends of civil and religious liberty,” which gentlemen will find 


condemn the population of Massachusetts for the crimes of a | 


Jesse Pomeroy or of Dr. Webster. Who would condemn Chris- 
tianity because one of the apostles had proved himselfa traitor? 


native born that a Benedict Arnold could not be found among 
the adopted sons of America? 

In these discussions much is said by gentlemen of nativistic 
tendency about ‘‘ our forefathers.” These gentlemen should be 
reminded that the founders of this Government were noi all 
descendunts of the Plymouth Rock pilgrims. 

I wish to call their attention to the fact that they can not turn 
to a page of American history, ancient or modern, which has 
not inscribed upon it honorable mention of the adopted sons of 
America. From the Boston massacre down to the last battle in 
that glorious struggle for independence which ended in the es- 
tablishment of our Government, there is not a battlefield which 
was not reddened by the blood of foreign-born men who died for 
the liberty of the country of their choice. 

It is but necessary to mention the namesof Lafayette, Steuben, 
and Kosciusko, noble, wise, patriotic leaders of foreign birth, 
whose valiant services in the cause of liberty have been ac- 
knowledged time and again by the nation and by every true 
American. 

Is it necessary to recall to gentlemen that at the first call 
to arms the German settlers in Pennsylvania, in Maryiand, in 
the Mohawk Valley, and elsewhere throughout the colonies, 
eagerly and joyfully armed themselves to offer up their lives at 
the call of their adopted country? 

Let me refer you, among others, to the records of the Provin- 
cial Council of. Pennsylvania, vol. 10, page 621, showing the rais- 
ing of eight companies of German volunteers in Pennsylvania 
and Maryland, in July, 1776. 

What wealth of patriotism, what self-sacrificing devotion is 
disclosed in the following pathetic tale, copied from the Penn- 
sylvania Mercury of June 19, 1775, which I append without com- 
ment: 

The aged as well as the young daily march out under the banners of liberty 
and discover a determined resolution to maintain her cause even until death 
In the town of Reading, in Berks County, there had been some time past 


three em yee formed and very forward in theirexercise; since, however, 
We are well informed a fourth company have associated under the name of 


published in the National Intelligencer of October 14, 1828. 
Passing from old history to the present, we find that in our 
long struggle for national unity, as in the war for independence, 
the part taken by the naturalized citizen was great, and sheds a 
luster around those whose valor, whose devotion and patriotism 


. ‘ | upheld and strengthened the nation in the hour of her greates 
Has the gentleman ever heard it mentioned as a reproach to the 
k 


need. 
It is impossible to go into details; but if you pass in muster 
the roll of honor of those who paid with their lives for the priv- 


| ileges of American citizenship; if you find where the strife was 


| you review the names of those to whom the nation owes a 





thickest, where death reaped its greatest harvest, you will find 
that the foreign-born citizen was there in greatest numbers. I! 
debt 
of gratitude in return for their sacrifices of life and blood; if you 
recall those to whom we have erected monuments in every nook 
and corner of this great Union you will find unnumbered tho 
sands among these whose cradles stood on foreign shores a 
over whose bodies alien mothers wept their bitter tears. 
Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I stood upon the batt 
l’redericksburg, and with a feeling of awe I trod the very 
which was moistened on that sad December day in 1362 
blood of brave soldiers. 1 
among 


ground 
by the 
In my thoughts I reviewed those brave 
the brave, Meagher’s Irish brigade, as they advanced once, 


and again and again towards those impregnable heights, to be 
repulsed again and again. I saw, through the vision of mind 


the sad rally of these troops after the din of battle was over, and 
l saw that of the twelve hundred who had greeted the daw 

of that fatal day, barely two hundred and fifty respond 

roll call at night. ; 

[ stood upon the very spot upon that battlefield where one of 
my near kin, a brave soldier and a good patriot, died for hi 
and my country leading his regiment (the gallant Sixty-sixth 
New York Volunteers) to a forlorn hope in his attack upon the 
» buttress of the sunken round. And as [ stood,the words of 
the poet, penned in memory of that battle, recurred to my mind, 
and involuntarily my lips spoke: 

They closed the ledger and they stilled the loom, 
The plow left rusting in the prairie farm; 

They saw but Union in the gathering gloom, 
The tearless women helped the men to arm 


ston 


Brigades from towns, each village sent its band, 
German and Irish, every race and faith 

There was no question then of native land, 
But love the 


ag and follow it to death. 





If sacrifices of life are to be weighed in the scales which de- 
termine our right to live in and be citizens of the land of the 
brave and the home of the free, then the foreign-born citizen 
who has given to America hostages of his fidelity in measureless 
streams of blood, is entitled not alone to residence and citizen- 
ship, but I say to you of American birth, he is entitled to more. 
He has a right to be treated in this country not as one who 
holds by mere sufferance a citizen of a lower order, but he has a 
sacred claim on you, men of American birth, which should im- 
pel you to regard and treat him as your brother, in peace as he 
was your brother in war. 

That this is not the spirit which animates the measure under 
consideration is shown by the bill itself and by the report which 
accompanies it. This report, which the gentleman from Ala- 
bama |Mr. OATES] asks to print in the RECORD, contains upon 
its face a slur so manifestly untrue and so malicious a libel upon 
the foreign-born population that J can not proceed in this argu- 
ment without giving it the most direct contradiction. 

In this report the gentleman says that the testimony taken by 
the Ford committee shows that 75 per cent of the inmates of all 
the Junatic asylums and poorhouses are of foreign birth. This 
statement is absolutely unwarranted by the facts. 

Mr. OATES. I state, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I can not permit the gentleman to waste 
any of my time. 

Mr. OATES. 
made. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. 
me. 

Mr. OATES. You get the proof and see whether that state- 
ment is correct or not. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I have the proof right here. 

Mr. OATES. You have the testimony? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I have the proof right here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois declines to be 
interrupted. 

Mr. GOLDZIER. If the Ford committee, of which the gen- 
tleman from Alabama was a member, had taken the trouble to 
consult the census of 1880; if they had resorted to the records, 
they would never in this manner have vilified the good name and 
fame of the immigrants into this country. 

What does the census show? The census shows, as far as the 
insane population is concerned, the following total results: Of 
the insane in the whole United States the native element fur- 
nishes 65,630, and the foreign-born element furnishes 26,329. 
Thus the percentage instead of being 75 is less than 33 per cent. 
It shows, furthermore, that not only is it untrue that 75 per cent 
of those who fill the almshouses are foreigners, but it is untrue 
that that is the case in any single State in the Union, and there 
ave only three or four States in which the foreign element ex- 
ceeds the native-born element. 

Concerning almshouses, this same document (and I presume 
it is as reliable as the report of the Ford committee) shows the 
total number of native-born inmates of almshouses as 44,106, and 
foreign born 22,961; and it shows in the whole United States but 
two States, California and New York, where the number of 
foreign-born people in the almshouses exceeds that of the native 
born. 

Among the provisions in this bill which show the animus of 
the measure and the arrogance of the class that fathers it, is the 
educational qualification it provides for in requiring the appli- 
cant to be able to read the Constitution of the United States. 
Admitting even that this qualification should be a prerequisite 
to citizenship, it should be enforced alike against natives as 
well as against the foreign born. It ill becomes the gentleman 
hailing from the State of Alabama to insert in his bill such a pro- 
vision, while the statistics show that in his own State the illit- 
eracy of the native-born white population exceeds that of the 
foreign-born population in any State toa degree which is scarcely 
credible. 

Referring again to the census, it shows that in the State of 
Alabama, the State from which the gentleman hails, the illiter- 
acy of the white population--not the blacks—the illiteracy of 
the white native-born population is 25 per cent, while the illit- 
eracy of the foreign-born population is 7.7 per cent. It shows 
further, ina number of tables, that throughout the South the 
percentage is substantially the same; that in Arkansas, for in- 
stance, another State in which immigration is inconsiderable, 
the illiteracy is 25.5 per centof the native-born white population 
and the illiteracy of the foreign-born is 5.6 per cent; that in Vir- 
ginia, within the very shadow of this Capitol, within the reach 
almost of my voice, the illiteracy of the white native-born popu- 
lation is 18.5 per cent, while the illiteracy of the foreign-born 
element is 5.4 percent. It showsfurther that in all those States 
that have been blessed, and I say blessed advisedly, by immigra- 
tion the state of education among the people is much higher than 


But you are denying a statement that I have 


I can not permit the gentleman to interrupt 
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it is in States such as that represented by the gentk 
wiiich there has been but little immigration. 7 

These stubborn, disagreeable figures show further th 
bama, where the foreign-born population amounts to less ;) 
per cent, the number of those persons over 10 years of a 
able to read amounts to 43.5 per cent, while in Minnesota 
has over 33 per cent of foreign-born inhabitants, the pere “! 
is 3.7; in Illinois, with one-sixth foreign-born element, 4.° yo.» 
cent illiterates; in Nebraska, with about one-sixth foreio 
2.09 per cent; and in New York, with about 25 per cent , 
eign-born inhabitants, the percentage is 4.2. 

I hope that these figures will convince my friend from | 
bama that illiteracy and immigration do not go hand in hand » 
he seems to imagine, but that other causes exist for lack of 
cation wherever it exists. 

What these causes are, at least sofar as the gentlem 
State is concerned, is again shown by these persistent | ( 
Alabama, with a population of 1,262,505, spends upon her seho 
the magnificent sum of $430,131 aunually, or about 30 . 
head of the population. The poorforeign-born farmer of \ 
sota, who forms one-third of the population, the man acai 
whose illiteracy we must be guarded, with a population of 7x\.- 
773, spends upon his schools $1,622,919, over $2 per head of popu- 
lation, or seven times as much in proportion as Alabam:, |) 
Nebraska the proportion is about the same, while in New York 
and my home State, Illinois, the per capita expenditure for schoo) 
purposes amounts to almost $2.50 per head of population. 

Imight leave this part of the discussion here. It is patent 
that the educational test which the gentleman proposes would 
touch very few immigrants whose naturalization is desirable, 
T have paid attention to it solely for the purpose of showing the 
animus which permeates this bill, and { desire to add but one 
sentiment. 

If the gentleman from Alabama is unable to curb his fervo 
in behalf of education in America, let me suggest to him that 
Alabama is a good State in which to commence his labors. 

As to the further objectionable provisions in this bill, it ought 
properly to be termed ‘‘a law to make a monopoly of Americar 
citizenship,” a monopoly for those who have time and mon 
order to obtain it. 

If this bill should be enacted into law the property quali! 
tion which the gentleman from Massachusetts so earnestly hopes 
for would become unnecessary. The laboring man, the mec) . 
the farmer, to whom the lengthy procedure of the trial provide: 
for in the act means loss of much valuable time, would be most 
effectually barred from citizenship. ‘The poor man, to whom th 
expense of this proceeding might mean the cost of sustaining his 
family for a week or over, would be forced to relinquish 1 
pleasures of citizenship, and in course of time this gentlemin 
might reach the goal of his ambition and could enjoy the rights 
of his citizenship (due in his case to the chance of birth) with 
but a select company of kindred spirits who believe in the motto 
‘**Dollars make men.” 

Another one of the provisions of this act reads as follows: 

Upon such hearing the United States shall be represented by the district 
attorney or his assistant, and ifin a State court the State may be repre 
sented by the United States district attorney or State’s attorney, po 
cutor, or solicitor, whose duty it shall be to defend the Government against 
such petition. 


In other words, it is made the duty of the attorney represent- 
ing the United States to take the poor immigrant who is on the 
stand defenseless and alone examine him, cross-examine him, 
ply him with questions pertinent and impertinent, harass him, 
torture him, in short, use every known trick of the law in order 
to prevent him from attaining his object and the United States 
from receiving into her arms a citizen who by a five years’ resi- 
dence and by good behavior has shown that he is worthy of the 
honor. It provides further that the poor man who is an «)p)/i- 
cant for citizenship must not only lose his time by leaving his 
work in attending upon the filing of his petition and the trial, 
but must also pay the cost of the proceeding, including a +: fee, 
which the gentleman from Alabama has so benevolently pro- 
vided, shall be paid in order to secure the services of this dis- 
trict attorney, whose business it is to defeat the petition o/ the 
poor immigrant. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 
Mr. GOLDZIER. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 
uralization at all 
Mr. GOLDZIER. Most unquestionably I would. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Or would you let every man vote as soon as 
he comes here from a foreign country? 
Mr. GOLDZIER. I would have a law which would facilitate 
the admission of any decent man to citizenship of the United 
States. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. 


Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Yes, sir. 
Would you have any laws in regard tonat 


I agree with you on that. 
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Mr. GOLDZIER. 
in language has for its object the defeating of the purpose of nat- 
uralization, and which would swamp us with a population pre- 
vented by law from becoming citizens, without interest in the 
country or its institutions, and without the feeling of allegiance 
which comes with citizenship. 

Let me say to the gentleman from Maine that I believe in ex- 
cluding, by wise and just legislation, such elements of immigra- 
tion as after mature deliberation we shall determine are inju- 
rious to our body politic. but I believe in excluding them at the 





very threshold. And I believe further that our present immi- | 


eration laws, if honestly enforced, will answer the purpose. I 
believe, on the other hand, that the best interests of the country 
require that to those whom we admit to residence the road to 
citizenship should be smoothened instead of impeded, so that if 
the time should come again when a call is made upon the citizens 
of thiscommonwealth, a call for the highest sacrifice which man 
can make—blood and life—there should be few persons within 
our borders who do not owe allegiance to our Government, our 
Constitution, and our flag. 

Let me state in addition that chief among those whom I would 
exclude, both from residence and citizenship, is that class of immi- 


grant for whose advent the grasping greed of the native-born | 


mine owner and manufacturer isresponsible. I wouldexclude the 
contract laborers, imported in masses. irrespective of quality, 
with sole regard for the cheapness of their labor, imported for 


the one purpose of putting more money in the plethoric purses | 


of American monopolists. 

But let me return for a moment to the provisions of this bill. 
In the concluding remarks of his report the gentleman from 
Alabama says: ‘‘The name ‘ American citizen’ should be es- 


teemed as was that of ‘a Roman,’ when Rome was the mistress | 
1 adopt it, and 


of the world.” I applaud that sentiment. 
honor the proud spirit which caused it tobe penned. It could in- 
spire were it not for the fact that the bill which this report 
accompanies is sadly at variance with that sentence. 

What safeguards do you provide for the right of acquiring 
this priceless boon, this proud distinction? In every State in 
this Union in a controversy involvinga paltry sum of money, the 
law provides an appeal to the party who feels that injustice is 
done him by a judgment. 

In the trial for which thislaw provides to obtain the cherished 
right of citizenship no such provision is made, andthe man who 
is denied this right by the ignorance, the corruption, the parti- 
sanship of some judge, or the cunning trickery of some lawyer, 
is turned away withoutremedy. No appeal is allowed him from 
the most grievous injustice which may be done. 

Rightlessand remediless some man whose heart may be yearn- 
ing for admittance into the brotherhood of citizens of this Re- 
public, some man of purest motives, of noble character, may be 
denied this right, and have affixed to him forever and ever the 
stigma of having been solemnly adjudged unfit to be civis Amer- 
wcanum, 

Does the gentleman say that this is just? 
right? 

Our immigrants of old had a higher, a better, conception of the 
value and solemnity of naturalization. 

Mr. Speaker, a short time ago I came across some old volumes 
of Pennsylvania Colonial Records dealing with the early history 
of that sturdy race to which we are indebted for some of the best 
men which the country produced—the Germans of Pennsylva- 
nia. 

From time to time these records would show a number of men 
as having gone to the county seat to “take the sacrament,” and 
I ascertained that this term in the quaint language of that peo- 
ple meant taking the oath of allegiance. 

So sacred was to them this function, that it formed a part and 
parcel of their religion, and thus acquired the very name ofa reli- 
gious exercise. 

Let me assure you that the spirit which made a sacrament of 
the ceremony of naturalization is as strong to-day among the 
foreign-born population as it ever was. 

No danger will ever come to the institutions of Americafrom 
her foreign-born citizens. Speaking as one of them, and as one 
who knows them, I say to you that we have ever considered our 
oath of allegiance a solemn and binding compact; and I chal- 
lenge proof of its having ever been violated. 

If the foreign-born retains and cherishes a fond recollection of 
the land of his birth, who can reproach him for it? Does it les- 
sen his love and devotion for the land of his free choice? Does 
the affection of a man for his mother lessen his ardent, impas- 
sionate, undying love for his wife? 

Remember, you men of American birth, that as you proudly 
call this land the land of your fathers, it is to us as near and as 
dear. It is the home of those to whom we are bound with like 
ties of love and devotion. It is the land of our children. 


Does he claim it is 
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But I would have no law which in spiritand In the name of the foreign-born element in America I[ entreat 


| you do notenact a law which will revive the memory of the dark, 

| Know-nothing times, a measure;which is unjust to the foreigner 
and a discredit to the native-born. Let evenhanded justice 
reign among all the elements which compose this great nation; 
be just to the foreign-born, and grant him the privilege to live 
for his country, and if ever the necessity arises he will cherish 
the privilege of dying for the land which has adopted him. 


FREDERICKSBURG, 
[John Boyle O'Reilly.) 


DECEMBER 15, 1862. 


God send us peace, and keep red strife away; 

But should it come, God send us men and steel! 
The land is dead that dare not face the day 

When foreign danger threatens common weal. 


Defenders strong are they that homes defend; 
From ready arms the spoiler keeps afar, 

Well blest the country that has sons to lend, 
From trades of peace to learn the trade of war, 


Thrice blest the nation that has every son 
A soldier, ready for the warning sound 

Who marches homeward when the fight is done 
To swing the hammer and to till the ground 


Call back that morning, with its lurid light 
When through our land the awful war-bell tolled, 
When lips were mute, and women’s faces white, 
As the pale cloud that out from Sumter rolled, 





Cali back that morn; an Instant all were dumb, 

| As if the shot had struck the Nation 

Then cleared the smoke, and rolled the ing drum, 
And men streamed in to meet the coming strife. 


They closed the ledger and they stilled the loom, 
The plow left rusting in the prairie farm 

They saw but ** Union” in the gathering gloom, 
The tearless women helped the men to arm 





Brigades from towns—each village sent its band; 
German and Irish—every race and faith; 

There was no question then of native land, 
But—love the flag and follow it to death. 


No need to tell their tale; through every age 
The splendid story shall be sung and said; 

But let me draw one picture from the paye 
For words of song embalm the hero dead. 


The smooth hill is bare, and the cannons are planted 
Like Gorgon fates shading its terrible brow 

The word has been passed that the stormers are wanted, 
And Burnside’'s battalions are mustering now ; 


The armies stand by to behold the dread meeting; 
The work must be done by a desperate few; 

The black-mouthed guns on the height give them greeting— 
From gun mouth to plain every grass-blade in view. 





Strong earthworks are there, and the rifles behind them 
Are Georgia militia—an Lrish brigade 

Their caps have green badges, as if to remind them 
Of all the brave record their country has made 


The stormers go forward—the Federals cheer them; 

They breast the smooth hillside, the black mouths are dumb; 
The riflemen lie in the works till they near them, 

And cover the stormers as upward they come 


Was ever a death march so grand and so solemn? 
At last the dark summit with flame is enlined; 

The great guns belch doom on the sacrificed column, 
That reels from the height, leaving hundreds behind. 


The armies are hushed—there is no cause for cheering: 
The fall of brave men to brave men is pain 

Again come the stormers! and as they are nearing 
The flame-sheeted rifle lines reel back again 


And so till full noon come the Federal masses 
Flung back from the height, as the cliff flr 

Brigade on brigade to the death struggle p 
No wavering rank till it steps on the grave. 


Sa wave; 


L38eSs, 


Then comes a brief lull. and the smoke pall is lifted, 
The green of the hillside no longer is seen 

The dead soldiers lie as the seaweed is drifted, 
The earthworks still held by the badges of green. 






Have they quailed? is the word. No; again they are forming— 
Again comes a column to death and defeat! ~ 

What is it in these who shall now do the storming 
That makes every Georgian spring to his feet? 


“O God! What a pity!” they cry in their cov 
As rifles are readied and bayonets made 

“Tis Meagher and his fellows, their cap uve green clover: 
‘Tis Greek to Greek now for the rest of the ht 


Twelve hundred the column, their rent flag before them 
With Meagher at their head, they have dashed at the hill! 

Their foemen are proud of the country that bore them; 
But, Irish in love, they are enemies still 


Out rings the fierce word, ‘‘Let them have it!" the rifles 
Are emptied point blank in the hearts of the foe; 

It is green against green. but a principle stifies 
The Irishman’s love in the Georgian’s blow 


The column has reeled, but it is not defeated 
In front of the guns they re-form and at < 

Six times they have done it, and six times retreated: 
Twelve hundred they come, and two hundred go back. 


OP Te ai eal acts 


re a ee ead 


Two hundred go back with the chivalrous story; 

The wild day is closed in the night's solemn shroud; 
A thousand Tie dead, but their death was a glory 

That calls not for tears—the Green Badges are proud! 


Bright honor be theirs who for honor were fearless, 
Who charged for their flag to the crim cannon's mouth; 
And homer to them who were true, though not teariess— 
Who bravely that day kept the cause of the South 


The quarrel is done—God avert such another; 

Tae lesson it brought we should evermore heed 
Who loveth the flag is aman and a brother, 

No matter what birth, or what race, or what creed 


Mr.CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, the debate on this bill was entered 
on unexpectedly to me yesterday, and [ have not had the time 
to give to its provisions the full consideration which I would 
have been glad to have devoted to them. It is entitled ‘* A bill 
to amend the naturalization laws of the United States.” At the 
proper time [ shall offer anamendment to the title so as to make | 
it read, ‘‘ A bill to resurrect Knownothingism in the United 
States.” 

The provision of the first section of the bill in reference to 
the naturalization of aliens simply prohibits the naturalization 
of desirable foreigners who having come here expect to become 
citizens. 

The proposition that no alien shall ever be admitted to citi- 
zenship within the United States who has ever been convicted 
of a felony or other infamous crime or misdemeanor involving 
turpitude—" moral turpitude” is the language of the bill—or 
who is an anarchist or a polygamist is practically a nullity. It 
is a nullity for the simple reason, Mr. Speaker, that the laws of 
our country prohibit the immigration of such people. No indi- 
vidual embraced within the definition of any one of these terms 
can be legally admitted into the United States, and therefore 
the inhibition against the naturalization as a citizen of this 
country of such person is simply farcical if our laws upon the 
subject of immigration are enforced. One object, then, of this 
law is what? To prohibit practically the extension of Amer- 
ican citizenship to people of foreign birth who land upon our 
shores and cast their lot here with the intention of bettering 
their fortunes and spending their lives in this country. 

Now, I think, sir, in view of the statement in the report of the 
committee on the bill, that500,000 immigrants are yearly entering 
thiscountry, we oughtnotto throw restrictions around them, and 
that we should not provide that two and a half millions of them 
may be here as parasites, instead of being irgorporated and 
merged in the American body politic. I say 2,500,000 because 
the lirst insta]ment of 500,000 will be compelled to remain five 
years before being admitted to citizenship, and at the expiration 
of that time 2,000,000 more will have entered the United States, 
so that there will always be two and a half millions of aliens 
among our peopledenied the right of citizenship, because they 
have not lived five years in this country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me toask hima 
question? Doe you believe that anarchists or criminals should 
be admitted as members of our body politic? 

Mr. CRAIN. My dear sir, under our laws you can not have 
anarchists or criminals in the country, who come from abroad, 
if the officers of the law perform their duty. Because under 
the act of March 3, 1891, and the supplementary act of 1893, 
called the Stump act, which we passed, you being a member of 
thet Congress as well as myself, that class of people is excluded 
and can not come into the country at all, and hence can not ap- 
ply for ok 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will you allow another question? 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, my time is so limited that I dislike to | 
yield. If I am interrupted in this manner I shall have to ask for | 
an extension of my time. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I merely wish to ask if my friend does not 
know, notwithstanding the laws, that as a matter of fact a great 
many of this class of peopie do come or creep into this country; 
and because they do happen tocome in, does the gentleman think 
they ought to be privileged to assume the right of citizenship 
under our laws? 

Mr. CRAIN. No, sir. There is a law against murder and yet 
murders are dail per trated. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. CRAIN. Certainly. 

Mr. DINSMORE. The gentleman, as I understand it, speaks 
of a deserving class or a desirable class of immigrants. 

Mr. CRAIN. Lused the word “desirable.” I said thai the 
= class of immigrants should be absorbed in the body 
politic. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Then, asit is true that certain undesirable 
classes do come by some means, does the tleman think that 
they would be less objectionable to us, that their influence 
would be less petent for evil, if they should be made citizens 
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and have conferred upon them the right of suffrage un: 
laws? 

Mr. CRAIN. No; certainly not. But there isa pro 
the bill that the statements of any man who wants to | 
citizen shall be corroborated by two witnesses; but j 
extend to anything occurring when he was not in thi 
It will be seen 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow just 
question. 

Mr. CRAIN. I can not yield. I must beg to be 
proceed without interruption. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I wanted to ask the gentleman, i| 
rect in his statement that these men can not come i: 
this bill can do any harm? 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, I say for that reason the inhi 
them is a fraud. 

Assuming that the officers of the law, Mr. Speaker 
their duty, there will be very few of that class of pers 
but Icare nothing for that provisionof the bill. I sin 
these remarks in criticism of it and to show that the e 
section will be not to place a bar or restriction upon un 
immigrants, but will be a hindrance and an obstruction { 
who are desirable, and taat the trend of the whole 
that direction. 

Why hamper immigrants? Why prevent the immig: 
come here from becoming American citizens? What ist 
ter with the laws you now have in force? If proper] 
out they are adequate to protect us from any abuse of citiz: 
The report itself says that there have been gross violat 
the law in Boston and elsewhere. Because the office: 
United States courts, in the instance cited in the report, | 
failed to do their duty, because forsooth in Boston, New ' 
and other large cities there may have been violutions of t|) 
ralization laws, either by corruption or by negligence, ar 
deny to the alien who comes to this country, intending to 
it his home and to become a part of us, the right to becom 
American citizen? 

The provisions of this bill are a practical denial of that ri 
on account of the burdensome conditions they impose. When 
man applies by petition in the nature of a suit incourt, in law or 
equity, to become a citizen of the country, he is to allege, u 
the provisions of the bill, that he is not an anarchist or a po 
amist, that he has not been convicted of a felony or ot! 
famous crime involving moral turpitude. He must also 
aftirmatively that he can read the Constitution. Why no 
the Bible? Is it because you want him to understand w 
in the Constitution that you put that provision in the bi 
that the reason? 

Mr. OATES. That is one of the reasons. 

Mr.CRAIN. Why, my dear sir, there is not a Democrat u} 
the floor of this House who will not dispute witha Republican 
the other side as to the meaning of certain paragraphs and si 
tions in the Constitution, and yet you would ae an immigra 
a stranger toour laws, customs, and the decisions of the cou: 
determine, by construction and interpretation, the meaning « 
the provisions of the organic instrument of this Governmen'. 

Mr. OATES. Would it not be better to have a man a! 
give some construction one way or the other? 

Mr. GOLDZIER. I would like to make the suggestio 
under that provision of this bill it would be difficult for x 
man to become a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. OATES. We do not want any blind immigrant to | 
a citizen out of. 

Mr. CRAIN. Iwillask the gentleman who is the fath 
this bill (Mr. OaTEs] to explain why he requires a for 
who desires to become a citizen of this country to have a 
cational qualification when all over the Seuth there are mi 
of people who are to-day citizens of the United States, and 
can not read the Constitution, and many of whom do not 
the alphabet. 

Mr. OATES. We already have a too extended suffrag: 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How many of them do you allow to 
and how many of their votes do you count after they are « 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They do that down im Maine. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, when I was interrupted by ' 
gentleman from Maine—-— 

The SPEAKER. One moment. Gentlemen desiring io 
terrupt should address the Chair, so that the gentlema! 
has the floor may have the privilege of saying whether he 
or not. 

Mr. CRAIN. There are millions of voters in this co: 
many of whom do not live in the South, illiterate whites, 
have the right of suffrage, and not.a few of them live in the 5! 
which the gentlemanfrom Maine [Mr. MILLOKEN] has the h: 
in part to represent. 

We do not want to deny the right to vote to the colored people 








ait lg 
























of the South, because we propose to stand by them in the exer 
cise of aright that was confe rred upon them by the 
party and which has turned out to bea boomerang for that party. 
it hus given us representation that we do not desire to yield up, 
‘ on the floor of this House which the gen- 
tleman from Maine {Mr. MILLIKEN] and his colleagues would 
deprive us of if they had the opportunity to do so. a8 

Mr. MLLLIKEN. I have no doubt you thank the Republican 
party for giving you that power. 

Mr. OATES. I will say to the gent 
that in my opinion one of the evils from which this coun- 


rives us a power 


leman from Texas | Mr. 


CRAIN 
4 yey iffers is a too « ended suffrage 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, that may be true; but at the same time 
why grant the right of suffrage to certain classes who are illit 


come from other countries and who 
because they may be un 
words, why prescribe 


erate and deny it tomen who 
wome citizens of this country 


other 


able to een Constitution? n 


wish to be 


an educational qualification for them which is not applied to 
thers? 

Mr.OATES. Because those who are already citizens have th 
right: and besides, a man who is raised here, though illiterate, 


ng lived enlier the in! the Constitution and of our 
institutions, will understand those institutions a great deal better 
th an illiterate man who has lived all hislife undera differen 
form of government. 

Mr. CRAIN. Thatis a curious argument from a gentleman 
who represents a State in which the colored , 
pre ominate, many of whom do not know much about any con- 
stitution. 

Mr. OATES. 
he sys the colored pe 
white people are in the 
100.000, 

Mr. CRAIN. I will withdraw the word 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I venture to suggest 
man not to withdraw that word—— 

Mr. CRAIN. I should have said ina » where the colored 
people form a large proportion of the voting p ypuls ation. 


hence O 


peop sO 
i 


had better inform hims 
in my State, because the 
large number 


id friend 
dominate 
a very 


My go 
ple pri 


majority by 


‘ predominate.” 
to the gentle 


Stati 


Mr. OATES. That is true. 
Mr. CRAIN. And from a section of the country where the 


constitution of a certain State has a similar qualification in it. 
Mr. REED. I really hope the gentleman from Texas will not 
withdraw that statement. It might lead to a valuable discus- 
sion. 
Mr. CRAIN. 
posed to the ext 


The gentleman from Alabama said he was op- 
sion of the right of suffrage. I did not in- 


tend to be personal to the gentleman when I used the word 
“‘predominate.” I employed the wrong term. 

Mr. OATES. I understand that. 

Mr. CRAIN. Did the gentleman from Maine |Mr. REED] de- 


sire to propound a question to me? 


Mr. REED. I simply desired to « xpress the hope that the 
gentleman from Texas and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES] would not withdraw. I should like to have them go 
further into this matter. Itmightlead to something important 


to the country. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CRAIN. Thatis a question that demands no answer at 
my hands. [tis merely a suggestion from the gentleman from 
Maine. 

Mr. REED. Yes; a very kindly suggestion. 

Mr. CRAIN. Well, will you be the referee? 

Mr. REED. I would; yes. 

Mr. CRAIN. There would be no decision then. 
let us fight it out. 

Mr. REED. Qh, there would beadecision. 
to decide when you get through. 

Mr. CRAIN. Another objection to this bill is in the fact that 
by its terms and in repealing subdivisions 1 and 2 of section 
2165 of the Revised Statutes it thereby repeals another section, 
which provides that any alien who has been honorably discharged 
from the Army or Navy of the United States need not prove up 
five years’ residence in order to become a citizen; and the first 
section as well as the last provides that no alien can become a 
citizen until he shall have resided in the United States five con- 
secutive years, and that all laws in conflict with the provisions 
of the bill are repealed. 

The bill repeals a section of the Revised Statutes which pro- 
vides that any foreign-born sailor who has served on a merchant 
vessel for three years, and has a certific: ate to that effeet, shall 
not be required to prove up the five years’ residence in order to 
become a citizen. It also repeals another section of the Revised 
Statutes which provides that when an alien has declared his in- 
tention to become a citizen of the United States at least two years 
before the expiration of ‘he five years’ 


You would 


ye Ss; 


[would agree 


his children shall be deemed to be citizens of the United States. 
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limitation of residence | 
and dies before he has acquired full citizenship, his widow and | 
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I do not know whether the committee th reported 
tended t > rep il of thes ections or wil ther taey w 
looked init sid ) etre vit hat 
section vi l orpo ed | ( I 
zation na the 

would be repealed by this ac I 

Speaker, because i have not the t 

contents andof the effectof thx p 


to them is correct. 





Che second section shows exa 
in connection with the report of 
sions of the bill. It is calculated to 
frage. It is not intended to prevel 
from becoming citizens of the | Stat 
laws are a sufficient safewuard t 
hamper, restrain, and harass any alien who d 
citizen by compelling |! to bmit to ré 

nero , CXpensilve, l \ ‘ ; ti 
report says that the real intentio of the bill is to 
eign-born citizen to point vith pride to t fact 1 
come a citizen of this great, grand, and glorious Kh 

Mr. OATES. It is not the object, but that 

Mr. CRAIN. The gent ! { t 
bu . th tis th » effect. I accept th mendment 

OATES. It is am for State to ) 

yas i hi ave the right to vot 

Mr. CRAIN. Certain y; but ao I l 
whe le say in your report yo re opp i to »S s 
and when you provide that a man shall not vote after h« 
clared his inten ionof be ming a citizen? hat i lat you 

Mr. OATES. That is a fact 

Mr. CRALN. Ocrtainly en, do you no 
ta uy the right of suffrage: 

Mr. OATE S. Oh, yes; but it does not prescribe qua 
for voters. 

Mr. CRAIN. You say so in your report 

Mr. OATES No. 

C RAIN. I beg your pardor I read from the ! 

aaah unittee this statemen 

The bill, however, does not touch the qualif 


dentally, as the power rests in the States. 


Incidentally! How incidentally? By: ¢ that no mal 
be made a citizen at ali until he shall have r sided co tinuou 
for five years in the United States. Can States then 

right of suffrage upon him, whereas now, as 


foot upon American soil, he can declai 


ayin 


soon 
‘e his intention to bece 


a citizen, and the State may give him the right to vot \ 
take away from aime the right to declare his intention to beco 
a citizen, and thereby deprive the State of the right to ¢ 
him the power to vote. After such declaration, and in you 

port, you say that in States where the declaration of intentio: 


1 


make the declaran 
n perpetrated. 
You have got that wrong 


the only qualification ess 
have the greatest frauds bee 


Mr. OATES. 


nidal bo 


Mr. CRAIN. Iam reading the bil! 

Mr. OATES. If the statute requires them to declare t 
tention to become citizens, the State would not hav »< 
that in order to make hima voter. Butif the law o 


only allows naturalized foreigners tovote, that would 
be changed so as to allow those aliens who have only: 
their intentions to become citizens to vote 


Mr. CRAIN. But, Mr. Speaker, the State of Tex 


} | ! 
nas deci 


who 








alien the right to vote ired his intention to om 
a citizen who may have resided in the State and coun Lé Lin 

Mr. OATES. How long? 

Mr. CRAIN. Twelve months in the State anda shorter p 
riod in the county of his residence. You take that away b 
pealing the section of the Revised Statutes to which IT r 
How, then, can the State goonand give such a man 
to vote aiter you have repealed the statute providing 
ation of intention on his part to become a citizen? 

Mr.OATES. Why certainly it can. It has the right. he 


power to determine who shall be voters rests in the States all 
the time. The States can say even that boys and children ma 
vote, or women, or whomsoever they please. 
Mr. CRAIN, But when you repeal the law on declaration o 
ion how can the States provide that a man may vote upon 


ich declaration? The Stat who shall not 

Mr. OATES. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAIN. And when they do, except in certain « s, their 
representation in the electoral college and in the House of Rep- 
resentatives is diminished in proportion as the citizens of said 
States are deprived of the right of suffrage, according to tb 


provisions of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution, 


8 Can Say vote. 





Se ee 
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ee 


cay 


which would have to be altered or repealed before you could 
huve such a law in any of the States. 

Mr. OATES. Not at all. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is my opinion. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to the 
extension of my time, on account of the numerous interruptions. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired. 

Mr. CRAIN. ThenTI should like to resume the floor when 
this matter comes up for consideration again. 

Mr. OATES. It goes back on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The matter will not come up again until it 
is reached on the Calendar. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
leave be granted some other gentlemen who expected to speak 
on this subject and who have remarks prepared already to print 
them in the RECORD. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no. 

Mr. OATES. Some of them are on one side and some on the 
other. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none. 


PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, [ ask unanimous consent 
that House bill No. 1 as amended by the Senate, be taken up and 
considered to-day and to-morrow, with such amendments as may 
be offered in ten-minute speeches; and to-morrow afternoon, at 
5 o'clock, the vote shall be taken first on such amendments as 
are pending, then upon the substitute as offered by the Senate. 

| want to say this, Mr. Speaker—we have got to come to a 
vote on this question. We omen been here for montbs, during 
which many of us have not been at home. We want to adjourn 
the House. We can make nothing by delay, and if the friends 
of silver object to this proposition, the probability is that a mo- 
tion will be made for the previous question to-morrow when the 
bill comes up under the rule, and we shall have no debate, but 
will have to come to a direct vote. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman please repeat his re- 

uest? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. My request is that, in deference to the 
men who are opposed to this bill, we may have to-day and to- 
morrow to discuss the substitute and amendments, and thatat 5 
o'clock to morrow the vote be taken, That is liberal to those 
of us who differ with the conclusion of the Senate, and I ask the 
friends of repeal to give us that little favor. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ene gentlemun’s proposition is, I understand, 
to immediately take up the bill and proceed to debate it? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is my proposition, that the House 
take the bill up now. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. LIVINGSTON] to say that a good many of us want 
to get home. I think the place for the members of this House 
is right here. We come here to do the business of the country, 
and to stay here for that purpose. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. [agree to that. 

Mr. BLAND. There is nothing in this bill to distinguish it 
from other bills in the treatment to which it is entitled. It is 
not hedged about by any peculiarities that require it to be shoved 
in here contrary to the rules of the House. When it comes up 
to-morrow morning we shall have to say on that occasion what 
we deem proper. I think the bill ought to come up in its reg- 
ular order and ought to be debated and open to amendment. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is my proposition. 

Mr. BLAND. There are several gentlemen who want to be 
heard upon the bill. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is my nga iger ig 

Mr. BLAND (continuing). And for one, sir, [ shall object to 
taking it up out of its regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate further insisted upon its amendment, 
No. 6, to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

DONATION OF AN OLD CANNON, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Spenker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 83) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That one of the abandoned cannons now at the United States 
arsenai at Pittsburg, Pa., and there before the late war, be donated to the 
citizens committee having charge of the national encampment of the 
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Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in Pittsburg in 1894, and the 

tary of War is hereby authorized to deliver said cannon to said comm) 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider. 

ation of this joint resolution? : 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading. and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed, and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a conference 


cre- 


Mr. SAYERS. 
report. 
he conference report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Ho 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for 
urgent deficiencies in the nee for the service of the Gov: 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other purposes,”’ havin 
after full and free conference have agreed to yoccmamnand and do recom 
to their respective houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, and agree to the same. 

On the amendment numbered 6 the committee of conference have 
unable to agree, 

J. D. SAYERS, 

L. F. LIVINGSTON, 

J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the li 

F. M. COCKRELi, 

A. P. GORMAN, 

S. M. CULLOM 
Managers on the part of the s 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House wa 
read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the dis 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bil! 
R. 4177) to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriati: 
the service of the Government for the fiscal year 1894, submit the fo 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upo 
recommended in the accompanying conference report, namely: 

On amendment numbered 1: Authorizes the Light-House Board to 
unexpended balance of the appropriation for reconstructing the Wolf Trap 
_— ouse in Virginia, in the reéstablishment of the Solomon's Lump light 

ouse. 

On amendment numbered 2: Authorizes the Board of Lady Managers of 
the World’s Columbian Commission, acting in conjunction with the associ 
ated American exhibitors, to confer diplomas upon designers, inv: 
and expert artisans. 

On amendments numbered 3, 4,and 5: Relating tothe Senate, appropriates, 
as proposed by the Senate, $10,000 for miscellaneous items and $500.33 for the 
salary of a clerk to a Senator who is not chairman of a committee. 

On amendment numbered 6: Appropriating $22,088, as proposed by the Sen 
ate, for the pay of clerks to Senators and per diem cierks to committees re 
tained in the service of the Senate, under a resolution of that body, during 
the recess of the Fifty-first Congress, the conferees have been unable to 


agree. 
The bill, so far as it is agreed upon, appropriates $348,500.33, being $10,500.33 
more than as it passed the House. 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 


L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
J.G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of the conference 
report, I have to inform the House that the conferees have agreed 
upon the amendments numbered 1, 2, 3,4,and5. The first amend- 
ment provides that out of the sums of money heretofore appro- 
oriated for Solomon’s Lump light-house and Wolf Trap light- 

ouse the two houses shall be constructed. The trouble is that 
the appropriation made by the last Congress for one of these 
light-houses was too large, and the appropriation for the other 
too small. The Senate amendment provides that the entire sum 
may be used for the construction of both. As to the second 
amendment, it makes no appropriation, but only provides that 
out of the funds already appropriated the Board of Lady Man- 
agers may issue diplomas to the skilled workmen who executed 
the work which has been on exhibition at the Columbian Expo- 
sition. 

It will be remembered that at the last session of the [ifty- 
second Congress something over $500,000 was appropriated to 
pay the expenses of referees and awards. Those awards go only 
to the exhibitors. The proposition involved in this amendment 
is to issue diplomas to those skilled artisans who executed the 
work which has been exhibited. 

Items four and five contain appropriations for the benefit of 
the Senate. One is $7,000 for miscellaneous items. The other 
is for the payment of a clerk to a Senator who did not qualify as 
Senator until the 16th of August last, whereas he was entitled to 
a clerk from the 4th of March, and that clerk actually performed 
the service. 

The sixth amendment is to pay per diem to clerks to Senators 
and clerks to committees retained in the service of the Senate 
during the recess of the Fifty-first Congress under a resolution 
of the Senate. This amendment was rejected by the House at 
the short session of the Fifty-first Congress, and also at both 
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sessions of the last Congress, so that the conferees did not feel 
authorized under the circumstances to agree to it. 


Mr. Speaker, if no further explanation be desired, I move the | i 
o | throw out the suggestion to the gentlem 


| tion does not come now perhaps it will hav: 


adoption of the conference report as to the items agreed upon. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield to mea 
moment? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I am in harmony with the gentle- 
man in respect to this report; but [I suggest to him whether it 
might not be well that this agreement between the House and 
the Senate be explained a little further. 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot know how it can be explained fur- 


| 


ther than this: At the close of the first session of the Fifty-first | 


Congress the Senate passed a resolution to continue the pay of 
Senators’ clerks and per diem clerks during the vacation. An 


amendment to pay these clerks was put on the general deficiency | 


bill by the Senate at the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, | 
The same amendment was put | 


and was rejected by the House. 


on the general deficiency bill at both sessions of the last Con- | 


gross and was rejected by the House. 


[ yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] such time | 


as he may desire. 

Mr. CANNON oi [llinois. 
a statement a little fuller than that which the gentleman from 
Texas has made touching the matter of disagreement between 
the House and the Senate on the sixth amendment. Everything 
else is closed up. 

I recollect very well the resolution of which the gentleman 
speaks. The facts are these: The long session of the Fifty-first 
Congress continued till about the Ist of October (that was three 


[ will take a minute or two to make | 


| district courtsin the State of South Dakota, in which concurre 


years ago), and an adjournment was then taken until the nextses- | 


sion, givingarecessofabout twomonths. The Senateatthat time 
passed a resolution to pay for those two months’ clerks to Sena- 
tors who were not chairmen of committees. At the next session 
of that Congress the House would not agree to make the appro- 
priation for those two months’ pay. 


The gentleman from Texas | 


{Mr. SAYERS] was a member of the subcommittee, of which I also 


was a member. 
Mr. SAYERS. Iwas not a member of the subcommittee on 
the deficiency bill; the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 


Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman and I agree as to this bill; 
there is no difference whatever between us. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. I have said that we agree; I simply 
in, because if thut mo- 
to come later. 


Mr. SAYERS. Very well: | prefer that it should come later. 
Mr. Speaker, LI move the adoption of the r« port upon the nd- 
ments to which the conferees have agreed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has submitted 


a conference report embracing a parteal agreement of the 
ferees, and moves its adoption. Shall the report be adopted: 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS. I move that the House 
disagreement to the sixth amendment of the 
further conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. SAYERS, 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. CANNON of Lllinois, rees on 
the part of the House. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had agreed tothe report of the com- 


con- 


2 


further insist on its 
Senate, and ask a 


as conts 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3545) toamend 
section numbered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States, relating to mining claims. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with 
amendments, the bill (H.R. 2799) to provide for the time and 
place of holding the terms of the United States circuit court and 
nee 
of the House was requested. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed 
the bill (S. 592) to extend the time for making final payments 
on entries under the desert-land act; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, announced 
that the Senate had passed, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 
3289) to authorize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com- 


| panies to construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson 


had control of that matter, and joined in recommending the re- | 


jection of the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Iilinois. I remember now the gentleman 
from Texas was on the full committee, but not on the subcom- 
mittee. 

The gentleman says the matter came up by way of amendment 
to deficiency bills once or twice in the last Congress 

Mr. SAYERS. Twice. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And was rejected by the House. I 
recollect that when it came up in the Fifty-first Congress I had 
no no very friendly feeling toward it for the reason that the 
House at that time had not had the courage to take pay for cler- 
ical assistance to members of the House, while the Senate had 
been doing that for many years. I think there was a feeling on 





the pect of the House that we deserved pay for our clerks as | 


much as Senators did for theirs; and I have no doubt such was 
the fact. At any rate, for that reason as well as others, the 
House refused to agree to the amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman state the other reason? 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The principal reason was what I 
have stated. ‘‘The other reason” was, I suppose, that we did 
not want to pay for the two months when Congress was not in 
session, 

Now, since that time there has been legislation under which 
members of the House who expend money for clerical assistance 
during the session are reimbursed not exceeding $100 a month 
to cover that expenditure, and there has been legislation also, 
or rather appropriations, under which clerks to individual Sen- 
ators who are not chairmen of committees get $100 a month the 
year round. Now, this isa proposition on the part of the Senate 
to pay for those two months in the first session of the Fifty-first 
Congress when Congress was in vacation. I think it is proper 
also that it should be stated that the Senate seems to insist upon 
this amendment. I might further state that we have been in 
the habit, both the House and the Senate, during many Con- 
gresses of appropriating extra pay for one month, sometimes 
two months, for employes of the House and Senate. 

A MEMBER. Never two months. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Now, I do not want to antagonize 
the gentleman from Texas in the management of this bill: butI 
suggest to him whether it would not be well that a motion be 
made that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment, so as to test the sense of the House on this ques- 
tion. I will not make such a motion without the gentleman’s 
approval. I repeat that I do not want to antagonize him in the 
management of his bill. 





River between New York City and the State of New Jersey; in 


which the concurrence of the House was requested. 
REMISSION OF DUTIES ON NAVAL ORDNANCE, ETC. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 53) to remit the duties on ammunition 
for naval ordnance imported by the Secretary of the Navy, 
ported from the Committee on Ways and Means. [ask that the 
joint resolution be read, after which I will make a statement in 
reference to it. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to remit the duties on the following-described ammu 
nition for naval ordnance imported by the Secretary of the Navy since Jan- 
uary 1, 1892, and now in bond at the navy-yard, New York, namely, * 10-inch 
Firth armor-piercing shells, 200 6-inch, 200 8-inch, and 60 12-inch Holster 
armor-piercing shells, and 550 10-inch Hadfield common shells. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Under the rules of the House this should be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. Unless some gentleman 


| desires it to take that course, I would ask that it be considered 


in the House as in Committee of the Whole. I desire to give 
every gentleman an opportunity, if he wishes it, to discuss the 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the resolution 
will be considered in the House asin Committee of the Whole. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, it became necessary for the 
Government of the United States, when our troubles arose by 
reason of mob violence in Chile, to purchase a certain kind of 
ammunition that could not be obtained here and sent there 
within the time that it would be needed if needed atall. The 
Navy Department, under the laws passed for the procurement 
of armor and armor plates and supplies of that kind, did make 
the purchases, but there was not enough of the appropriation 
out of which the purchases were made to pay the duties thereon. 
This resolution seeks simply to remit the duties on this mate- 
rial. These duties, if paid, would have to be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States. This is ordnance for the Navy 
Department of the United States, and therefore it is an idle form 
to go through the payment of duties under such circumstances. 
The Secretary of the Navy requests the passage of the resolu- 
tion. 

| will ask that the letter be read.from the Secretary of the 
Navy, which is embodied in the report of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means submitted the following report: 
The facts in the case are so fully set forth in a communication from the 
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Secretary of the Navy to the chairman of the committee that your commit- 
tee bog leave to copy it, with the accompanying memorandum of details from 
the estimates of the Bureau of Ordnance: 


“NAVY DBPARTMENT, Washington August, 29, 1893. 


“Sir: In view of the rela ions subsisting between this Government and 
the government of Chile growing out of mistreatment of the crew of the U.S. 
S$. Balthmore by a mob at Valparaiso in October, 1891, this Department found 
it necessary, early in 1892, to procure for the vessels of the Navy a larger 
quaniity of armor-piercing shelland other ammunition than it was possible 
under any circumstances to obtain in the United States of domestic manu- 
facture by the time within which it was expected that such ammunition 
micht be required for active service, and in pursuance of the discretion vested 
in it by the acts making appropriations for ordnance and ordnance stores 
and supplies, and by the third section of the act making appropriations for 
the naval service, approved March 3, 1887, which provides that the material 
used in all naval structures provided for in said act and the armament for 
the sameshall be, so faras practicable, of American production and furnished 
and manufactured in the United States, ordered from certain European 
manufacturers the following described ammunition for naval ordnance, 
viz, ninety-six 10-inch Firth armor-piercing shell; sixty 12-inch Holtzer ar- 
mor-piercing shell; two hundred 6-inch and and two hundred 8-inch Holtzer 
armor-plercing shell, and five hundred and fifty 10-inch Hadfield common 
shell, the orders for said shell being placed by telegraph and cable messages 
in January, 1892. 

“The cost of the shell ordered as above stated was paid principally from 
the appropriations made by the acts approved August 3, 1886, and March 3, 
1887, for the increase of the Navy, armor and armament, which appropria- 
tions had been, in accordance with the request of this Department, consoli- 
dated by the Secretary of the Treasury in order that the amounts appro- 
priated by said acts might be expended in such a manner as to best subserve 
the interests of the Government in accordance with the purposes of those 
acts, the remainder of the cost being paid from the ee above re- 
ferred to for ordnance and ordnance stores and supplies upon which there 
Was no restriction as to the place of manufacture of the material purchased 
thereunder. 

“The amount available under the appropriations above mentioned for 
payment for the shells referred to was not sufficient to pay the duties on im- 
portations of that kind in addition to the cost thereof, and, inasmuch as 
there is no other appropriation from which the Department considers that 
the tariff duties on said shetls can be paid, the shelis are detained by the cus- 
toms officiais at New York, and are now lying im bond at the navy-yard at 
that place. 

“] therefore Inclose herewith a draft of a resolution providing for the re- 
mission of the duties on said shells, and have the honor to request that a 
mea-ure be recommended by the committee for passage embodying the pro- 
visions thereof, in order that the shells in question may be distributed 
amoug those vessels of the Navy in service for which the same were pro- 
cured. 

*Inclosed for the further information of the committee is a memorandum 
prepared by the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance relative to the importation 
of said shells. 

“Very respectfully, 
“H. A. HERBERT, 
“* Secretary of the Navy. 

“Hon. WILLIAM L. WILSON, 

“Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, 
“House of Representatives.” 


* Memorandum af projectiles pee abroad and referredto in the annual 
estimates of the Bureau of Ordnance for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1895. 


“Ninety-six 10-inch Firth armor-plercing shell, valued at #16,880.08, from 
Liverpool, per steamships Majestic and Arizona, and placed in bond at the 
navy-yard, New York, = permission of the Treasury Department. 

‘* Letter of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to the Navy Department, 
dated February 12, 1892. 

** Sixty 12-inch Holster armor- noe shell, valued at $23,597.38, from Havre, 
a steamship La Bretagne, and placed in bond at thenavy-yard, New York, 

y permission of the Treasury Department. 

“Letter of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment, dated Ju y, 26, 1892. 

“Two hundred 6-inch Holster armor-piercing shell, and two hundred 8-inch 
Holster armor-piercing shell, valued at $382,629.75, from Havre = steamship 
La Touraine, and placed in bond at the navy-yard, New York, by permission 
of the Treasury Department. 

‘Letter of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment, dated June 29, 1892. 

* ive hundred and fifty 10-inch Hadfield common shell, valued at $37,663.20, 
from Liverpool, 300 per steamship Nomadic and 250 per steamshi Runic, 
and placed in bond at the navy-yard, New York, by permission of the’'Treas- 
ury Department, 

“ Letters of the honorable Secretary of the Treasury to the Navy Depart- 
ment, dated November 8, 1892, and November 28, 1892."’ 

The amount involved is 843.500. 

To require the payment of these duties by an apprepriation would result 
in unavoidable and unnecessary delay, to the embarrassment of the Navy 
Department, and would be so entirely a matter of bookkeeping on the part 
of the Government, profiting nothing, that ur committee, believing the 
adoption of the resolution would relieve thesituation, therefore recommend 
its passage, 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [wish to ask my colleague 
a question. What amount of tax is remitted by this joint reso- 
lution? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. About $43,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Another question. By 
whom is this duty paid, by the foreigner or by the consumer? 

Mr. McMI[ILLIN. I suppose by the consumer. That is my 
a of it. There may be some difference of opinion on that, 

owever. 

Mr. REED. I am glad tosee that the gentleman from Ten- 
nesse®, the last one who has spoken, made the suggestion in re- 
sponse to his colleague that this we was paid by the consumer 
with something like bated breath. It looks like there might be 
some doubt in his mind on that point. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine need not fear 
that there is any doubt in my mind on that subject. 

Mr. REED. ‘That is so; ordinarily I would not. 


Mr. McMILLIN. If the taxes are not paid by the « 
it is the first occasion that has come to my knowledo, 
they have not been. ; ; 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman desir. 
this matter, I demand the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from Maine « 
heard I withdraw the demand for the previous questio: 

Mr.REED. I do not desire to make any special ren 
this, or offer any special opposition to it, because in 
it makes very little difference what is done in regard t, 
fact that the Government obtained these materials 
also accompanied by the further fact that they could : 
tained here, and thatis one reason whyT do not car 
larly to make any objection to this transaction. | 
ever, it had been putin another form, namely, thx 
outright appropriation of the $43,000 for the paymen 
ance due, beeause it seems, by inference at least, { 
ofthe land that when the Government imports an 
pay from one Department to another, so that unif 
maintained. 

Another difficulty that seemed likely to arise was | 
had many transactions of this sort—and I am told thatt 
some few others of the same kind—if we had enouch 
might bring our own people in unfair competition wi 
people about supplying the Government with the vario 
of this kind that might be needed. And whateve 
thought of the general principle of protection or f 
there is one thing the importance of which all must r 
that the people of the United States should be able t! 
within their own borders, to make the necessary mat 
wa’. 

I should have bsen glad, as I have said, if the bill hadt 
different shape. I shall not make opposition further 1 
mere statement, however. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The reason why it was not putin t! 
was, according to the judgment of the committee, th 
wholly useless for the Governmentof the United State 
appropriations out of the Treasury of the United Stat 
appropriated by the United States back to the Treasu 
United States. 

Mr. REED. It is just as simple as to remit the duties i 
case. It only requires an act of Congress in either case, and | 
$43,000, I forgot to mention, although I had it in my mi 
time, will not appear in the appropriation bills, and as th: 
been some very ‘‘ wicked appropriations” in the last two 
gresses at least—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not in the last two; only in the Fifty; 

Mr. REED. Ob! only wicked in the Fifty-first? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes. 

Mr. REED. I suppose there was no occasion [or any wic! 
ness in the Fifty-second? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; we were left alegacy 
Congress, and had to make provision to meet 
posed on by the legislation of the Fifty-first. 

Mr. REED. ‘Well, you were very easily imposed upon. 
had control of it, and you made bigger appropriations th 
ever did, and you have been going around the country e 
making excuses for it. Youhad better have had smaller 
priations, and then perhaps you would have needed f: 
cuses, 

Mr. DOCKERY. One hundred and fifty-four million 
of the appropriations of the Fifty-second Congress were c: 
by the legislation of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. REED. Yes; “entailed!” You were children in s5¥ 
dling clothes! Things are ‘‘ entailed” upon you all tho | 
You are going about the country from one end to the other t 
ing about what has been entailed upon you. Whydoy 
something yourselves? [Laughter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will say in reply to the suggestion of | 

entleman from Maine [Mr. REED] that I trust, with the 1! 
Seeneratio and the Senate Democratic, we will be able : 
session or at the regular session of Congress to repeal s 
the legislation that has imposed these extraordinary taxes 
the people. 

Mr. D. ‘You have not done very much repealing up 
day. Cee on the Republican side.] 

ie. OCKERY. We have had no opportunity heretofo 

Mr. REED. Noopportunity! You oe had three m 
What do you call an opportunity? You have had the Hou~ 
Senate, and the President partially. [Laughter.} Why i! 
world do you not do something? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker—— : 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of this joint resolution. ‘ 

Mr. REED. TI hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock: 
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gry] will be indulged in his remarks. He is helping us. 
[Laughter. | : ; 
DOCKERY. I want to say that during this extra session 
ort has been made, and is now being made, to repeal a part 
of the odious legislation enacted by the lifty-first Congress. 
Mr. REED. I notice that the gentleman from Missouri | 
DocKkERY] did not participate in that effort to repeal. {L 
ter. 
Mr. DOCKERY. 


an © 
Mr. 


ug h- 


The gent tlemen from Missouri did, and de 
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sires to rep al that law. with conditions that will be just to all 
sections of the country. 
r, REED Ex: ictly. That is what some of our cood peopie 
always want _righte ousness with conditions. [Laughter.] 
Mr. McMILL IN. Mr. Speaker, I am glad tosee that the gen- 


tlem an from Maine [Mr. REED] ac eee the wicke iness of 
: of the appropriations which he had a considerable part in 
imposing upon the country. I demand the prev ious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read : 
third time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. 
vote was laid on the 


m 
BOM 


McMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the last 
table. 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRU 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
The Clerk reads as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 139) te estal 
out the United States 


PTCY. 
the special order. 
lish a uniform system of bankruptcy through- 

On motion of Mr. OATES, 
Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill, with Mr. OUTHWAITE in the 
chair 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Chairman, the principal difficulty 
in obtaining a fair discussion of any bankruptact, whatever may 
be its provisions, arises largely out of the prejudices created 
from abuses under the law of 1867. 

These prejudices unfortunately have so effectually taken root 
in the minds of manymembers that the bill under consideration 
or any other bill that might be intreduced will be met with pre- 
judgment by many and a determination to resist any legislation 
on the subject, for fear that like results may follow any enact- 
ment on the subject. 

Should there be any legislation on this subject of any kind at 
any time? Lf so, this Congress should feel able to act upon the 
question and meet it as one worthy of fair, candid, and consid- 
erate action. Are we unable to deal with the question? 
we to feel ti 
ture occupy our places? Some say there is no necessity for it 
now, and ‘therefore oppose action, choosing to wait until some 
great emergency may demand it, until there are more bankrupts 
throughout th 
unt] debtors have shown themselves to be more dishonest. 
of the ars 
gener lly 

a¢ 


1 
{ 
a be 


Most 
ments against the present bill are based on grounds 

y opposed to all measures of the kind. Harsh epithets 
2n applied to the proposed measure and it has been de- 
nounced generally, but few have offered to substitute anything 
better. It is easy to criticise the work of another, but much 
more difficult to create ard substitute anything inits place. Peo- 
ple can be found who can criticise the Lord’s Prayer, but who 
never offered a better prayer. 

If a bankrupt actis needed, the members of this House should 
discuss the subject with a view of passing a bill that would 
accomplish what is desired under all bankrupt acts, as follows: 

The relief of all honest but unfortunate debtors from the 
burden of liabilities which they can not discharge, and allow 
them to commence business life anew. 

2. To prevent dishonest debtors from disposing of thei 
erty for the purpose of hindering, delaying, and defrauding their 
creditors. 

3. To distribute speedily and with reasonable expense the es- 
tate of the bankrupt between his creditors to whom in justice it 
belongs. 

I belicve this House has the ability to pass such alaw. If the 
proposed act is defective in any particular, let amendments be 
suggested and discussed with a view of perfecting a bill, but not 
blindly refase to act. 
rupt acts except our own. England has had for centuries, and 
it is conceded to be the greatest commercial nation of the world. 
They have gone on from time to time amending their bankr upt 
laws to meet the improved condition of the country and covering 
any defects which experience developed. Over two hundred 
amendatory acts have been passed. The fact that other nations 
have found bankrupt laws beneficial to the people and to the ad- 
vancement of commerce should have some weight with us. The 


the House resolved itself into the | 
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greatest statesmen of this couatry have time and again advocated 
the enactment of bankrupt acts. Clay, Webster, Hayne, Ben 
ton, and many other able statesmen in their time earnestly 
vocated such laws when the commercial traffic of t ntry 
was small compared with ou ‘esent position ommercia 
™™ rit 7 

; colleague {Mr. DALZELI s cited th \ D 

r, who so eloguently advocated tl sag I t law 
in 1840, and the gentleman from Alabama | M da 
to you from the works of Judge Story, vil he « ) 
ing of this celebrated jurist in favor of a unif« 8 Li 
ruptey. \lso an extract from the eloguent Speer 
Clay in the United States Senate in 1840, in favor of the 
of a uniform ystem of bankruptcy, and tl ey need ni 
cited. 

In 1827, when a bankrupt bill was under consideration in 1 
United States Senate, Mr. Hayne gave the reasons for the en 
actment of such a law in the most favorable terms, and I wi 
read an extract from it, as his reasoning is as pertinent and more 

pplicable to the situation to-day than when uttered by him on 
the floor of the Senate in 1827. 


His views certainly ought to have weight with some gentile 
men who are opposing this bill. He was one of the ablest men 
that ever sat in the United States Senate; one of the few who 
was the compeer of Daniel Webster, and who could meet him in 


that body. His views ought 


public debate onany question be 


ore 


certainly to have weight, because they cover the conditions as 
they exist to-day, and apply to the situation now with greater 
force than when these words were uttered by Mr. Hayne. It 


is character. 
Mr 
Con 


shows how great minds differ upon subjects of th 
In discussing a bill like this, or on the sam 
Hayne had laid down the doctrine that the framers of 


subject, after 


the 


| stitution imposed the obligation upon Congress to pass such 


law, he said: 

Under the existing system, if system it can be called, in addition to the va 
rious and contradictory laws which exist in every State in the Union on the 
subject of bankruptcy or tmmsolvency; in addition to the uncertainty and 
fluctuation which must always belong to any system on which twenty-tive 
independent Legislatures are. constantlyjacting, thereis one great absorbing 
evil universally felt and acknowledged. [| mean the preferences which, un 
der the laws 1 believe of every State of the Union, are permitted and sanc 
tioned. If one or two of the New England States should be supposed to cor 
stitute exceptions to the rule, it will be fownd on examination that they ar: 


not exceptions in fact. Though their laws do not expressly permit prefe 
| ences, yet creditors are suffered to acquire them by writs of domestic attaci 
ment, and these writs, though sometimes proceeding from the vigilance 
the creditor, very commonly owe their existence to hints given by the fai 
ing debtor to friendly creditors. 
in truth and in substance, therefore, the system of p reference 5, howe 
disguised, universally prevails throughout the United State To destr« 


Ought 
iat it should be postponed until abler men in the fu- | 


» country to avail themselves of its provisions, or | 


r. prop- | 





this is the first object of the bill, which provides in effect th: ut when a trade. 
is nnable to pay his creditors in full his estate shall be divided fairly and 








| ratably among them. One gentleman (Mr. Reed) has denied the justice of 
this provision and asks * whether a debt due to a usurer ought to stand on 
the samme footing with one due toa friend I answer that, according to 
the eternal laws of justice, all debts of equal decree must have an equal claim 
upon the debtor. Besides the right to prefer gives the privilege to cheat 
d in practice it will be found that the least meritorious creditors are those 
cremTie rete rred 
The pra il operation of such a system has a tendency to undermine the 
very foundations of credit, necessarily introduces overtracing, and opens a 
wide door to fraud. Ifthe credit of a nation be a partof its wealt the 
credit of Its merchants is one of the foundations of that credit, and of course 
of the wealth of the State. It is difficult to conceive how national credit ca 
be stable when the credit of those who held the capital of the country ha 
fixed and certain character. What isthe true basis of credit in an 
munity? The certainty thet engagements will be faithfully perfo 
And how can this be obtained without wise laws to enforce the paymen 
| debts promptly, justly, and equally, sofar as the means of the debtor 
|} tend? Credit, now, does not depend so much on the actual stoc ra : 
in t isposition of the trader to give a oe nd this will be it 
fluenced by anything rather than a sacred regard to justice 
The nu LeTOUus banks which exist everywhere in this country, added 
the right of giving preferences, create a fictitious credit and capital i 
produce the | most ¢normous overtrading, and exposes American commerce 
tot most alarming revulsions. In every commercial country this must 
alwa 6 the case im a greater or less degree. In England, the wealth of 
her traders, her skill in manufactures, science, and arts, and her in 
commercial marine. have pushed her trade to an extent almost beyond ca 
culation. Shesu 's, of course, the most renious revulsions. In th oul 


rn nation has bank- | 








try. we ought not for centuries to come to be 


exposed to these evi t I 


thing like the samo extent. 

But the enterprise of our citizens (brought with them to the rock at Phy 
mouth and the sands of the South) that has grown and strengthened under 
the influence of institutions which makes every man the architect h 
own fortunes supplies the place of capital. the banks furnish the means of 

ind the system of preferences enables the daring speculator to knov 





n nits in his enterprises but the aspirations of his own bosom. Hence it 
is that have suffered and are destined hereafter to suffer revulsions in 
trade, v 1 mustoverwkhelm the merchant, ruin the manufacturer, great 
affect the prosperity of the agriculturist and shake thts country to its cen 
te . wise and judicious bankrupt law, made wniform throughout the 
United States, would check this spirit of wild adventure, give stability t 
cre and introduce justice and prudence into commercial transactions 


{ er the © operation of existing laws creditors have no security whatever 
vr the co tion of their just demands. A careless debtor may suffer bis 
estate to go >to waste; a spendthrift may dissipate it, and one disposed to be 
hule nt may conceal or assign it to 


fra is friends. He has the privilege of 
selecting, and in general will select a few of his least meritorious creditors 
men who have ministered to his extravagance, or furnished him the means 
of ae sperate speculations, and bestow upon them the remnant of his fortune 
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while the creditors who gave him credit when his circumstances were pros- 
perous are constrained to witness such fraudulent conduct, and, what is 
worse, are condemned to endure it. By a species of easy casuistry a failin 
merchant persuades himself that he violates no obligation; nay, that he is 
giving himself new claims to the confidence of his fellow-citizens in prefer- 
ring those who have trusted him when in failing circumstances over those 
who had refused credit when he had ceased to deserve it. 

The former he considers as his debts of honor due to those generous 
friends who adhered to him in adversity, while he regards the latter as 
mere calculating men of business, whom it is nocrime to defraud. Strip 
the case, however, of the false garb in which itis disguised, and howstands 
the fact? The safe and solvent man of business has given credit to one 
whose circumstances, pursuits, and character justified confidence, whilst 
the speculator lent his aid to bolster up a fictitious credit, with the assur- 
ance that he should, at all events, be fully indemnified, no matter at whose 
expense or at what sacrifice of principle or honor. The one lent his aid in 
sustaining a credit which had a solid basis, while the other merely enabled 
the trader to ac ae fraud and deception on the world. This system of 

weferences obviously opens a wide door to the most fraudulent practices. 

t leaves creditors altogether atthe mercy of their debtors, whoare allowed 
to carve and cut up their estates and apportion them, not according to the 
nature and amount of their debts, but as their whims, friendships, enmities, 
or even their vices, may dictate. 

Tell me not, under such a system, of the rights of creditors. They have 
no rights who have no remedies to enforcethem. They have no possessions 
who have no legal guards to protect them from invasion. But while this 
system leaves creditors at the mercy of their debtors, there is another evil 
of a directly opposite character, which is too often experienced by honest 
and unfortunate debtors; for though some are the fraudulent, there are 
many unfortunate. it is one of the characteristics of the absurd and un- 
just system which now prevails, that it produces nothing but unmingled 
evil both to creditor and debtor and none but the fraudulent triumph. A 
truly honest insolvent debtor who gives no preferences, distributes his es- 
tate such as it is fairly and equally among all his creditors. He pays none 
in full, and consequentiy leaves the whole of them with claims unsatisfied, 
claims which he can not discharge and which hold himin chains for the re- 
mainder of his days. He is entitled to no discharge. State laws can not 
‘‘impair the obligation of contracts;’’ and, in some cases the person, and in 
all, the property of an insolvent debtor remains forever subject to his debts. 

Against this the fraudulent debtor may provide by reserving, as he is 
tempted to do, something for himself, or by securing the favor of his pre- 
ferred creditors, who are sometimes his secret trustees, and almost always 
feel themselves bound to protect and sustain him who has conferred these 
benefits upon them. But the honest debtor has no such peculiar claims on 
the favor of his creditors, and he is left, without assistance, to struggle 
against poverty, overwhelmed with difficulties absolutely insurmountable. 
Wecan hardly imagine a situation so well calculated to repress all exertion, 
and wear down the spirit of man as that of an unfortunate debtor, surrounded 
by hungry creditors, watching his movements with eagle eyes, aud ready to 
pounce down upon him and possess themselves of the first fruits of his toils, 
striving which shall be the first to discover, and the mostactive and unrelent- 
ing in seizing upon their prey. 

It is in vain toexpect that a debtor so situated ever will make open, manly, 
and honest exertions. He will either a his avocations by stealth, 
prowling about in secret places, and hide his gains from the world, or he 
will sink down in astate of absolute despair, content to eat the bread and 
drink the cup of dependence all the days of his life. He sinks from the con- 
dition of a@ man to the condition of a slave. He is a slave to friends, on 
whose favor he subsists and on whose smiles he lives. He is a slave to 
creditors, from whose frown he flies’ I would make such a man free. 


Mr. Chairman, could a stronger argument than this be made 
in favor of the passage of a bankrupt law at this time, and does 
not the argument apply now with much greater force than it did 
in 1827, in view of the fact that in the interval our commerce has 
more than trebled? I have cited this argument at length to 
show to gentlemen who are opposing the enactment of any bank- 
rupt law that they are not in accord with the great minds of the 
— on that subject, of the desirability of a uniform system of 
pankrupt laws. 

Most assuredly no one here will deny the ability of these great 
statesmen, or that their views on the subject is not entitled to 
weight. 

I take the position that the Constitution imposes on Congress 
the duty to pass some act on this subject. he powers of the 
Federal Government as conferred by the Constitution were in- 
tended for exercise and not merely for parade. It was intended 
by the framers of the Constitution to confer such powers on Con- 
gress as would, if actively exercised under the Government, be 
efficient for the advancement of the general welfare of all the 
people of all the States. There is an undoubted implication 
from the grant of the power to Congress to pass a bankrupt law 
that the power conferred should be called into action. 

The language conferring this power, the restriction against 
the exercise of it by the States, prohibiting them from enacting 
laws impairing the obligation of contracts, the objects to be at- 
tained by it all show that it was the intention of the grantors 
of this power that it should be exercised. There is, in my opin- 
ion, an obligation imposed upon Congress to legislate upon the 
subject. The Constitution affirms that it is desirable that some 
law should be passed by Congress establishing a uniform system 
of bankruptey throughout the United States. 

When the States yielded to the General Government the right 
to pass uniform laws of bankruptcy; when they consented to deny 
themselves the authority to pass laws impairing the obligation 
of contracts, did they anticipate that Congress would refuse to 
exercise the power conferred; would they have given up this 
power had they anticipated that it would never be called into ex- 
ercise. The framers of the Constitution knew the benefits of such 
laws which had long been in force in other comercial countries 
and deemed it a subject worthy of the consideration of Congress, 
80 that any law on the subject might be uniform. 
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Congress has passed laws on all other subjects concerning wh jo) 
itwas empowered to act, excepting this one. What woul. a 
condition of this country if Congress had in the same mann de 
clined to pass laws regulating the coining of money and t} 
thereof, uniform laws of naturalization, fixing the standard os 
weights and measures, or establishing post-offices and post 9 

All great statesmen in discussing the provisionsof for) 
have conceded that it was the duty of Congress to act on 
subject, and only differed as to the features of proposed 
lation. 

_ As to the expediency of passing an act on the subject, M 
ison says: 


The power of establishing uniform laws of bankruptcy is so inti; 
connected with the regulation of commerce and will prevent so man 
When the parties or their property may lie or be removeu to differe) 
that the expediency of it seems not likely to be drawn into quest 


This view of the expediency of such legislation has bewn 
and again affirmed by the greatest statesmen of our coun 
almost a century. 

We are met in the discussion of this act by the declaratio; 
some that it is not expedient at this time, that there is no eyiy 
necessity for it; by others that any legislation on the subjec; 
would be unwise at any time, because other acts hereto 
passed have proved defective and unsatisfactory, and hay 
repealed after short periods of trial. 

Three acts have been passed and in course of time repealed 
The act of 1800 was considered too favorable to the creditor 
imposed severe penalties on bankrupts. The failure of 
arose from the inherent defects in the act; the want of abilit 
in the officers designated to carry it into execution. The coun- 
try was in its infancy, our commerce was restricted, and 
enacted and repealed in times when party spirit was at its hig 
est. It was repealed without an effort to amend its ad 
defects. Since that time numerous efforts have been m 
enact another. In 1827 a bill was abiy discussed in the 
but was considered in the House to be as much too fayorab! 
to the debtor as the act of 1800 was partial to the creditor. 

In 1841 an act was passed hastily to relieve those who had suf- 
fered from the panic of 1837. The act of 1867 was passed just 
after the close of a war which had wrecked the fortunes and 
prospects of thousands of persons who had formerly been suc- 
cessfui manufacturers and traders. The act was designed prin- 
cipally to lift from these people burdens they could not carry, 
and to enable them to start business again and contribute their 
energy and experience toward the general welfare of the people 
It was defective because of the times in which it was enacted 
and the little consideration its provisions received. It proved 
to be cumbersome, tedious. and expensive, and for these reasons 
the subject of abuse. Although it proved a great benefit to the 
whole country in the relief it afforded to thousands of honest 
debtors who had failed through misfortune, yet the fact that a 
few cases in almost every district showed that its provisions 
could be abused led to its repeal after eleven years’ experience. 

All these acts were emergency laws passed hastily, and some 
of them did not and could not be expected to contain the safe- 
guards necessary to prevent abuses. It has been freely stated 
that there is no demand for the passage of an act at this time, 
nor any necessity for such law. Je have been without a bank- 
rupt act for fifteen years. For the last eight or ten years there 
has been acontinuous and persistent demand for this legis|ation 
from the merchants, the manufacturers, and honest insol vents of 
every State. Petitions have been sent to Congress from boards 
of trade, mercantile and industrial associations, and men of mis- 
cellaneous occupations all over the country. For the last ten 
years legislation of this character looking to the passage of 4 

rmanent bankrupt law has been under consideration by the 

Iouse of Representatives and in its Judiciary Committee and in 
the Senate. 

The ablest men throughout the country have given it their 
attention, and have rendered valuable aid by making sugges- 
tions covering almost every provision of the bill. The great 
volume of the business of this country is transacted upon credit. 
Although theamountof money per capita to-day is twice as much 
as it was in 1860, it is not a tithe of what would be necessary to 
carry on the commercial transactions of the country if all business 
were conducted on a cash basis. No financier could accurate!ly 
calculate the amount that would be required. Mr. Albert ©. 
Stephens, editor of Bradstreet’s, in a recent article in the 
Forum, says that 95 to 98 per cent of the wholesale business of 
the country is carried on by credit. a 

In a great manufacturing and commercial country the credlt 
system is absolutely necessary. Every time an article of trade 
or commerce is sold by one and purchased by another, and not 
paid for in cash, a debtor and creditor are created, and some 
times more. All credit is based on confidence. The loss of con- 
fidence in any community is the destruction of all credit. The 
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pass: age at this time of a judicious bankrupt law will go far tow: urd 
restoring confidence and strengthening credit. The creditor 
would not be obliged to watch both debtor and his associate 
creditors. He would feel assured that he stood on the same 
footing of every other creditor, and in case of misfortune would 
rece ive his share with the rest. 

The true basis of credit is the certainty that all contracts will 
b ‘honestly performed. How can this be exacted except through 

laws to compel the payment of debts promptly, equally yand 
justly to the extent of the debtor’s means? 

The bus iness stagnation that now perv: ides this country hasits 
foundation in a want of confidence. 
resulted largely from the failure of debtors to meet their obliga- 
tions. The ‘insuffi ciency of the laws to protect all creditorsalike 
in such times ends all credit. 

From a table carefully compiled from the Bureau of Statistics 
| find that for the years 1879 to 1891, inclusive, there were 118,- 
711 failures in the United States, with liabilities to the amount 
of $1,804,537,732. Ifthe years 1892 andten months of 1893 could 
be ascertained these figures would be enormously increased. I 
find for the same years there were 10,767 failures in Pe nnsylva- 
nia, with liabilities $176,212,624. In New York 14,987 failures, 
with liabiliiies $460,102,688; and in other States correspond- 
ingly. 

Table of failures for each of the States and Territories. 


The number of commercial failuresand the aggregate liabilities in dollars 
of those who have failed from 1879 to 1891 inclusive, for each of the States 
and Territories, together with the totals for allof the States and Territories, 
are shown as follows: 


Number 











This want of confidence has | 
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Table of failures in Penns rnia—Continued 
Numb N ibe Per cent 
Years f ngawed ir Lia 
fail isiness ‘ Y 
1886 .... RS? 1 , AOR 77 aS ? Is] 
SEY case bdlat ‘ 934 8 1.12 8, 192 
1888 ? OO4 109, 699 av i as 
1889 a ae 1, 071 87 1.23 4, 340 
1800 __. . 1, 161 114, 804 1. 01 », 465 
1891 ; ae 1, 283 117, 638 1. 09 37 
Totals ' ean eal 10, 767 2 - 6 », G24 
Table of failures in New York 
Number Number | Per cent 
Years. of engaged in of Liat es 
failures. | business. | failures. 
1879 — | 1, 304 109, 459 1.19 8 
1880 . ” pinatea, eile dr cen Semaine 876 114, u96 | 76 
1881 seidietties ébdteiane 817 116, 441 70 19 
1882 i e ante 8Y9 118, 980 76 . 
1883 a fe ioe ee 124, 354 | 91 
1884 siaatitaciaial . ool 1,424 130, 180 | 1.09 ga 
1885 nainniein inte 1, 183 132, 902 x9 
1886 | 1, 149 136, 568 | S4 265, 755 
1887 | 1, 069 141, 177 75 19. 114, 730 
_ 3a ee | 1,289 145, 481 | 88 | 25, 004, 840 
1889 ; ETS 1,174 147 766 | 79 | 25, 846, 613 
| 1890 : os ; 1, 324 149, 168 | 88 | 2. 521. 126 
hn ke eth acme 1, 349 148, 948 v1 33. 991. 960 
Totals 14, 987 del 460, 102, 688 


? 


Do not these figures show the necessity of some legislation on 

In my opinion, a wise and judicious bankrupt act passed at this 
time would do more to restore confidence, to start the wheels of 
our factories, and give an impetus to commerce and traffic and 
to rekindle the fires of ambition in the breasts of in- 
solvents than any other act Congress could pass. I regard it as 
the most important legislation before this Congress. | 
it should claim our earnest and careful consideration, 


hone 


believe 
and that 


any law we pass should avoid the defects in previous acts, and 
should be intended to remain permanent on the statute books 


In my opinion the difficulty in obtaining loins in many of the 


States and the high prevailing rates of interest are largely owing 
to the attachment and insolvent laws of these States and their 


liberal exemption laws. A resonable and judicious bankrupt 


law placing’ all creditors of the same class on an equal footing 


| and preventing unjust preferences, would have the effect of en 


| couraging outside capital to secure 


States and Territories of failures, | Ttabilities. 
cians a iliinnnalinanls 

I 6 046s ondadebubbtsbovenebuensdencenees 1, 378 $19, 512, 307 
Arkansas ee ' 1, 486 13, 314, 580 
CS aninnendconadencwes inte amsiutiibastibied a 6, 799 | 75, 505, 160 
Colorado ...... oe cana cere nse 1, 682 | 13, 621,017 
Connecticut 1,910 | , 161 
Dakota (North ‘and South 901 | 77d 
ID. i: diene nite dstpacete idee vcexdsedius , 585 
IIIs dais <cstntnichiiialiael simile Ganaitn dnl a ocd eae | 424 
GT indcnnchencnnntaiaseee | , 287 
OS ae eee | , 808 
DEED uikncietr can decoearees en | 2, 706 
ce dnccat beasts lias chastnis vaatice seiintibaibd | , 143 
Kansas ibepaegyenen ieaneees vengetiot 2 | ), 208 
ii enti a till ite a 259 
Louisiana 343, 466 
a Nica came ks Kiaatenthabbeaiesbediolin 708, 747 
Se tien nieebedgces ‘ a abba : | 27, 823, 013 
Massachusetts | 155 559, 636 
htt ie vickccinhbeetaban cnee ones ahs eesen 3 
DN, ernsethimmeentos ome ans 
IED ated des pce gasimighac eugGbeuseeue ast 
Missouri . icinknipcutichicnais tuutiet ‘ 50, ¢ 
I cle oi hide oe emnntiniieen 3, 987 
EL (uth tchikscinté cswddie gubionnea ane | 2,82 
INE chine. El nines aniigt ugh eiipeene seed adbes | 2, 761, 700 
New Hampshire ’ ws 4, 992, 451 
New Jersey err ‘ cihbante 25, 605, 686 | 
New York ‘ 460. 102, 688 
rere Stolina .......:-..< ‘ » 706 | 13, 404, 101 

CN nc cede deine cuts genase peas embinetithinn »s 88, 108, 608 
Or egon AgdCe 0bne eh eorgasseceuneeuesénns cenequewees 1, 37: 8, 725, 307 
Pennsylvania. ss bi ent sled aelipdilitadechtadl wail 5 176, 212, 624 
a 0: 36, 313, 076 | 
I a oa lh ta cialis ale 12, 360, 987 | 
tin a Ginnie mci iedanuntskenagieiets ead 20, 397,982 | 
SE cehetatnons< oweind - ones Sth Unieatin leis a willed | : 51, 881, 153 
Ve benbibendcnsen seas cons penedn tedntddnets ante | 9, 504, 708 | 
itiidune'ecnacese<os« : sdebdlihethiedittenvaall 24, 934, 521 
Washington _.... ‘tat ocvanuplabnwenaistineieddtnliin oats | 9, 061, 173 
West Virginia ................- sie digs acoclkteictbtentta 5, 032, 991 
th dctcmanedor ubecbedatdedping enesdaacahas 28, 817, 883 
at nds wen nabendensentsosceduahenteunn | 
Re iiindc nnd’ an dace otabawadendhen 
District of C olumbia . iceecnduaidnoe . 
Rien ctieeks a an eae he : 
Indian Territory..........-.-.-..----- pa hoatinenbunie 1,576 17, 344, 698 
I las ai ollie 
Oklahoma............. ho bineilne ceeb ane é ee 
a ee 
te i itis cian seusinadmednieens Sak wns J 

i te ead 118,711 | 1,804, 537, 732 
Table of failures in Pennsylvania, 
'Number| Number | Percent 
Years. of engaged in of Liabilities. 
failures.| business. | failures. 
| 
| 

ee a 711 | 81, 683 | 87 | 811, 328,765 
ee rind in cemhe veokus | 422 | 82, 552 | 51 6, 785, 724 
Rid a kd ic ce aitav sdecws 384 | 83, 362 46 6, 195, 309 
ee iis a scteneues 540 | 86, 801 | . 62 9, 661, 702 | 
EE a i 705 | 92, 409 | 76 13, 571, 420 
ER ee ies bond dene 878 99, 884 | . 88 19, 282, 165 
Sc titiindeedunienee 952 78, 959 1. 20 12, 856, 106 


investments in such St 
and greatly benefit manufacturers and traders in obtaining | 
imate credit to carry on business. 

It has been stated that this legislation was to benefit the rich 
and oppress the poor. This statement is not true. Who com- 
pose the great army of debtors and creditors? They both belong 
to the same class of people. Whoare the men who have built 
up the commercial business of this country? Not the million- 
aire, not the man who has inherited his fortune or obtained it 
by alliance, not the man whospends his time at Newport playing 
polo or clipping coupons. It takes but a small amount of brains 
to bea legatee or devisee, and less to inherit under intestate laws. 
It isthe great body of energetic, active men in all branches of ac- 
tive business; men who have by years of toil and honest fair deal- 
ing with their fellow-men inspired their confidence and shown 
themselves worthy of credit; men who are willing to emp!vy not 
only their means, but their credit in great manufacturing and com- 
mercial enterprises—these are the men who have made this 
country These are the men that 


ates 


git- 


amarvelin the eyesof the world. 
keep the spindle humming and the wheels of the factor y going. 
These are the men who furnish employment for the laborer and 
furnish bread for his family. At this time there are more than 
likely 150,000 of such men chained down by burdens they never 
can lift without relief from Congress. ; 

Yet gentlemen who are opposing this bill say, 
for the p creating prejudice against it 
those who do not care to take the pains toexamine its provisions 
to rejectit—those gentlemen say thatif enacted into law it would 
be a law ag: 1inst the debtor and against the poor man. One gen- 
tleman opposing this bill even said that it would be tothe preju 
dice of the farming interest _Evide ntly he had never read it, 
because if he had he would have ascertained that it does not ap- 
ply to the farmer at all inits involuntary provisions. It gives the 
farmer the privilege of taking advantage of its voluntary pro- 
visions, if he chooses, but the involuntary provisions of the bill 
apply neither to the farmer nor to the wage worker. 


it seems to me 


irpose of and inducing 
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Mr. Chairman, I have the honor to be a member of the Judi- 
oiary Committee. I had the honor to be a member of that com- 
mittee in the Fifty-second Congress; I do not know that I would 
have discussed at this time the provisions of this bill in detail 
at all but for the denunciations that have been heaped upon it 
ani the announcement of the general principle that no law is 
needed upon this subject or should be passed. This bill has 
been denounced as iniquitous, it has been called pernicious, it 
has been called tyrannous; all the invectives that gentlemen 
could command have been hurled against it. 

For this reason, sir,I feel that in justice to that committee, in 
coer to myself asa member of that committee and one who 
1as had something to do with endeavoring fairly and faithfully 
to secure the passage of a just and fair bill of this kind, I ought 
to say something in reply to these wholesale denunciations, and 
to give some explanation of some of the provisions of this bill. 

Perhaps there are 150,000 unfortunate people in the United 
States who have failed through misfortune, who extended their 
credit too far, who have met with reverses in their business en- 
terprises which no human foresight could have prevented, men 
who have been stricken down by financial revulsions that have 
swept the country like a tornado. 

Will you refuse to grant these people relief? 

Will you withhold from the country the benefits of the energy 
and experience of these people? 

Will you stubbornly refuse to pass any bill because you object 
to some of the minor provisions of the one offered? 

Will you not help try to pass some reasonable act of relief for 
the people? 

Is it right or manly to refuse to recognize the demands of the 
people for the enactment of some just law on the subject—not 
even attempt it? 

I am satisfied that the greater partof the opposition which has 
developed against the bill bas arisen from not carefully reading 
and understanding its provisions. 

[t is a lengthy bill, covering a very important subject and can 
not be understood by a casual reading of its provisions. 

One of my colleagues from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY], who 
opposed this bill, applied some very severe epithets to it; and 
if he is correet in his denunciation of the measure, the members 
of the Judiciary Committee who participated in considering and 
amending the bill, or im allowing it to come out of the commit- 
tee, were every one of them guilty at least of laches; for a bill 





I wish to refer to this act of 1842 and put it upon th 
for the benefit of my colleague and some others who hy» 
opposing this bill and applying harsh language to it, an 
ing broadcast the charge that this bill is pernicious and 
tous in its provisions, that it is hard upon the debtor a; 
upon the creditor. To such gentlemen I want to say 
are acts on the statute books of every State of this Un 
are severe and hard upon the debtor and unjust to the . 
and that under the provision of this proposed law the j 
of both classes will be protected according to the rules of 
It wouid be well to read up the statute of our own Stat 
indulging in wholesale denunciation of proposed legisla: 
without sufficiently understanding it. The Pennsylya: 
refer to has been a law on the subject of fraudulent de 
over a halfcentury. It is as follows: 


53. In all cases where, by the precedin g provisions of this act, a 
suit can not be arrested or imprisoned, it shall be lawful for the 
shall have commenced a suit, or obtained a judgmentin any cour 
to apply to any judge of the court in which the suit shall have been 
for a Warrant to arrest the party against whom the suit sha! 
commenced or the judgment shall have been obtained, whereu; 
jua shall require of the said party satisfactory evidence, eit 
affidavit of the party making such application, or some other pe: 
sons, that there is a debt or demand due to the party making su 
tion from the other Pe in the suit or judgment, in which aff 
nature and amount of the indebtedness shall be set forth as near a 

54. If the domand set forth in the affidavit be such that the party 
according to the provisions of this act, be arrested, and if the aff 
establish to the satisfaction of the judge one or more of the fol! 
ticulars, to wit: 

That the party is about to remove any of his property out of the 
tion of the court in which such suit is brought with intent tod 
creditors; 

Or, that he has property which he fraudulently conceals; 

Or, that he has rights in action, orsome interestin any public or: 
steck, money, or evidence of debt, which he unjustly refuses to a; 
ae of any such judgment or judgments which snall hay 

ered against him, belonging to the complainant; 

Or, thathe has assigned, removed or disposed of, or is about to d 
Ss his property with the intent to defraud his creditors. 

, that he frandulently contracted the debt or incurred the obligat 
specting which suit is brought. 

It shall be the duty of the said judge to issue a warrant of arr: 
form following, to wit: 

655. County, ss: The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania: Tot! 
orany constable of County, greeting: Whereas complaint has t 
been made before me, on the oath (or affirmation, as the case may 
(here insert the name of the party making the affidavit), setting forth 
briefly set forth the complaint). These are therefore to comman 
arrest the said 
at my office in (here insert the residence of the judge) without dela 
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and bring him (or them, as the case may be) bef re n 


to be 


. ° : dealt with according tolaw. And have you there also this precept 
such as the gentleman’s denunciations would show this bill to Witness my ok an , this — a of : caren Sedae 
be should never have been brought into this House. I beg Pg warrant shail we accompanied by mwovnr ot oli emdavite rese 
‘ 3 atc. e judge upon which the warrantis issued, which shall be certified by : 
leave, however, to differ from the entleman. He star ted out ~y and shall be delivered to the party at the time of serving the warra 
by saying that he was no lawyer; that he was not acquainted | by the officer serving the same 
with the forms or the phrases used by lawyers. ° 86. The officer to whom such warrant shall be delivered shall execute + 
Now, if he had waited till he came to the end of his speech, | hom ‘afore the fudge issuing tae warrant, and shall keep live in us. 7 
he need not have made that assertion, because anyone could until he shall be duly discharged or committed as hereinafter provided. 
have understood from the speech that such was the fact. Let 8. Of the proceedings after serving of the warrant. 


o ‘ 7 ; : . 67. On the appearance of the person so arrested before the judge, he may 
us see what he says about this bill, and as he comes from Penn controvert any of the facts and cirewmstances on which such warrant issue! 


sylvania, I feel it my duty to correct him, and jo show him that | and may, at his option, verify his allegations by his afidavit; and in case of his 
there is on the statute books of Pennsylvania a pernicious law | so verifying the same, the complainant may examine him on oath, touc! 


i i any fact or circumstances material to the inquiry, and the answers on 
against which his abuse might be ae opriately directed on the ings Soneniueiion shall be reduced to writing; and subscribed by him and 
same subject. I refer to the old breadactof 1842. My colleague | the officer conducting such inquiry shall also receiye such other proof as the 
said: parties may offer, either at the time of such first appearance or at such 

other times as such hearing shall be adjourned to; and in case of an ad 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a very few words on this bankruptey bill. I journment, the judge may take a bund, with or without surety, for the ap 
eo not speak asan attorney, for Lam not familiar with the law or its forms. | pearance of the party arrested at the adjourned hearing. 
ut I wish to speak as one who has had extensive business interests in a 58. The judge conducting such inquiry shall have the same powers | 
number of different States of the Union. I have read the bill through care- | subpena to enforce the attendance of witnesses, and to punish wi 
fully; and if I understand the effect of its terms and phrases it should, in- | refusing to testify, as is vested inthe court of which he is a judge 
stead of being called a perenne bill, be entitled more properly ‘A bill to 59. If such judge is satisfied that the allegations of the complainant are 
divest all debtors of hope for the future, and to prevent any debtor who may | substantiated, and that the party arrested has done, or is about to do. any 
suffer from some porery embarrassment from ever securing his financial free- | one of the acts specified in the third section of this act, he shall issne 1 
dom.” Why, Mr. Chairman, up in Pennsylvania—I say it with no disre- | mitment, under his hand, reciting the facts of the case, and directi 
spect—when We wish to perpetrate such an act as this bill seeks to per such party be committed to the jail of the county in which such he: 
trate, we take a jimmy and adark lantern, and we never proceed in the light | had, to be there detained until he shall be discharged by law, and such | 
of day; we take the small hours of the morning to get away with a scheme | shall be committed and detained accordin ly. 
like this. 60. Such commitment shall not be granted if the defendant shall pay the ( 
or demand claimed, with cost of suit, and of the proceedings against him 


Yow mag i: ve security to the satisfaction of the judge before whom the hearings 
oe, ee only . tn which [ evalé 3 ime my friond from had; that thedebtor demand, with thecostof suit, and proceedings »; 


Pennsylvania could ever use his ‘‘ jimmy ” and his ‘dark lantern him shall be paid, with interest, within sixty days, if the demand be |! 
would be in trying to effect an entrance into some prison or jail | ment, and the length of time for stay of exeeution given by law on (e's 
in order to release from imprisonment some debtor incarcerated | Uke amount has expired, and, if the said length of time has not elaps«! 
there under the present laws of our State. He does not know, | Sat thesame stall be paid at the expiration of that time, if that 1.) 
perhaps, that throughout the State of Pennsylvania there are | the same shall be paid within sixty days from the time of giving the saine 
men imprisoned to-day waiting the time when they can be dis- | If the demand be not in judgment at the time of giving sai surety, the d y 
charged by going upon the stand and swearing 33 10 What (aegis dobibeons tho eo 
are worth and where their property is or give bond that they of Judgment. . 
take the benefit of the insolvent laws mat turn over everything aoe i cemetemens aan not ee proptes no pee eo ae 
they have to some assignee, without a discharge from their | [OoGout ordemeniclaimed. with sureties as eball be approved by such 
debis, before they can get.out of prison. judge, conditioned that he will not move any property which he then has 
I want to read for the benefit of my colleague the act under | out of the jurisdiction of the court in which suit is ht with the intent 
of to defraud any of his creditors, and that he will not . sell, convey, OF 
which this can be done in the State of Pennsylvania, where it is of any of his property with such intent, or with a view to xive 4 
done frequentl i and when he has heard this act read, and oe tor for any debt antecedent to such assignment. sale, 
its provisions with those of this pro bankrupt law, 
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conveyance, or disposition, until the demand of the complainant, with © a 
he does not that our nt law is “ uitous” and that shall be satisfied, er until thirty days after final judgment shall be rendere 


: im the suit bi tfortherecovery of such demand: Provided, however, That 
this bill is a fair measure, I will be greatly surprised. this section shall apply only to cases Where the only fraudulent design esta 
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,inst the party arrested is [that he is about to remove any of his 
yf the jurisdiction of the court in which suit is brought with 


agi 

















f aud his creditors. 

: h commitment shall not be granted if the person arrested shall 
toa bend to the complainant, in the penalty and with the securtl- 
d in the preceding section, conditioned that he will, within 
apply by petition to the court of common pleas of the county 
» thereof, i e court shall not. within that time be in session, !or 
of the insolvent laws of this Commonwealth, and that. he will 
w | the requisitions of said law and abide all orders of the said 

that behalf; or in default thereof, andif he fail in obtaining his 
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.as an insolvent debtor that he shall, on the day of his so failing, sur 














r himself to the jail of said county. 
Any endant committed agreea to the eighth section of tl 
emmain in custody until a final judgment shall have been rendered in 
vor in the suit prosecuted by the creditor at whose instance he shall 
on committed, or until he shall have assigned his property and « 
his discharge as provided in the subseque aattinms of tite ack: | 
rson may, at any time, be discharged by ¥ Judge of the count 
ing the debt or demand claimed and costs, or by giving the sec 
yayment thereof, as provided in the ninth section of this act, or on 
iting either of the bonds mentioned in the tenth and venth sec 


f this act Purdon, pare 64 et seq. 





nvite my friend to carefully consider the provisions of this 
Pennsylvania statute and compare them with the proposed bank- 
rupt bill and see whether the poor debtor would not be greatly 

enefited in Pennsylvania by the passage of this bill. 
[ can cite an attachment act of the State of Texas which is in- 


deed ‘* vicious and pernicious,” I can cite similar acts-of many 
other States equally hard on the poordebtor.. Laffirm, that with 
the exception of one or two States, the States of this: Union gen- 
erally have upon their statute books domestic attachment laws 
with reference to insolvency which in their provisions are harsh 

th respect to debtors and inequitable with respect to credit- 


Our proposition is to enact a law with reference to debtors 


become bankrupts and their creditors, which will neither 

» harsh to the one or inequitable to the other, but just to both 

of them. I could refer to a statute in the State of Texas which 
is harsh on the debtor and unjust to creditors. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand the gentleman to say that he 

can find in the statutes-of Texas harsher remedies in their ap- 


plication to the debtor than are provided for in this bill. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. I donot understand distinctly what th 
gentleman is saying. 

Mr. KILGORE. Lunderstand the gentleman tosay that there 
are on the statute books of nearly all the States harsher remedies 
against the debtor than are provided in the pending bill, and 
that Texas hus statutes of that kind.. I wish to say that Texas 
has provisions for attachments; but they state the ground of the 
proceeding; the ground must be sworn to, and the creditor must 
give a bond for the protectionof the debtor in the event that he 
resorts to this harsh remedy without proper cause. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Ido not wish to be interrupted at this 
time: but when the proper time comes I will read this statute 
of tae State of Texas, and will male good my statements. 

Mr. KILGORE. I merely wanted to say that we require a 
purty to give bond before he can institute such w proceeding 
der our statute. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That is true; but the statute allows a 
local creditor of the State of Texas to issue an attachment 
against the property of his debtor, who may be his friend, on a 
debt that is not due. 

Mr. KILGORE. Thatis true. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, What hope has the creditor im another 
State under a law of that kind, where a creditor within the State 
can sue ona debt that is notdue, and take away property bolong- 
ing, perhaps, to the creditor in another State—property which 
may lie in the store in bulk as received from that creditor? 

Mr. KILGORE. That is true, but he can not get a judement 
on his debt until it is due. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. No, but he has got the property, and af- 
ter the property is gone what remains for any other creditor? 
This bill does not give the creditorsa right to have the property 
of the debter seized before the adjudication until a bond has been 
given, 

Now, I suppose my friend Mr. StBLEY was not aware when he 
used this harsh language against thispending measure,thatit had 
received the indorsementof the Dauphin County Farmers’ Alli- 
ance and Industrial Union, and that it will in every respect pro- 
mote the best interests: of the grangers and the people whom he 
specially represents and poses for in this House. For the pur- 
pose of informing him, I read’ from the resolutions that were 
re at Harrisburg on the 26th day of January, 1893, by this 

dy: 






un- 


DAUPHIN .CoUNTY FARMERS’ ALLIANOH AND INDUSTRIAL UNION, 
Harrisburg, Pa.. January 26, 1893. 
Ata meeting ofthe Dauphin County Parmers' Alliance and Industrial 


Lan on the above date, there was unanimously passed resolutions as fol- 


“Whereas the Constitution of the United States provides for a national 
bankrupt law; and 


‘Whereas there is now no such law, notwithstanding one is required which 
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he 3 bee lity of fraudulent acts, or has become ins al 
pa uc! 8 as have been liquidated. Proceedings cru 
no s prosecuted with effect against a man who was iy 
oT “ int. or Liable on a contract 
[In all casés there will be a fair trial, an 1e defendant may : 
if he desires, to determine the facts in the case 
\ bankrupt, who isin general terms an honest Man, and has sur 
hi roperty, over and above the exemptions allowed by his : 
recditors for pro rata distribution to ose of the same class, will rr : 
di arge. 
tof ukruptey proceedings are very small; that is, as compared 
vith other proceedings. There is a small filing fee to be paid in each ca 


but it will not be required from 4 voluntary bankrupt who does not ha 
an n not procure, the money with which to pay the amount 

, , Under the provisions of this bill, will not be permitted to tak 
tage of one another, as they now do, by securing preferences t 



























ry or by attachment, but will be required in all cases to take 

t nent their pro rata part of the estate 

lhe bill in all of it#devails is a fair measure, and is of uniform applicati 
nd hence designed to do great good in the best inte tsof honest p 
ina parts of the country 

Every Populist in the House, and every member in sympathy with t 
jects of the Nutional Farmers’ Ailiance and Industrial Union, is i 
pathy with this measure. Thisfact is signiticant, and isevidence that i 
be found to bea ymmpanion piece to allof the reforms which the ut 
ad cates The National # onusl, 

Che president and the members of the executive committee of 
the National Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial Union have alle 
pressed intelligent and well-considered opinions as to this bil 
One-of these gentlemen, Col. H.C. Demming is, I am glad to 

a prominent and influential citizen of my State. I will rea 

1 article from the Evening News of this city con ting int 
\ swith these gentlemen, as follows: 

SANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION—VIBWS OF PROMINENT ALLIANCE MEN « H 
QUI fHw SENTIMENT STRONGLY IN FAVOR OF A NATIONAI ‘ 
LUPTCY LAW—THE TORREY BILL WOULD PROVE A BLESSING 1 
p 
Your correspondent to-day called upon the executive com? 

Bs ers’ Ailiance and Industria! Union, now in session in this ci to 

ce in the views of the members on the subject of national ban I 

leg ition, with results as follows: 

ir. H. L. Loucks, president of the National Farmers’ A I I 
trial Union, said: 

i have always believed in tl ff a comprehensive, equitab! 

I y law, a led by the Federal Constitution at the ti sof 

tir he present is, I think, an auspicious time for legislation by‘ 

up it subject. Ido not, of cour speak for the Farmers’ Allia 

lr tr Union, but only as an individual. Our union is promoti 

ré ilated to benefit the people; these ben 3 will, of cour 

ycorne f he future. 

16 e! mer f ageneral bankruptcy law would enable dese i 
» discharge from their indebte ssand ] ; 

out rictions, in the era of prosperity which we confidently believe 

follow n our reforms have been secured [have not had time toexar 

int he ’ 1e Torrey bankruptcy bill, which has been favorably 

I I f Repre ntativ by its Judiciary Committ but the 

ex i I fit which I have made ! from what | learn of itf 

fi ire familiar with its provisions, and the moveme 

been ganized all over the country for its promotion, lam t hl 

is 1 that itis an 1 t measure, and that its enactment me 

promote alike the best interests of all debtors and creditors.’ 

Col. Mann Page said 

Che im] e 1s and bad administration of the last ba ruy 

had a tendency to prejudice me against any further endé rs by Co 

t rislate upon that subject; but from an examination of the Torrey 

bankruptcy bill I am satisiied that the imperfections of the old law have 

beer rcome and that its enactment : administration will prove a 

I ) 1 classes of our people: If ‘re possible for Congress, by 

refusing to legislate upon this subject, tc iate failures and prevent 4d 

h y debtors, with property which they have obtained on credit, I 

w l, of course, oppose such legislation: but such is not possible, since 

failur nda acts of dishonesty are of everyday occurrence, and since the 

State laws are diverseand necessarily imperfect, there can not be any ¢ 1 

rt on why Congress should not act at once.’ 

Mr. I. E. Dean safd: 

** There are hundreds of thousands of lionest bankrupts in the country 


who ought to haveadischarge. As there isno adequate law providing for it 
there ought to be one enacted. I haveexamined with interest the provisions 
of the Torrey bill upon that subject, and am satisfied with it inevery respect 
It provides that whenever a man has no money with which to pay the filing 
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fees, nevertheless the court shall beopen to him. The bill contemplates fair 
dealing on all hands, ¢. ¢., the debtor is to turn over his property, over and 
above his State exemptions, to a trustee and get a discharge, if he is honest. 
The creditors who have secured valid liens will have them enforced, and the 
unsecured creditors will receive a pro rata of their claims quickly and at 
small cost. This subject has not been considered by our National Union, 
— is aaee an appropriate companion to the reforms which we 
emand.”’ 

Col. H. C. Demming, of Harrisburg, Pa., secretary of the executive com- 
mittee of the National Farmers’ Alliance Industrial Union, said: 

‘The Torrey bankruptcy bill provides that every person, except a corpora- 
tion, may go into voluntary bankruptcy. ane ene. of course, includes 
farmers and the industrial classes generally. It provides that suits in bank- 
ruptcy can not be brought against those chiefly engaged in farming, or the 
tillage of the soil, or wage-earners. I am satisfied that these provisions will 

prove satisfactory to the members of the Farmers’ Alliance and Industrial 
Jnion, and that they will be individually benefited by the enactment and ad- 
ministration of sucha law. If the suballiances of our organization would 
consider and pass upon the subject, and forward their Senators and Con- 
gressman the conclusions reached by them, it would greatly enhance the 
ae of favorable action by Congress upon the bill. It has been pend- 
ng for several sessions, has been considered in and out of Congress, and has 
been indorsed by bodies of almost every sort and description all over the 
country, and, therefore, there does not seem to be any good reason why it 
should not be enacted for the benefit of the whole people. There may be 
gronnds for petty differences of opinion as to details of the bill, but if sothey 
can hereafter be adjusted by supplement.”’ 

Mr. L. Leonard said: 

‘*My views upon this subject are of course simply the expression of an in- 
dividual opinion, and are not claimed to in any way stand as an expression 
of any official action. Under most of the existing State laws no provisions 
whatever are made for the discharge of an honest unfortunate who has sur- 
rendered all his property and has been left with debts hanging over him; 
in those States where such provisions are made the discharge granted is of 
no force beyond the borders of the State, and is, therefore, incomplete. If 
Congress would enact a good national measure it would enable every honest 
man inthe country who fails, because of circumstances beyond his control, 
to secure a discharge which would enable him to again exercise to its fullest 
extent all of his rights incident to the pursuit of happiness. Sucha dis- 
charge would be granted as a matter of right and not be extended as a mat- 
ter of charity, as at — I have not given a great deal of attention to 
the details of the bankruptcy bill which has received pretty nearly the unan- 
imous approval of the various business interests of the country, because of 
my absorption in other subjects, but from what I know of the bill and the 
people who are most interested in its passage, I am satisfied that its admin- 
istration would promote morality, enforce the rules of equity, and redound 
to the general welfare of our citizens.”’ 


Again, my learned friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] 
says: 

Ido not think I am in a condition at present to suffer in that way; but I 
know that for many years of my business experience there was not an hour 
when some malicious, evil-disposed person could not under a bill of this kind 
have forced me into bankruptcy. 

[ am too charitable to believe that my friend has been as bad 
as he represents himself. Under this bill there would have been 
only ten reasons which could have been assigned by anybody to 
have put him into bankruptcy. 

First. Concealing himself, departed or remained away from his place of 
business, residence or domicil with intent to avoid civil process and defeat 
his creditors. 

Surely he never was guilty of this. 

Second. Failed for thirty days while insolvent to secure the release of 
any property levied upon under due process of law for $500, etc. 

He certainly would not have us believe that he was insolvent 
for many years. 

Third. Transferred his property with intent to defraud his creditors. 


Surely he would not come under this head. 
Fourth. Made an assignment or admitted his inability to pay his debts. 


Nor this. 
Fifth. Made, while insolvent, a gambling contract. 


Surely this would not apply to him. 

Sixth. While insolvent, transferied his property, or suffered it to belevied 
upon for the purpose of giving a preference. 

Was he ever guilty of this? 

Seventh. Procured a judgment to be entered against him to defeat his 
creditors; secreted his property to avoid being levied upon to defeat his 
creditors. 

e a um ut « * * 

Ninth. While insolvent, suffering an execution for 8500 or over to be re- 
turned nulle bona, 

Tenth. While insolvent, allow paper to remain under protest for thirty 
days aggregating 8500. 

Surely my friend was guilty of none of these offences, yet he 
denounces this bill with the statement that for the many years of 
his business oo there was not an hour during which he 
could not have been thrown into bankruptcy. 

Tam of the opinion thatif he had been “familiar with the 
law or its forms” he would have came to a very different con- 
clusion. 

Again, it was suggested by my learned friend from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON], for whom and whose opinions I have the highest 
regard on questions of law, that this was a political measure. I 
fear that my learned friend is of that class so well described by 
Judge Story in the citation which was read by Col. OATES of 
Alabama, who have become so wedded to their own laws—the 
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laws of his own State—that he refuses to act on ge; 
upon bankruptey for the whole country for fear they 
eal or make ineffective the local laws of his own S}x; 
it seems to me it was very unfair for my friend to try ¢. 
odium upon this as a political measure. It is no; 
measure in any respect or aspect whatever. It is th 
gestion of the kind I have ever heard in that direct 
mittee or out of committee, or anywhere else. 

The Judiciary Committee has never divided on pa 
considering thissubject. Thesame is true of thes. 
of that body which have considered the bill. The Jud 
mittee of the Fifty-first Congress, which contained 
of Republicans, reported the bill favorably. The Judi 
mittee of the Fifty-second Congress, which was co) 
majority of Democrats. reported it favorably. The 
Committee of the present Congress, which has a 
Democrats, reported the bill without amendment. | 
first Congress the bill was supported upon the 
House by prominent members of the Democratic par 
lows: Messrs. WILLIAM L. WILSON, of West Virgini:: 

C, CATCHINGS, of Mississippi; Littleton W. Moore 
JOSEPH H. OUTHWAITE, of Ohio: William McAdoo, of N 
sey, and WALTER I. HAYES, of lowa. On the other s 
supported by gentlemen as follows: Messrs. E. B. Taylo 
James Buchanan, of New Jersey; Bishop W. Perkins, o 
sas; George E. Adams, of Illinois, and Nathan Fra 
souri. If we believe the gentlemen who have so stated 
is a Republican measure, we are confronted with the 
that upon its first appearance here it was supported 
floor by six of the leading Democrats of the House a 
Republicans. 

I have never heard it asserted that there were any | 
a uniform system of bankruptcy. The gentleman alle 
there is, for some reason. Is it because the bill origi 
the Fifty-first Congress, or was there first presented, an 
be treated for that reason as the outgrowth of Repub 
ciples or as a Republican measure? [ ask, What politics | 

| foundin it? Were there no members amongst those w 

| stituted the ‘‘ National Convention of the Representati 
Commercial Bodies” which considered and promulgated t 
who were Democrats? Is there any line to be drawn | 
trade or commerce which can distinguish a Democrat ! 
Republican? I fear it was for the purpose of bringing « 
the bill obloquy and odium, and induce people to vot 
as a political measure who otherwise upon fair consider 
its provisions would be inclined to support it, or make «in 
to perfect a bill of this character so that it might be p 
enacted by Congress. And he said with a good deal of rid 
and sarcasm in his tones that this bill is an ‘‘ old citizen.’ 

Well, Mr. Speaker, an old citizen very often is better tha 
new one; and on this subject of bankruptcy or the drafting 0 
bankrupt bill, I assure you too much attention can not be g 
to it by the best and ablest lawyers; and the fact thatit has |x 
before the House three, four, or five times or more; that it h 
been considered by different judiciary committees; that it | 
been considered in the Senate and the House, and that it one 
passed the House, ought not to detract from its utility or m 
it unpopular, because any man who will consider the matter must 
recognize the need of some such legislation. ‘Mr. Torrey,” )h 
he says, ‘“‘is the author;” that it still bears the name of *' To: 
rey.” Mr. Torrey has not done anything in connection with t! 
passage of this act, or in conference with any of its members 0! 
this or any previous Congress which has detracted from | 
character as a reputable man; heis universally spoken of by both 
the friends and opponents of the bill as an earnest, consider 
and able advocate of the cause he represents. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman from Pennsy!vani 
really think, as the opponents seem to, that if it was fully esta! 
lished that this bill was to be known as the Torrey bankrupte) 
bill, that that ought to be sufficient to defeat it? 


Mr. WOLVERTON. No, sir; it does not matter what you cs 
the bill. The question before the House, and the only questi 
is, is it fair, is it just, is it an honest bill, calculated to accom- 

lish the purposes intended? The principal objection to \r 

orrey seems to be that he is a first-class lawyer. Is it a crime 
to be alawyer? I regard it as the highest and the noblest and 
most honorable profession. If lawyers are criminals tho Jui 
ciary Committee is a pack of criminals, and the chairm:n 's the 
chief. [Laughter.] It is no crime to be a lawyer. 

Mr. BOATNER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CUL!! 
SON] on yesterday seemed to be so anxious to establish the | 
that this bill remains the Torrey bill, that I was laboring unce’ 
the impression that he seems to think there issomething 10 ‘"* 
name which would render it improper for members to suppo" 
the bill after that fact was established. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The attemptevidently was by refer2s 
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to the authorship and supporters of the bill to make it unpopu- 
lar before this House, and to prevent a fair consideration of its 
provisions. s : 

[ suggest that if the author of this bill was an obscure man 
and its supporters were unknown and few in number, that the 
present opponents would object to it on that ground, although 
a meritorious measure. Since the bill by its provisions and their 
arrangement speak a volume as to the ability of its author and 
as it has been indorsed by all classes of people from one end of 
the country to the other, the opponents have seen fit to try to 
detract from its merits by abuse of its author and supporters 
Mind you, it is not alleged or pretended that a single unfair, in- 
considerate, or dishonest thing has been done in connection wilt 
or in behal of this measure. [tis simply stated in loud tones 
that a lawyer drafted it and that ri wholesale de 11 

l 





ers support 


‘t. Let us examine these allegations and see whether they are 
true and whether any member ought to ignore its provisions and 
let his vote be controlled by the history of the bill outside « 


Congress. 

The National Convention of the Representatives of the Com- 
mercial Bodies of the United States held i 
Louis in th spring of 1889, and its second session in Minne polis 
in the fall of the year. It promulgated 
the ‘Torrey bankruptey bill.” The officers and chairmen of 
committees of that organization are as 
L.. Torrey (a lawyer), St. Louis; tary, 


its first sesions 


same this measur g 
ollows: President, J 
secre y, James T. Wyman 
dealer in sash, doors, and blinds), Minneapolis: i 
tary, Clinton A. Snowden (the general manager of a newspa} 
Tacoma, Wash.; treasurer, Peter Nicholson 
bank), St. Louis. The chrirmen of the committees are: Presi- 
dential, Hon. George W. Stone (the chief justice of the supreme 
court of Alabama), Montgomery; Congressional, Lowe EF 
acarriage manufacturer), Cincinnati; finance, William T. Bak 
(a commission man and ex-president of the board of directors o 
the World’s Fair Cl "190, bank ptecy lite ture, Brees 
Smith (an insurance man), New Orleans: executive, William FE 
Schweppe ( a wholesale grocer), St. Louis. 

The formation of this organization in public for tl 
of the public good was not wrongful, but comm 
orgzenizers and promoters of this body re y of 
a bankruptey law, and they evidently foresaw the difficulties of 
securing action by Congress, and hence went about the matter 
in 2 perfectly straightforward and la 


dable way. Our long de 
lay in taking action upon the subject has 


int secre 


‘ ict 
ASSIST 


the president of a 


xLiove 


promotion 
Che 


‘ 


ndabdie 


lized the necessity o 


justified all they 
done. It appears that only about 5 per cent of the members are 
wholesalers: the other 95 per cent are engaged in all of the oe 
cupations and pursuits known to our people 

The members of the | will be pleased, Iam s 
the extent to which this measure | 
learn the names of the large number of bodies 
who have indorsed it, and who the officers and committeemen of 
this national organization are. [ will accordingly submit the 
list. 

One would think, from what has been sxid by the opposition, 
that this act was conceived and drafted and was being pressed 
only by the wholesale dealers. In point of fact, the principal op 
position outside of Congress that comes to the enactment of this 
law is from a few of the largest wholesale dealers of this country, 
who are able to take care of themselves. The 


S have 


ire, tok ow 
and to 


ind petitioners 


fous 


has been considered 


reasons for their 
opposition is ably stated in an interview with Mr. J. K. Burn 
ham, which I submit. 

It has been said by one of my colleagues from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] that there is no demand for this leg- 
islation at this time. I wantto say that the leading newspapers 
in the State of Pennsylvania, irrespective of party polities, hx 
supported not only general legislation on the subject of bank 
ruptey, but the Torrey bill. Petitions have been sent here fron 
citizens from all over the State, as will be seen by the list | 
hyve submitted. Even Texas has largely petitioned for th 
passage of this law, and its leading newspapers are in favor 
of it. 

I will insert and have printed clippings from some of the pri! 
cipal papers of these States, showing that there is a persist 
demand for this legislation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Are you not surprise 
ing the creat effort that has been made to pass this bill, an 
get petitions for it, that the petitions are not a great deal more 
numerous than the) 

Mr. WOLVERTON. In answer to the gentleman’s question 
I would say that if he will take the pains to examine the petit 
that are on file here and in the Senate, he wiil find there never 
was a bill brought before this House or the Senate of the United 
States which has been so extensively petitioned for from his own 
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State and from every other State in this Union, as this bi 
There are more petitions and resolutions in favor of this bill 
from more people 
and enterprise—than have ever been presented in be} 
other public measure before Congress. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE Will the gentleman allow me 
another question? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. So far as my 


people representing more brains, industry 


alfof any 
@l OL aNY 











owt ¢ 
cerned, I say without fear of successful contradictior 
tition was ever obtained, except at the t end of a I 
There is no spontaneous desire for a bankrupte law, al A 
take my chances in opposing it here, knowin rat | 
the real desire of mv constituents. It isan « sy matter to rn 
petitions. You can get a petition signed by o ulf of 
ple of the country for the hanging of the other half, if 3 


presented 


would do away with the efficacy o petitions The gv an 
says, ‘**‘ Have there been an sti oO ir ro h d 
‘ n [say to hi that the \ ) Le lanV, an n 
s district, his repl s uf ean t tte 
peopl If is ti in sbul it they p n 
tion to the papers the than that, then p t 
‘ y wou rn “worthle i can not delleve ft a t 
s TI it 
Ch O1 n Te) \ ly s a Tr ) t \ n 
1s ociation o iint and ! s(x ss M t 
mo ts members ar large n ro inent al pros 
perous firms from the city of Pittsburg I ymit it 0 iS 
i ows 


AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF FLINT AND LIMB GLA MANUFACTI ERS 


la deleg 











\ ereas I ele t he N l 
ip Cc l t for the purpose of 
t € ul enac $83 Ola nationa wmkru 
I S th mve nea rmulated ) 
cop nf the whi as th I e) ‘ t 
f their labors; and, 
\ reas this body believes that itis very ‘tant and ne« l 
cure proper and necessary bankruptcy legislat Congress 
be it 
Re d, That the American Association of | t and Lime G I 
facturers, representing tifty-six firms and corporations of the Unite 
whose names are hereto signed, here declares itself to | in hea 
ord and full npathy with the other commercial bodies ( l 
States in their support of the Torrey bankrupt bill 
Be it further resol That this bod ves hereby assert, most uti 
illy and unreservedly, that our reat interstate commerce and 1 
system which underli ind, to & great extent supports the i 
and deserves the full protection which will be affords em by ret 
mentof the Torrey bill, whi . tly and fairly wi the bon 
ii snd the honest though unfortun ite debtor, and which will 
cal and speedy in its operations, while tending to prevent, disco i nd 
punish commercial fraud, and will, if enacted, remedy existing abu neg 


lects, and great losses now sustained by reason of discriminating and con 


r State insolvent law 


Beit further resolved, That the officers of the association are 
tructed to epare and transmit a copy of the foregoing to Coner rom 
ur association. urging the passage of the Torrey bill at the comi ession 


ts individuals we urge it upon our respective Representatives in 











Adams & Co., Pittsburg, Pa Etna Glass and Manufa ring 
Company, Bellaire, Ohio; Atterbury & Co., Pittsbur a \ 
J. Beatty & Sons, Tiffin, Ohi Bellaire Goblet Company 
Findlay, Ohio; Belmont Glass Works, Bellaire, Ohi in 
Brox, Port Jer+is, N.Y sryce Bros., Pittsburg, Pa ! e 
Higbee & Co., Pittsburg, Pa.; Buckeye Glass Co Mar- 
tin’'s Ferry, Ohio; Central Glass Company, Wheelin W.Va 
Challinor, Taylor & Co. (Limited), Tare: m, Pa.; ¢ > 
Glass Company, Findlay, Ohio; Coéperative Flint Glass Con 
— (Limited), Beaver Falls, Pa.; Corning Gla Vo or 
ng, N. Y.; Cumberland Glass Compa Cu erlan id.; 
Dalzell, Gilmore & Leighton Compa llay, O i. De 
La Chapelle & C Ottawa, Il Dithridge Flint Com- 
pany, New Brighton, Pa.; Dithrid & Co., Pitt g, Pa 
C. Dorflinger & Sons, White Mills, Pa Doyle & ¢ S 
bur Pa.; George Duncan & Sons, Pittsbur Pa.; Elson 
Giass Company, Martin’s Ferry, Ohio; Thos. Evans Gompany 
Pittsburg, Pa Excelsior Flint Glass Company, | ir 
Pp Fostoria Glass Company, Fostoria, Ohio; G 
Co., Steubenville, Ohio 

Gillinder & Sons, Philadelphia, Pa.; Gill&Co., Ph l Pa 

’. Gleason Manufacturing Company, N¢ Y } ’ 
‘nsburgh Glass Company, Gree rg, Pa 
Glass Company, Covington, Ky.: Hi r & Co., B N 
Y Hobbs Glass Company, Wheel V. Va.; Hi i ins 
Co, (Limited), Pittsburg, Pa.; John N. Huwe Ir yn, 
N. Y.:; Jones, Cavitt & Co. (Limited Pittsbur Pa.: King 
Glass Company, Pittsburg, P 4.M eth & Co., Pitt 
burg, Pa.; Mount Washington Glass any, New Bedford 
Mass.; Jas Murray & Co Phi lelphia. Pa McKee 
Br Pi burg. P O’ Hara Glass ¢ vany (Limite Pit 
burg. Pa Phoenix GlassCompany, Pit urg, Pa 4 
& Hartley Gla ompany, Tarentum, Pa.: Ripley & Co., Pitt 
burg, Pa.; Kiverside Glass Works, Welisburg, W.Va Rode 
fer Gros., Bellaire, Ohio; Rohrbacher & Hormann, P del 
phia, Pa.; Francis Storm, Brooklyn, N. Y.; The Canton Glass 
Company, Canton, Ohio: The Tifv’n Glass Company, Tiffin, 
Ohio; The W.L. Libby & Son C mpany, Toledo, Ohio; Union 


Glass Company, Somerville. Mass.; W 


; usor Glass Company, 
Pittsburg, Pa 
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This same organization happened to be in session during the 
eonsideration of this bill in the Fifty-first Congress, and then 
sent an urgent telegram asking for the passage of the bill. 

A large number of bodies in my State have considered the 
subject and reported their conclusions at length. The Phila- 
delphia Board of Trade has called attention to the alarming in- 
crease of the liabilities of those who fail under the State enact- 
ments; its action to which I refer was a3 follows: 

{Memorial to the Senate from the Philadelphia Board of Trade, at its Aifty- 
eighth annual meeting. | 

PHILADELPASIA, PA., January 26, 1801. 

To tie Senate of the United States: 


Your memorialist, the Philadelphia Board of Trade, respectfully petitions 
you to immediately consider and pass the Torrey bankrupt bill, for reasons 
as follows: 

i. The number of commercial failures for the whoie country is increasing 
from year to year, and the amount of the liabilities of those who fail is for 
each year largely in excess of the preceding year. For your information 
facts are submitted as follows: 


Table of commercial Sailures 
{As reported by Messrs. R.G. Dun & Co., for the years 1888 to 1890, inclusive.] 








| Excess of lia- 


ee No. of | : bilities over 
Years. | failures. | Liabilities. preceding 
} year. 
ou —— maedpea mnie saeereeeneaecetaeecamee eae 
i ee ti 10,079 | 8. ) eee eee 
OR oie lis actly hitineeesinediamatgnsiccn SE Ne Le $24, 954, 364 
1890. . caevenescnaseneseneannsasanaesaeee| 10, 907 | 189, 856, 964 41, 072, 627 


This showing must give rise to great apprehension as to what the future 
will bring to the commercial interests of the country. 

2. Asa result of the failure of Congress for eleven years to enact a bank- 
rupt law, there are to-day hundreds of thousands of honest men who are 

plodding their weary Way as best they can under burdens of indebtedness 
which they can not and never will be able to pay. The hanging over them 
of this clond of indebtedness militates against a sound public policy, inter- 
feres with their exercising the rights of citizenship in the highest and best 
sense, and prevents them from adequately supporting their families and 
educating their children, all to no advantage to their respective creditors. 

8. Four national conventions have been held since the repeal of the old 
bankrupt law for the sole purpose of securing the enactment of a new one. 
The last of them promulgated the Torrey bill, and it has since been indorsed 
by hundreds of commercial bodies in the several States of the Union and pe- 
titioned for by hundreds of thousands of citizens, without regard to their 
residences, occupations, or political convictions. These facts Indicate con- 
clusively that the honest progressive men of this country. those who hon- 
estly labor for the perpetuation of a commerce founded upon the rules of 
integrity, are weary of the present condition of the laws, which beget reck- 
lessness and want of care on the part of those engaged in business, the giv- 
ing and receiving of preferences, the execution and enforcement of secret 
judgments, and the perpetuation of fraud and chicanery in its multifarious 
forms. They further bear testimony that these same men desire a uniform 
law, as contemplated by the Constitution, which will produce more conserv- 
ative business methods, enable debtors and creditors to confer together for 
mutual advantage without the fear of the institution of compulsory pro- 
cesses,and in the event of commercial failures, equitabie, prompt, and eco- 
— distributions of the assets of debtors, and, if honest, their complete 

scharge. 

In view of all which, conclusions are reached as follows: 

1. Resolved, That in the opinion of this board there is but one way to check 
the increase of commercial failures, diminish the amount of liabilities in- 
volved therein, and restore and maintain confidence, and that is for Con- 
gress to pass a law embracing both the voluntary and involuntary systems 
of bankruptcy, to supersede the incomplete and varying laws of the several 
States. 

2. Resolved further, That this board believes that honest insolvents should 
be discharged from their debts, under such carefully guarded provisions of 
law as would prevent the extension of like privileges to dishonest men. 

8. Resolved further, That this board respectfully submits that the Torrey 
bankrupt bill, involving as it does the property rights of every man, woman, 
and child in the whole country and the rights of every honest insolvent man 
to a discharge, is the most important measure now pending before your 
body and should therefore be immediately considered, tothe exclusion of all 
other business. 

4. Resolved Surther, That the officers of this board are hereby instructed to 
inform the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State of the 
above action, and to earnestly urge them to use their utmost influence to 
have the Torrey bill passed before the adjournment of Congress on March 4 
next. : 

A true copy from the records. 

FRED. FRALEY, 
President Philadelphia Board of Trade. 


W. R. TUCKER, Secretary. 

One of the great privileges still left to the people is the right 
to petition to Congress to make known their wants in the only 
way open to them. This has always been‘considered a sacred 
right. Their petitions should be respected—not sneered at— 
and should have great weight on subjects which-are so intimately 
connected with their prosperity as these which affect credit and 
commerce. 

Now, Mr.Chairman, my friend [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE],whom 
I have long and favorably known, made nese on this bill, crit- 
icising it very severely. I propose to take up the gentleman's 
criticismsand toshow himand the members of the House wherein 
he has erred as to the provisions of the bill and the results which 
will follow from its enactment. 

I feel that it is due me, that it is due to this committee, toshow 
this House that this is notan“ iniquitous” but a just bill. Why 


Attest 
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should members blindly and sullenly refuse to consider } 
If it does not suit those gentlemen who are opposing it, ; 
seem to be criticising it for the purpose of killing it, 
as they have ability, come forward and try to amend it: 
a good bill, not a bad one; if this one is faulty let us try 
it. Itis unquestionably the best bill ever presented to ( 
on this subject, but if it can be improved its friends 
willing but anxious that it should be. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman | 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I mi 
colleague be allowed to complete his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I thank my colleague for his k 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. 
gave as a reason why we should not enact a bankruptc 
a similar measure in England has been from tin 
amended. He shows, in referring to the subject, th 
has never been without such a law upon the statute boo 
the ‘act of 34 and 35 Henry VITI, c 4.” (1542.) 

It is true that this law, like other laws of England, an 
all of the laws, without exception, in this country h 
from time to time amended as experience suggested. [ r 
fully submit, therefore, that the course of legislation uw 
subject in England, instead of furnishing a preceden 
should not enact such a law, furnishes uncontrovertib 
that we should, without delay, enact such a law and | 
from time to time amend and improve it just as the [En 
tion has done. 

I challenge the proposition that the law of 1867 was un 
with the people because of its harshness to the unfortun 
rupt as alleged, and submit that the reasons for its unpo 
yas because of its being so amended that the fees of bank 
officers were excessive, and the delays in its administratio. 
ous and unbearable, coupled with the fact that in the S 
was administered by a lot of irresponsible carpetbag jud 
brought the United States courts into contempt with the p 

J respectfully dissent from the statement that— 

All bankrupt laws have atall times been unpopular with the grea 
of people, and have soon been repealed or modified after their enactn 

This is the only first-class country which has not at this ti 
and which has not had for many years consecutively upo 
statute books, a bankruptcy law. It has been found in pr: 
to be as essential to have a commercial probate law for th 
ministration of the assets of bankrupts as to have a probat 
for the administration of the assets of deceased persons. 

The reasons why the bankruptcy laws in the United States | 
been repealed are that they have been, without exception, 
acted after times of commercial distress, and have been for 
purpose simply of relieving the victims of such distress and we 
not wisely conceived as fair and impartial laws. The bill we ad 
vocate has been framed in view of the experiences under simila 
laws in this and other countries, and does not contain the provi 
sions which have resulted in the repeal of the former laws, bu 
on the contrary is a perfectly fair and impartial measure to bot! 
debtors and creditors. 

The gentleman certainly can not maintain his assertion that 

A bankrupt law should never be passed in anticipation of business dep 
sion. Itseffectis to hasten and bring on sucha condition. 

This bill is so conditioned as to prevent creditors from tak 
advantage of the debtor; to prevent creditors from taki 
vantage of each other; to prevent the debtor from taki 
vantage of his creditor; and to secure the honest debtor in 
event of bankruptcy theexemptions allowed him by the laws 
the State in which he lives, and a discharge from his debts, 
to his creditors a pro rata part of his estate quickly and at small 
cost. It follows that confidence will be given both to debt 
and creditors as to their property rights, and the rigors of busi- 
ness depression will be greatly relieved by the maintenance o! 
confidence. 

Because we have in this country forty-four States is not 
valid reason why we should not also have one uniform system 
of bankruptcy, as was contemplated by the Constitution. ‘ 
fact that we have so many States, and that their laws upon | 


i + 


subject are diverse, is one of the strongest reasons why we shou'd 
have a national law, as contemplated by the framers of the ‘ 
stitution. If this power thus reserved to Congress had bcen 


wisely exercised in the beginning and a law enacted applicab'e 
to our then conditions, and had been amended from to time to 
time to keep pace with our national development, such a thin 
as a State insolvency law would never have been dreamed 0 
but as Congress failed in the early days of the Government to 
act, and then on three different occasions put — the statute 
books an emergency rather than a permanent law, the resu'' 
was that the States were forced, because of the necessity for 
legislation upon this subject, to enact these insolvency laws: 
their existence, therefore, constitutes an aggressive demand for 
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action by Congress, and the fact that we have the forty-fou 
yarying systems constitutes a most potent argument for 


cl 


noactment of one uniform law to succeed them. 
A. STONE} to 


The reference of the gentleman [Mr. WILLIAM 
the disadvantages of forced sales of property in a community 


would seem to imply that he is unconscious of the 


fowed sales of property are occurring from day to day al 


4 ‘ ; ? . . le . 
the country under the imperfect laws 


force, and 
and very muc 


these laws are very much more expensive 


hurt 





ensive, bec ilures are more frequ 
, en, tl l Ut suse unde 
ist Ww pn b 50 I | 
en i t sts of t] 
of maki erty bri 

It is a source common ré 
re t in failure that lmperiecti 3 0 

ishonest acts of debto and that 


4 

two facts judgments are entered against 

creditors, and that the « ‘ts of justi 

endeavor to secure a satisis 
I 


( 
these conditions exist our endeavor is 


would be under the proposed law; 





consequence of 


We Ordinary Cc 


yent them, and in case they occur to provide « 
tious, and inexpensive method of securing 


honest debtor and a compromise or the 


the discharg 





to those to whom it belongs. Such is the 


» 


pose of this bill. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


seems to entertain views diametric lly 
who are ende ivoring to defeat this bill. 


A bankrupt law can only work goo >the p 
lieved of their debts It is for them and them ; 
jury to the trade and to the publ 

Other gentlemen on the same side of 
maintained with great vehemence that 
all by the debtor class, but that it is a wick 
creditors to opp 3 debtors. \s a matt 


of this law is demanded by all classes i 


WiLLIAM 


A few g: houses have, I am informed, ¢ 


opposing the enactment of this measure, but the 


all business concerns, so far as I know, are 
me 





lhe gentleman whose remarks are under 


1 involuntary provisions allow creditor 
ri wa t his wi 

Chis statement is n 1ccurate excep 
might say that the creditors of any d 





ments agai 
a debtor should commit an act of 
bill his creditors might, under very ear 


DAnKruptey 


restrict ions, 


tute proceedings against him; the debtor would have his d 


transpired th 
plained of woul 


circumstances 





court, and a jury trial, if desired, and 

had committed the act of bankruptcy co 

adjudged a bankrupt; yet if under similar 
creditors, or anyone of them, should proceed against the 


debtor, and judgment should be obtained 


sults would be much more disastrous to his 
they possibly could be under the propose 


e a8 
nanclad inpvere 


l only take up the argument of the gentleman from Penns 


vania |[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] because 


16 Was trying to 


sentimentagainstthe bill. He hasthe ability todo so. 


the severec! iticisms which he chos stoma 


ke againstitfor the 
and I can show 


pose of illustrating the provisions of this bill, 
my learned friend was incorrect inalmostevery proposit 


I suppose that arose from the fact of insu 
proper examination. He said: 

Various act re sé l 1 in the bill as acts 
enunierate them Some ar itl L 





ficient time to gir 


bankruptcy 


bringing a conflict between the laws of the States az 


The gentleman certainly does not me 





bankruptey are preseribed by the laws of the States since 1 


power todo so was express], 
eral Constitution, yet all of the States hay 
ant to which creditors may proceed : 





y reserved to Congress 


which, under certain cireumstances, they may have writs of at 
tachment; but it can not be fairly said that this proposed | 


will come in conflict with those laws. 


*the creditor wi 


The casual listener to the remarks by those who have opposed 
the bill would, no doubt, conclude that debtors were an entirely 


privileged class within the districts rep 


» will only be entitl 
Ss estate; 


esented by these of every farthi 


tlemen, and that this bill was a radical innovation upon their 


rights. 


promise should be a 
1 be compelled to 


As a matter of fact, anyone whois a creditor of any debtor, 
or thinks he is, living anywhere in the United States, may go 
into court and bring a suit to determine his rights. 


nothing more 
he position of the fair-minded credito 
bankruptcy law than under the present State 


le he now sometimes comes first and sometimes con 


~— t Mind you, 
this is anyone who has, or imagines he has, a claim against the | w! 
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the struggle.against the debtor and the other creditors, he will, 
under the proposed law in every case receive his pro rata part 
of the debtor's estate quickly and at small cost. 

The statement is therefore made that the position of the un- 
fortunate honest debtor and of the creditors as a whole will be 
better in every utage of litigation under the proposed law than 
it is now under the laws of the States. 

The present Stete laws will not be interferred with so far as 
they are invoked as between those who are solvent or those 
who have notcommitted actsof bankruptcy. Statisticscompiled 
by the Treasury Department from the annual sheets of the mer- 
cantile agencies show that for fourteen years the annual fail- 
ures among those engaged in business has not exceeded 1.07 per 
cent per annum. This percentage includes all of the failures 
under the present imperfect laws. It is confidently anticipated 
that under the proposed law the percentage will be even 
smaller; the result, therefore, will be that this proposed law, 
against which the opponents are inveighing, will not be the 
rule for the guidance of all of the people in the technical sense, 
but will apply only to. the administration or settlement of the 
affairs of less than 2 per cent of those engaged in business. 

The gentleman who opened the debate, in opposition to the 
bill [Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE], further said: 

The great majority of all business in this country is done on credit. If it 
was reduced to a cash basis the country would be greatly criprled: yet under 
this bill no man would be justified in incurring a debt, as he might be forced 
into bankruptcy if he was unable to meet it. 


This gentleman was never more mistaken in his life than in 
making this statement. He is right in saying, in the latter part 
of it, that the majority of the business of this country is done on 
credit. He is right in saying thatif the business of this country 
was reduced to acash basis the country would be greatly crippled. 
One of the greatest and most beneficial results to be obtained by 
this bill will be to aid the conducting of business on credit by 
making credit more secure and to prevent the crippling of the 
country by reducing the conducting of the business to a cash 
basis. 

The panic of this year has illustrated how dreadful it is, ina 
financial sense, to curtail the credit of the country. It is confi- 
dently believed that the enactment of this bill will greatly lessen 
the probability or possibility of the recurrence of any such con- 
ditions. Oneof the characteristics of all of the speeches in op- 
position to the bill has been that they have contained vehement 
statements that the bill is calculated to do great injury to the 
people of the country. These statements have not been sup- 
ported either by statistics, the provisions of the bill, or by argu- 
ment. 

The gentleman whose remarks are under review took occasion 
to say: 

The bill is in the interest of the creditor, the involuntary part of it. It is 
skillfully drawn—so skillful that it will be extremely difficult to keep out of 
“Take the ordinary course of business will be liable to tumble in at any 
time, wholly unaware that he was at all in danger. 

Let us test the accuracy of this statement by the provisions of 
the bill. 

Tha first ground of bankruptcy is: 

(1) Concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of busi- 
ness, residence, or domicile with the intent to avoid the service of civil proc- 
ess and to defeat his creditors. 

Itis a ground of attachment in most of the States that a debtor 
should perpetrate this act for the purpose of avoiding the serv- 
ice of civil process. This bill makes it also necessary that such 
avoidance should be for the purpose of defeating his creditors. 
By the dictionary clause the first section of the bill, the word 
‘* defeat” shall include ‘‘ defraud, delay, evade, hinder, and im- 
ede.” I do not think that it can be reasonably said that an 
enact man will ‘‘tumble (into bankruptcy) at any time wholly 
unaware ” because of the commission of this act of bankruptcy. 

The second ground upon which proceedings may be instituted 
in bankruptcy against a debtor is that he has— 

(2) Failed for thirty days while insolvent to secure release of any property 
levied upon under process of law for $500 or over, or if such property is to be 


sold under such process then until three days before the time fixed for such 
sale, and until the petition is filed. 


If the property of a solvent person should be levied upon and 
he should fail within the time limited to have it released, it 
would not constitute an act of bankruptcy, but if he is insolvent, 
it would be an act of bankruptcy, and the creditors, under very 
careful restrictions, might if they saw fitinstitute proceedings; 
they would not institute proceedings unless it was for the neces- 
sary protection of their interests any more than they would pur- 
sue a like course in any othercase. For the purpose of illustrat- 
ing, let me suppose a case in which it seems to me that the ends 
of justice would be defeated unless this provision shall be re- 
tained in the bill. 

A man who is in debt has become insolvent; he is not willing 


to retain his exemptions, secure a discharge, and have the pro 
erty in excess of his exemptions ratably distributed amono hig 
creditors, but on the contrary he wishes to have his entire prop. 
erty taken by an insolvent relative or friend who wil] secret, 
hold it for him; in order to carry out such a purpose he woul 
perform an act which would be a ground of attachment which 
would be known first and only to the relative or friend; anattach. 
ment would follow and in the ordinary course the entire p> “d 
erty would be sacrificed, and the proceeds carried away: woy\a 
any member of this House want such a result as I have j||,ys. 
trated consummated under a law enacted by Congress? Ona os 
the chief purposes of the bankruptcy law is to secure the ratabja 
and equitable distribution of the estates of bankrupts. In 

to carry out this object we must, therefore, insert in th, 
such provisions as will prevent the estate from being , 
away by fraudulent or favored claimants. It therefo: 

to me that this provision can not work a hardship to an 

man, and that it is necessary to the perfection of the bi 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. The gentleman does not mea) 
sert that under the attachment laws of aState the whole 
of a debtor can be taken under an attachment suit for 
lection of one debt? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I mean tosay that when the debt 
enough to cover the whole of his property they can att 
whole of the property. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. That seldom occurs. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. It does occur. It has occurred 
State recently under the most iniquitous uso of the lay 
State of Pennsylvanianowinforce. Goodsinthe whole} 
that were ordered within thirty days before from New Yo. 
seized to pay the debt of another, which was collusive. 
you can have a large debt, a debt large enough, or collu: 
would take the whole property. It is immaterial whe 
whole property is absorbed by one claim or a number of t 
long as there are other claims of equal merits which are! 
paid in part. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman fron 
sylvania will permit me aquestion just there. [understi. 
to say that within the past ninety days there had occurred «i: 
in his State where a party had ordered goods from New Yo 
and while the goods were still inthe original package there 
been a collusive attachment. I ask the gentleman from |! 
sylvania if it is not the law in his State that in such ac 
purchase can be vacated and the goods reclaimed? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. It could under the laws of the St 

Mr. BAILEY. Then why did not the parties do that? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Under the attachment laws of Pennsy!- 
vania, on this collusive arrangement, where the creditor | 
in New York and the deb or lives in Texas or in Pennsylvania, 
in six days it can be swept out of existence. The remedy under 
our laws is inadequate in such a case. 

Mr. BAILEY. Apart from the collusion, if the purchas 
was made upon a misrepresentation of the solvency of the pur 
chaser, the courts all hold that no title has passed, and the pur- 
chase can be vacated and the goods reclaimed. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That may be the law in Texas. In 
Pennsylvania we could indict him for obtaining goods und 
false pretenses. 

Mr. BAILEY. We could go into his storehouse and take the 
goods away. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I have seen, and every lawyer has seen, 
most gross injustice done to creditors through the connivance 
of debtors with some favored creditor and perhaps with some 
collusive creditor. 

The third ground upon which proceedings may be instituted 
is that a person has— 


(3) Made atransfer of any of his property with the intent to def 
creditors. 


You will remember the word ‘‘defeat” shall include ‘‘defr 
delay, evade, hinder, and impede.” if there is any gentleman 
upon the floor of the House who objects toa debtor being proceeded 
against who has transferred any of his property for these pur- 

ses, 80 far as I am concerned, he is welcome to oppose the Dill. 

The fourth act of bankruptcy is that a person has— 

(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court 4 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 

If a debtor should perform either one of these acts it would 
constitute an act of bankruptcy, and his creditors might if the) 
saw fit institute proceedings; it would not be incumbent upon 
them todoso. If they wished the administration to occur pur- 
suant to the provisions of law under which the assignment was 
made, it would proceed in that way, butif such anumber of them 
as are required to file a petition preferred to have the adminis- 
tration under this uniform law, it would be their privilege 
have proceeding in bankruptcy begun. 
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The purpose of the proposed law, so far as the estate is con- 
cerned, is to prevent preferences and secwre its ratable distri- 
bution; this purpose could be entirely defeated unless the Dill 
contained this provision with reference toassignments. t 
was no such provision in the bill and I was a debtor and wished 
to favor my relatives or friends, or to have my property hidden 
away and lived in a State where preferences were permitted, | 
would simply make my arrangements and then my assignment, 


] 


| 


If there 


| 


and then laugh both at my creditors and the Congressmen who | 


thus legislated under the Constitution. Certainly the debtor 
could not complain since under the law he would be entitled to 
his exemptions, and, if honest, to a discharge. 

Certainly the creditors could not complain since they would 
secure a prompt and inexpensive administration under a law of 
Congress enacted pursuant to a power reserved to it in the 
Federal Constitution at the time of its adoption. As to both o 
these grounds it will be noted that they are not complete until 
the debtor has either signed the assignment or the statement o 
insolvency. It can not be doubted but what in either event his 
affairs should be taken in hand by arepresentative of the cred- 
itors rather than his personal representative and his estate be dis- 
tributed. 

The fifth act of bankruptcy is that a person had— 


T) 


5) Made while insolvent acontract personally, or by agent, for the purchase 
or sale of acommodity with the intent not to receive or deliver the same 
but merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract and market 
price thereof, and at a time subsequent to the making of such contract. 

This provision covers the case of an insolvent debtor gambling 
in futures, which has been criticised because it was alleged to 
establish a ditferent rule for gambling in options for rich men 
and poor men. It will not interfere, and ought not, in my judg- 
ment, to interfere with the business of solvent persons; but it 
will, and I think it ought tointerfere with the man who has be- 
come insolvent, and who is gambling and thereby running a risk 
on the balance of his estate instead of having it distributed pro 
rata among his creditors, if they so elect. 

The sixth ground upon which proceedings may be instituted 
is that a person has— 

(6) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any 
of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the pur- 
pose of giving a preference. 

Please note that this applies only to a person who is insolvent. 
In this connection I quote from another part of the bill so that 
you may comprehend the full meaning of the words ‘‘for the 
purpose of giving a preference.” 

It is provided by section 60 of the bill as follows: 

A person shall be deemed to have given a preference if, being insolvent or 
in contemplation of insolvency or bankruptcy, he has procured or suffereda 
judgment to be entered against himself in favor of any person or made a 
transfer of any of his property with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this 
act; (2) enable any one ot his creditors to obtain a greater percentage of his 
debt than any other of such creditors of the same class. 

Ifa bankrupt shall have given a preference within four months before 
the filing of a petition, and the person receivingit, or to be benefited thereby 
or his agent acting therein, shall have had reasonable cause to believe that 
it was intended thereby to give a preference, it shall be voidable by the trus- 
tee, and he may recover the property or its value from such person. 

This provision of the bill is intended to prevent the defeat of 
justice. It will not, in any way, or to any extent, interfere with 
the ordinary and legitimate transaction of business. If a debtor 
is attempting to make away with his property in contemplation 
of bankruptcy, it will stop it, and eventuate in the equitable dis- 
tribution of the estate. I respectfully submit thatin that event 
the result proposed to be obtained is that which should be de- 
sired by all honest men. 

Mr. RAY. Why isit any more dangerous to his creditors for 
an involvent man to gamble than it is for a solvent man? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I should say, in answer to that, that a 
good deal would depend upon the ability of the man to shuffle 
cards. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. It would depend on that, and on how long his gam- 
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Mr. RAY. Now, if we are going to strike at gambling at all 
in this bill, why not strike at it boldly and square:y and prohibit 
gambling by the solvent man as wel! as the insolvent? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. My answer is that this is not an act to 
prevent gambling; and while it is true that it is dangerous for 
a solvent or for an insolvent man to gamble, and that gambling 


& ~ 


| on the part of a solvent man may leid to his insolvency, yet this 

| bill can not properly do more than provide that a man who has 
not enough to pay his debts has no right to gamble in futures to 
the injury of his creditors. 

Mr. RAY. He endangers his creditors by gambling. In the 
section of this bill which defines acts of bankruptcy, y ut 
ifm man conceals himself or avoids service of process, h 1g 
committed an act of bankruptcy Why is that an act of bank 

ptey? Simply because the man is supposed thereby to en- 
danger his creditors. As the bill now stunds, it is not neces *y 
that he shall be actually insolvent. He may be insolvent, tif 
he does any of the acts here enumerated, and to which I just re- 
ferred, and which you say endanger his creditors, you propose 
to put him into bankrup cy, solvent or insolvent, and you say 
that is right and just. Now, if it is right and just to put a man 





| service of judicial process in order to let 


| return to the line of argument which you were pursuii 


into bankruptey because he avoids the service o 
particular case, when he is entirely solvent, why not put him 
into bankruptcy if he endangers his creditors by gambling in 
any way or manner? 

Mr.WOLVERTON. There 
bling and concealing one’s self or running outof the jurisdiction of 
court to escape service of process. A m al him- 
self to avoid a legitimate process ofthe court being served upen 
him is an anarchist. He is opposed to all law. 

Mr. RAY. You do not claim that if a man should conceal 
himself to avoid service of process he would be an anarchist? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I speak of a man who runs away from 
the ordinary process of the courts. 

Mr. RAY. But there might be a case where the man 
it innocently. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. There could not be many such cases. 

Mr. RAY. Aman might desire to havea little time to get the 
money to pay up, and in the meantime he might dodge serv 
process. Now, in this bill as reported you go to the extent of 
saying that if a man does that he is committing an: bank- 
ruptey, which may be taken advantage of by any of his creditors 
at any time six months thereafter, even though he may have re- 
turned and paid that particular debt and surrendered himself to 
the process of the court. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That is a long question, and is rather 
more an argument than a question. 

Mr. RAY. Iknowit is an argument, but I wanted to bring 
these two provisions of the bill together. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Ican not see the resemblance between 
gambling and avoiding service of judicial process. In further 
answer to the gentleman’s question, let me suppose that a man 
should conceal himself from his creditors, or should avoid the 
a friend’s judgment 
ripen so that he could issue execution upon that judgment and 
sweep up his property and prevent the other creditorsfrom get- 
ting service upon him and coming upon his property. 

Mr. RAY. [ would not approve that, of course: but I want to 


when ] 


process in one 


isavast difference between cam- 


n who will econ 


yould do 


ce of 


ct of 


asked you a question. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. 
Mr. RAY. Yes, sir. Dealing in options or futzres, which is 
a species of gambling. Now, if you put a man iato bankruptcy 
for an act of that kind you do it, [ suppose, upon the theory that 
the act endangers the rights of his creditors. Butif you hold 


In relation to gambling? 


g 
f 


| that, why not go a step further and say that if a man, being in- 
| solvent, plays cards for money, he also shall be thrown into bank- 


bling lasted, and on how much he could afford to lose, would it | 


not? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes; butif he is insolvent, he can not 
afford to lose anything, because an insolvent man is one who has 
not enough property to pay his debts, and what he has left he 


ruptcy. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. I do not know but what it would be a 
good addition to this section. The gentleman may know more 


| about cards than [do and about the Ganver of playing them, and 


} 


ought notto gamble with, because it belongs to his creditors, in | 


equity at least. 

Mr. RAY. But he might gain enough from his gambling op- 
erations to pay all his debts. [Laughter.| Now, is it not true 
that when a solvent man gambles in anything or in any way he 
endangers his creditors. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Itis true, I think, as ageneral rule, that 
whether a man is solvent or insolvent, it is dangerous for him 
to gamble. 

Mr. RAY. 
money or his property and cheated his creditors? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes, sir. 


And many a solvent man has in that way lost his | 


| 





if he thinks that provision is necessary for the protection of 
a man’s creditors, I am willing to accept the amendment. 
Laughter. | 

Mr. RAY. Ido not know anything about gambling; I have 


never played cards for money, but I have ‘“‘hearn tell” about it 
laughter]; and I suppose that when a person who is insolvent 
goes into a gambling house and risks his money on a game of 
cirds itis just as dangerous to his creditors as if he goes into 
one of these ‘‘exchanges ” or into Wall street and risks his money 
on a chance game of ** futures” and ‘‘ options [ can see no dis- 
tinction between the two cases. Therefore I say if we go to the 
extent of providing against one kind of gaming in this bill I 
think we ought to go further and include the other. 
Mr. STOCKDALE,. Suppose a man wins at the game. 


me 
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Mr. RAY. Then it is all for the benefit of his creditors, of 
course. 

Now I oppose this provision in regard to ‘‘futures” and ‘‘ op- 
tions’ upon principle; and | do not believe it should have a place 
in a bankruptcy bill. That is why I oppose it—not because Iam 
in favor of that kind of dealing at all, but because I believe any 
pares of this kind detracts from the force of a bankruptcy 

ill. Butif we retain the provision Lam now discussing, then 
I can not see any reason why we should not put in a further pro- 
vision against other kinds of gambling. All I desire to elicit 
from the gentleman now addressing the House is his reason (if 
he has any good reason) for including the one and not the other. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Myreasonis that the law isnot intended 
to apply to an honest solvent man. “You can not puta man into 
bankruptcy unless he is dishonest, has failed, or become insol- 
vent and not paid his debts. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman does not catch the point to which 
I am endeavoring to direct his attention. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I think I do. 

Mr. RAY. No; here is the point: Suppose an insolvent man 
deals in ‘‘ futures” or ‘ options;” now, you say that shall be re- 
garded as an act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. \V hy? Because he is insolvent. 

Mr.RAY. Very good. Now, suppose an insolvent man goes 
into a gambling house, and is accustomed to do so 

Re MEMBER. He is the only kind of aman that ought to go 
there. 

Mr. RAY. Unfortunately that is not the only kind of men 
who do go there. Now, as I was saying, an insolvent man goes 
into a gambling house and risks his money on a game of cards— 
$100 or $500 or any other sum; and he is in the habit of doing 
this. Sometimes he wins and sometimes he loses. Now, why 
not make this an act of bankruptcy as well as gambling upon 
‘* futures ” or‘ options?” Why put the one in and not theother? 
That is the point I would like the gentleman to elucidate. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. A millionaire is not a bankrupt simply 
because he plays a game of cards. 

Mr. RAY. No; but I am putting the case of a man who is 
insolvent when he goes into a gambling house and plays cards 
for money. 

Mr. COCKRAN. How could he play if-he were insolvent? 

Mr. RAY. Why, sir, many a man who is insolvent has his 
pockets full of money. 

A MEMBER. Somebody else’s money. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The money which ought to be divided 
among his creditors. : 

Mr. RAY. It is getting to be quite customary in these times 
for the men who carry the most money in their pockets or about 
their persons and who do the least work not to pay their honest 
debts. 

Mr. COCKRAN. May I ask where that custom prevails? 

Mr. RAY. In New York City to quite an extent. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman's pardon. As a lawyer he 
must be perfectly conversant with the fact that all through t»- 
State of New York, as well as in other States, it is quite cust 
ary for men to become, as they say, insolvent, unable to pay 
their debts, and they put their property into the hands of their 
wives, or relatives, or friends, and still they go about, dressed 
in purple and fine linen, riding in carriages and cutting a great 
swell, although they do not pay anything that they owe. Now, 
that is one of the reasons inet favor the passage of a properly 
framed bankrupt law, to render that sort of thing impossible. 
Occurrences of that kind do take place, as we know. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Is there anything in the bill that prevents 
that? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, if it becomes a law. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Now, if the gentleman will allow me to 

roceed—— 
: Mr. RAY. Certainly. I had no intention of interrupting my 
friend, but simply to get this explanation. 

Mr. WOLVE RTON. I have had no experience in dealing in 
futures or gambling at the table. I know that a man who is 
solvent has a right to do nearly anything that he pleases, except 
to commit crime; since his money is his own he can apply it as 
he pleases. But when a man is insolvent and has not enough to 

y me my honest debt and pay others what he owes he has no 

usiness to go into the gaming house, where the invariable rule 
is to lose, and gamble away money or property. 

Mr. RAY. Why not put him into bankruptcy? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I do not see any objection to doing so. 
I should say that under those circumstances his property should 
be ratably distributed among his creditors. . 

I will continue to show the errors into which my colleague 
[Mr. WrntiamM A. STONE] has fallen. 
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The seventh ground for proceeding is that a person | 

(7) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him 
intent to defeat his creditors. 

You will, of course, remember that ‘‘ defeat ” shall 
‘defraud, delay, evade, hinder, and impede.” Under { 
of many of the States judgments are obtained for thes 
ourposes, and I regret to say that the frauds are consum 
in this way with impunity. For my part, I have a great 
tempt and loathing for frauds which are committed 
forms of laws than for those which are committed in vi 
the law. This provision of the bill is intended to maint 
integrity of justice, and to prevent judgments from 
forced which are not bonafides. If any gentleman upon 
wishes to oppose the bill because of this provision he is 
to do so, so far as I am concerned. 

The eighth ground upon which proceedings may be i: 
is that a person has— 

(8) Seereted any of his property to avoid it being levied upon u 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors. 

In considering this ground please keep in mind the. 
of the word ‘‘defeat.” Hiding of the property is not of 
quent occurrence in many of the States as a means of a 
the process of the courts. I know and every member 
House knows that the only effective means of fighting 
is to uphold the courts and to enable them to have their | 
served. The debtor who undertakes to thwart the servic: 
process of the courts and the ordinary administration of 
in them is, in my judgment, one of the worst enemies of soci 
I therefore think that any debtor who is guilty of such 
ought to be amenable to the process of the bankruptcy . 
and in case the allegation is fairly proven,I think his 
ought to be administered. 

The ninth ground is that a person has— 

(9) Suffered, while insolvent, an execution for 8500 or over, or a1 
of executions aggregating such amount, against himself, to be retur 


property found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executior 
be paid before a petition is filed. 


A 


salt y 


This provision has been criticised in the course of the « 
because it was alleged that there was no occasion to put 
into bankruptey where, upon execution, no property co 
found. Those who have made this criticism are evident], 
aware that under the laws of some of the States real estite 
not be sold under an execution, and that a man against whon 
judgment has been obtained might own large tracts of land :1 
yet an execution issued upon such judgment would be ret 
‘**No property found.” 

Such criticisms are evidently made with aforgetfulness of 1 
fact that a fradulently-inclined debtor not infrequently remo, 
his property out of the jurisdiction within which the executi 
might be served or converts it into cash, and hides the cash, an 
that, as a result, the execution proves unavailing. It mus‘ 
therefore, be apparent to the mind of every gentleman that this 
ground is necessarily a part of the bill. 

The tenth and final ground for action on the part of credito: 
is that a person has— 

(10) Suspended and not resumed for thirty days, and untila petition is! 
whileinsolvent,the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregatin: 
or over. 

You will observe that the person, firm, or corporation | 
might suffer its paper to go to protest and remain in prot 
thirty days and until a petition was filed, must be one wh 
insolvent, or they will not be liable to be adjudged a bank: 
Under the present laws of all the States a person may be + 
immediately after going to protest, and irrespective of | 
amount of the paper and irrespective of the solvency or insol\ 
ency of the maker. It therefore can not be said to constitue a 
hardship that a person who owes on commercial paper to | 
amount stated, and who is insolvent and who does not \ 
thirty days and until the petition is filed resume the paym: 
it, may be proceeded against in bankruptcy. Under the old 
the time, as I remember it, was fourteen days, and there w: 
provision that the person in default should be insolvent. | 
not hear, in the course of my practice under that law, nor | 
I heard it contended in the whole course of the agitation in 
half of a bankrupt law nor in debates on this bill, that any ha 
ships were suffered under the old law on this ground. 

I invite the attention of every member of the House, and esp: 
cially do I insist that the opponents of this bill shall note, thati' 
is not a’ round for the institution of bankruptcy proceedings that 
an amo..nt dueupon open accounthas not been paid; that an un 
determined amount due under a contract has not been paid; on 
the contrary, it is necessary that the defendant shall have douc 
or suffered to be done some act which is designed to defraud h's 
creditors or some of them, or that he has in writing admitted lis 
inability to conduct his own affairs, to pay his own debts, or his 
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defended against a proceeding and a judgment against him, or 
that in writing he has promised to pay a stated amount. 

In view of all which, I submit that 1 have conclusively shown 
that it will not ‘be extremely difficult to keep out of bank- 
ruptey,” and that no ‘‘man in the ordinary course of business 
will beliable totumble in at any time, wholly unaware that he was 
at all in danger,” as was stated by the gentleman whose remarks 
are in question. ' 

The member from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] is 
reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD as having said: 

The lawyers who live at the places where the United States court sit wil 
have a monopoly of the bankrupt practice, and those lawyers who attend to 
the general practice and their clients will be at their mercy 

The réply to this statement is, first, that it is incorrect; and, 
second, that if it were true, still it would not be any reason why 
a bankruptcy law should not be passed if it would prove in prac- 
tice for the best interests of the whole people. Thefact thatthe 
law, if passed, will be a national one makes it necessary that if 
should be enforced by the Federal courts, since it has been held 
that the Government can not 
jurisdiction under a Federallaw. Ifitwereattempted toadminis- 
ter a national law in the State courts the ends of justice might 
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force a State court to exercise | 


be entirely defeated by the refusal of the State courts to act; we | 


might, therefore, have presented to us the spectacle of a part of 
the courts acting and a part not, or of a part acting somet 
and in some cases and at other times refusing in other cases to 
act. 

It must therefore,in the best interests of all parties, be en- 
forced in the United States courts. The inconvenience to par 
ties in interest from having the law administered in the United 
States courts has been, in my judgment, greatly overestimated 
by the opponents of the bill. As a matter of fact, the Federal 
courts hold sessions for the most part at all of the places where 
there is a sufficient amount of business to in any sense justify i 

It may be fairly said of any part of the country where a United 
States court is not held within a reasonable distance, that such 
part of the country is sparsely settled and that there is little 
occasion for holding court there; it also, of course, follows that 
in any sparsely settled country there will be very little bank- 
ruptcy business to be transacted. The inconvenience of living 
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the laws. For example, if 








are put into the hands of a lawyer for collection it 

sults in an attachment being issued against the debto 
making some form of voluntary assignment, or of bein 

the hands of a receiver; and this, , irre tive o 

the claims are j ist or 

solventor insolvent. Ino vords, the ¢ of 
debtors of the country are not sufficiently se f to 
defend themselves against claims w] they bel 

just, because even the bringir a 8 3 

to alarm other creditors and result 

wall financially. 

If this bill should be passed, then the con 
tirely different in this, thatif cl is are put in o 
lawyers for collection against a debtor, he will be abte t f 
against them if he desires, since in the event his creditor 
come alarmed, he may secure a meeting of them and e) 

| fully and frankly his actual conditions, since this law will | 

vent them from taking advantage of one another by entering 
into a struggle to see who can first secure a lien against his 
property. 

It follows therefore that the passage of the bill will, instead o 
resulting in the consolidation of the legal commercial business 
of the country, result in its revival d of its beit eted 
at the places where the parties live 

As before stated, the percentage of failures a g ose who 
are engaged in business for the whole country does not exceed a 
little over 1 per cent per annum, and has not done so for years 
up to the present year at least, and if therefore if were true, a 
it is not, that all of this business would be co ute » the 

| pl ices of the meeting ol the Dankr iptey courts, still it wo ld 
not materially interfere or affect the ordinary legal business of 
| the country; and besides, if it did, this point ought not to be 
considered since every lawyer of standing would consider first 


| the best financial interests of his client before 
| effect it would have on his legal pr 


where courts are never held is also experienced in a greater or | 


less degree under present State laws, and is always one of the 
inconveniences which the pioneers in any country voluntarily 
incur. 

In order to bring the administration of the law as near to every 


man's door as possibie, it has been provided by the bill that the | 


meeting of creditorsshall be held at the county seat of the count; 
where the bankrupt resides, unless it would be manifestly incon- 


yemient to the creditors; that referees to whom cases for admin- | 


istration may be referred by the court may be appointed with 
out limit as to number, and that such territorial districts may be 
assigned to them as may be desirable; that claims against estates 
may be proven by thesimpleafiidavitof theclaimant, and that they 
will be allowed as of course upon being filed in court, or before 
the referee, or sent toeither by mail, and that evidence in bank- 
ruptcy cases may be taken in the form of depositions under the 
provisions of law now in force or which may be hereafter enacted 
upon this subject. 

These provisions, and possibly others which do not oceur to me 
at this moment, have been made in the bill in order to prevent 
anything in the line of hardships which might possibly occur in 
the administration of it. In addition, it is provided that litiga- 
tion with regard to the property interests of the estate shal! 
brought in the court which would have had jurisdiction of the 
controversy had not bankruptcy proceedings intervened. That 
is to say, if A has a claim against B, and A is put into bank- 
ruptcy the trustee of A, in the event litigation is necessary and 
they are both citizens of the same State, must sue B in the State 
court. 

If they were residents of different States, and the claim was 
such a one as the United States circuit court would have juris- 
diction of, the suit may be brought in the proper United States 
circuit court. But the trustee of A could not, under any cir- 
cumstances, bring suit in the bankruptcy court and compe! B to 
come in and litigate his rights in that tribunal unless it should 
be by the consent of B. Thusit will be seen that the objection 
concerning which so much has been said; and regarding which 
80 much opposition has been found to the enactment of the bill, 
is reduced to the minimum if not entirely done away with by an 
explanation of the very careful provisions which have been made 
in the bill upon this subject. 


It is a notorious fact among business men and lawyers cogni- | 


zant of the facts of the case that the collection business of the 


considering 
ictice. 
lt was stated that— 
The applicati ym may be made at any t 
f the adjudication in bankruptcy 


This is not all of the provision. It is that 


A person, not a corporation, may, after the expiration of two ynt , 
within the next four months subsequent to being adjudged a ink t, 1 
an application for a discharge in the court of bankruptcy in which t 
ceedings are pending; if it shall be made to appear to the judg: 


bankrupt was unavoidably prevented from filing it withinsu 


be filed within, but not after the expiration of the next six mo! 


This limitation of the time within which the 


i 
applic 


be filed is to prevent a fraudulent bankrupt from making appli 
cation for a discharge after the death or removal of witness 


words, 1t 1s 


from the jurisdiction of the court. In other 
when persons who can not obtain their discharges when all of 


the facts surrounding their failure can be proved in order to 
receive them, they can not do so at some subsequent time. 
rr . " evs Son - +} e +} ‘ 5 
[he speaker criticises the use of the word ‘‘ material” as ap 
plied to the false statement which would prevent a bankrupt 
| from receiving a discharge. He also criticises the word “ sub 


| stantial” as modifying the word ‘‘ valuation” with reference to 
the amount of accounts concerning which there was a misrep 


resentation. These words were used in order that tl 5) : 
rupt should not be refused a discharge unless the false stat 
ment complained of was material. In other words, h d 
not be denied relief because he made a false statement ¢ »im 
portance. In the same manner the word “ substantia sed 
with reference to the amount of claims which might be inserted 
in the schedule or omitted from it, since it was not « ired that 
anamount of no importance should be taken cognizance of. The 
criticism § ns to have been made ina spirit indicating a de- 
sire that we should b Lore conside te of the debtors’ rights 
than we have been, but I respectfully submit that in the pro 
visions of the bill we have been more considerate n it is t 
wish of the gentleman we should be. 

Complaint is made that there is a provision to prevent a. 
charge where the application is ‘‘with fraudulent intent or lect 
to keep books of account or r rds from which his t condi- 
tion might be ascertained,” accompanied by the statement that 


there are a great many people in business who do not keep such 
accounts or records. I know, of c t great 
many people who do business without keeping formal sets of 

but in view of the practice, universally I believe, of ex- 
changing bills, of conducting correspondence, of securing in- 
surance, Of making returns for taxes, and of other details con- 
| nected with business,I think there are always records from which 
| the financial condition of the deptor may be ascertained, 


, 
rse, that there are 
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ex- 


country has for a series of years become less and less, until at | cept where asa part of a deliberate design such records have been 
the present time there is very little of it by comparison with | destroyed or have not been made, with a wrongful intent. 


what it formerly was. This fact grows out of the condition of 


In all events it seems to me reasonable that those who ask for 
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this great privilege under the law should be only such persons 
as shall be able to stand this very reasonable and lenient test as 
to the good faith with which they have conducted their business 
affairs which has resulted in their unfortunate financial condi- 
tion, and which has necessitated an application for their dis- 
charge. 

It is stated asfollo ws: 

Under the act of 1867 the bankrupt could not obtain a discharge unless the 
assets equaled 30 per cent of the debts proved against his estate, or on the 
assent of one-fourth in number or one-third in value of his creditors. No 


such requisition isnecessary under this bill; itis a matter wholly and solely 
with the judge. The creditors have nothing to do with it. 


This statement is made as a criticism of this bill, and as going 
to show that the act of 1867 was a better measure than this one. 

The provision with regard to the payment of 30 per cent of 
the debts proven did not apply in the act of 1867 to all bank- 
rupts as this statement would seem to imply, but only to those 
who were voluntary bankrupts. As to the policy of requiring 
the payment of any percentage as a condition precedent to the 
discharge of a bankrupt, I have this to say: The discharge of a 
debtor from the just claims of his creditor can be justified only 
upon the ground that it is required by a sound public policy. 
A sound public policy has nothing to do with the question as to 
whether any amount is paid by the debtor’s estate, or, if so, the 
exact amount paid. Itsimply goes to the extent of saying that 
where an honest man has made a fair surrender of his property 
he shall be discharged from the further claim of the creditor. 

The same reasoning which justifies the passage of exemption 
laws by the several States justifies the passage of a law for the 
discharge of the honest bankrupt. Imagine an exemption law 
by the terms of which a debtor was to have a bed for his family 
and the implements of trade for himself, only upon condition 
that he could pay, say 30 per cent of the amount he owed. Why 
should a law be passed giving to a bankrupt a discharge whose 
estate paid 30 cents, and refuse it to a bankrupt whose estate 
only paid 29.99 cents; why should a bankrupt be discharged 
whose misfortune has only amounted to the reduction of 70 per 
cent of his estate, and refused to a bankrupt whose entire estate 
has been destroyed by a devastating flood or a disastrous cy- 
cione, 

The only ground upon which a discharge may be granted by 
the authority of a law of the United States and decree of a 
court after hearing, is that of asound public policy. This being 
true, why should there be a condition-precedent added that the 
dictates of a sound public policy shall be withheld unless the 
debtor shall have been able to beg or coerce a certain per cent 
of his creditors to consent that he shall have a discharge? I 
have heard-it said that under the old law creditors not infre- 
quently withheld their consent to discharges until paid a finan- 
cial consideration to give it. Does any gentleman think that 
speculation upon such a basis is justified? I would not be will- 
ing to adyocate a law under which such a species of speculation 
would be possible. 

My conclusion, therefore, upon this question is that those who 
are entitled to the consideration of the law are only honest men, 
and that they are entitied to it without reference to the extent 
or character of their misfortune, and without reference to the 
good nature or malicious feelings of their creditors. 

[t was urged by the same member of this House as an objec- 
tion to the passage of this bill with at least apparent frankness, 
as follows: 

The judge shall discharge unless the bankrupt shall have done one of five 
things, and, as an involuntary bankrupt, he must have done at least one of 
these things; and as the judge has in adjudicating him a bankrupt already 
passed upon that question, I see no way in which an involuntary bankrupt 
can ever be discharged. 

This gentleman, mind you, made the opening argument in op- 
position to the bill; lest you may not have gotten the full force 
of the statement which I have just quoted, let me read it to you 
again: 

The judge shall discharge unless the bankrupt shall have done one of five 
things, and, as an involuntary bankrupt, he must have done at least one of 
these things; and as the judge has in adjudicating him a bankrupt already 
passed upon that question, I see no way in which an involuntary bankrupt 
can ever be discharged. 

I submit this statement as fairly in line with mostof the state- 
ments which have been made so freely in opposition to this 
measure. I do not question the sincerity of the gentleman mak- 
ing it, but I do submit that if I shall show that he is entirely 
mistaken in so important a point as this, it will be but a reason- 
able conclusion that he is entirely mistaken in his other state- 
ments which are calculated to throw discredit upon the bill. 

Let me read you the pertinent parts of the bill sothat youcan 
see by a comparison that this error is flagrant. 

Section 2, a, is as follows: 

Ske. 2. @ Acts of bankruptcy.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall 
consist of his having within six months prior to the filing of a petition 
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- him (1) concealed himself, departed or remained away from } 
of business, residence, or domicile continuously with intent to ay. 5 
service of civil process and to defeat his creditors— ae 


Meanwhile he may have created a preference— 


(2) failed for thirty days while insolvent to secure the release of a oe 
erty levied upon under process of law for $500 or over, or if such proper ) 
to be sold under such process then until three days before the time tix. ; 
such sale and until a petition is filed; (3) made a transfer of any of 
erty with intent to defeat his creditors; (4) madean assignment for | 
efit of his creditors or filed in courta written statement admitting h 
ity to pay his debts; (5) made while insolvent a contract persona 
agent, for the purchase or sale of a commodity with intent not to 1 
deliver the same but merely to receive or pay a difference between 
tract and the market price thereof, at a time subsequent to the ma 
such contract; (6) made while insolvent, a transfer of any of his | 
or suffered any of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law « 
wise for the purpose of giving a preference; (7) procured or suffer 
ment to beentered against himself with intent todefeat his crediio 
creted anyof his property toavoid its being levied upon under le 
against himself and to defeat his creditors; (9) suffered while j 
execution for $500 or over, or a number of executions aggreva 
amount, against himself to be returned no property found 
amount shown to be due by such executions shall be paid befor 
is filed, or (10) suspended and not resumed for thirty days and w 
tion is filed, while insolvent, the payment of his commercial pa; 
aggregating $500 or over. 


Section 13, a and }, is as follows: 


SEc. 13. a Discharges, when granted.—A person, not a corporat 
after the expiration of two months and within the next four mo 
quent to being adjudged a bankrupt, file an application fora dis 
the court of bankruptcy in which the proceedings are pending; if i 
made to appear to the judge that the bankrupt was unavoidably | 
from filing it within such time, it may be filed within but not afte: 
ration of the next six months. 

b+ The judge shall hear the application for a discharge, and such | 
may be made in opposition thereto by parties in interest, at such t 
convenience will permit and as will give parties in interest a reas 
portunity to be heard, and discharge the applicant unless he has 
mitted an offense punishable by imprisonment or fine as herein } 
(2) given a preference as herein defined, under anassignment for th 
of creditors or otherwise, which has not been surrendered to the ¢ 
(3) knowingly made a materially false statement in writing concer) 
financial condition to any person for the purpose of obtaining cr: 
being communicated to the trade or to those from whom he has 
obtained credit; (4) made a transfer of any of his property which a 
itor, who has proved his debt in the proceedings, might, at the tim 
bankruptcy, have impeached as fraudulent if he had then been a 
creditor, unlesssuch property shall have been surrendered to the tr 
(5) with fraudulent intent destroyed or neglected to keep books of 
or records from which his true condition might be ascertained. 


Section 29, a, referred to in subdivision (1) in the section or 
discharges as above, is as follows: 
Seco, 29. a Offenses.—A person shall be punished, by imprisonm: fol 


period not to exceed ten years, upon conviction of the offense 

willfully (1) appropriated to his own use, embezzled, spent, 01 

fully transferred any property belonging to a bankrupt estate whi 

into his charge as trustee; (2) attempted to account or accounted fo: 

his property, or attempted to account or accounted while a bankrupt 
any of the property belonging to his estate by fictitious losses or exp: 

(3) concealed while a bankrupt, or after his discharge, from his trustee 

of the property belonging to his estate; (4) in case of any person havin 
his knowledge, after he has become a bankrupt, proved a false claim again 
his estate, failed to disclose that fact, within one month after coming to 
knowledge thereof, to his trustee; (5) made a false oath in, or in relation t« 
any procceding in bankruptcy; (6) made a substantially false valuation, as 
a baukrupt, ot any of the property of his estate in his schedule of property 
or omitted therefrom any of the property of his estate, or from the list of 
his creditors any person to whom he is indebted in a substantial amou 
or included therein any person to whom he is not indebted, or included 
therein a creditor for an amount substantially more than the true indebt 
ness; (7) obtained on credit any property with intent not to pay forthe sar 
or with intent to use the same to prefer a creditor or increase his proy« 


in contemplation of bankruptcy; (8) presented any false, or subsiantia 
exaggerated, claim for proof against the estate of a bankrupt, o1 
offered to use any such claim in composition personally or by agen roxy 


or attorney, or as agent, proxy, or attorney; (9) received any proper! rt 
promise of the same, or paid or promised to pay any property as a 
sideration to act or forbear to act in any proceeding in bankrupic) 10 
secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under iey.l pro 
cess against himself or administered in bankruptcy, or any document rela 
ing to his property or which is a part of or relates to an estat 1 his 
charge: or (11) transferred, otherwise than in the ordinary course of his bus 
ness, and in contemplation of bankruptcy, any property which he has « 
tained on credit. 


Now let us make the comparison; begin with section 2 on acts 
of bankruptcy; the first ground (1) as there stated is not 1 
ferred to in either of the other sections, and it follows that he 
might be adjudged a bankrupt on that ground and still be dis- 
charged. he gentleman therefore shows by his statement 
that he has not examined the bill carefully, sinceitisconclusiv: 
on at least this one point, that he is in error in stating that an 
involuntary bankrupt can not be discharged. 

Let us continue the examination; the second (2) ground, as 
stated in section 2 as above, falls under the same head, and the 
gentleman is therefore in error in two respects. 

The third (3) ground for proceedings is that the defendant 
has— 

‘ (8) Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his cred 
tors. 

By referring to the section on discharges as quoted, subdi- 
vision four (4), you will see that such a transfer is not a ground 
for refusing a discharge if ‘‘ such property shall have been sur- 
rendered to the trustee.” The gentleman’s statement is there- 
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fore inaccurate in this respect. He is in error therefore in at 
least three particulars. 

The fourth (4) ground as stated in section 2 is not referred to 
in either of the other sections and therefore justifies the scoring 
of the fourth error against the gentleman who has thus maligned 


the bill. 
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| charge that every gentleman w 


The fifth (5) ground for beginning a suit relates to dealing in | 


Such an act is neither an offense nor a ground for re- 
Another error must therefore be credited 


options. 
fusing a discharge. 
to my colleague. 

The sixth (6) act of bankruptcy relates to giving a preference. 
Although adebtor might be adjudged a bankrupt on this ground, 
still he would be entitled to a discharge as you will see by refer- 
ence to section 13, (2) if such preference has been surrendered 
to the trustee. Still the gentleman continues in error. 

The seventh (7) ground is not set out in cither of the other 
sections and the score of errors therefore numbers seven. 

The eighth (8) ground relates to the secreting or hiding away 
of property for the purpose of defrauding the creditors; a bank- 
rupt who has been guilty of that act would not 10) section 
29) and ought not to be given a discharge. The gentleman's 
statement is, I am glad to say, correct in this particular, and I 
accordingly score one in his favor. 

Grounds nine (9) and ten (LO)are not referred to in sections 13 
or 20, and two additional errors must therefore be charged. 

The statement therefore, that no involuntary bankrupt can 
get a discharge is an error; if adjudged a bankrupt on any one 
of nine grounds he may, so far as such grounds are concerned, 
secure a discharge; if adjudged a bankrupt on one ground he 
will, on that account, be denied a discharge. There are other 
grounds on which a discharge may be refused. I therefore again 
call attention to the fact that the opposition to this bill is founded 
chiefly upon a want of information as to its provisions and a mis- 
conception of the results which it will accomplish. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will my colleague yield for a 
question? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why not give the bankrupt who 
applies for a discharge the right of trial by jury on the specifi- 
cation 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. He has that right. 

Mr. WILLIAM ,A. STONE (continuing). The same as you 
give him the right of trial when he is adjudicated a bankrupt? 
There is no provision in the bill for any such action. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. He has it now. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I will say that no objection on that ac- 
count was made to the bill in the argument of my friend when 
he was on the floor the other day, nor doI see that it would be ob- 
jectionable to be incorporated in the bill as an amendment if 
necessary. 

But what 1 do complain of before the House is the wholesale 
denunciation that this bill has received by the opponents with 
out an effort on their part to try to correct alleged imperfections 
and tomakeitapermanentlaw. Have younot got the courage to 
do it? Is there a want of ability todoit? I know it isnotthat. 
But these criticisms are for the purpose of defeating any law 
upon the subject. Theyare forthe purpose, in many instances, 
of retaining the infamous attachmentand assignment acts which 
are upon the statute books of many States. 

I have criticised at some length the argument of mv colleacue 
[Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] merely for the purpose of showing 
that this bill is not infamous, as it has been stigmatized by very 
many who have argued against it, and for the purpose of draw- 
ing attention to its provisions. 

| have no doubt that if the gentleman, with his ability and his 
experience, and others who have criticised this measure, were to 
get together and suggest amendments and consider the matter 
cirefully and candidly, notseeking for some little loophcle in the 
bill or some little point which they can criticise as unsatisfac- 
tory, for the mere purpose of condemning it as a measure—if they 
were thus to seek to perfect this bill, they either would find that 
it was perfect, or we would concede their points and thereby 
make it so. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Certuinly. 

Mr. RAY. Ido not suppose the gentleman wants to be inac- 
curate in any of his statements? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. No, certainly not. 

Mr. RAY. I had the floor for an hour and a half, and I criti- 
cised this bill rather severely in some of its particulars. 
days before I addressed the House on the bill, I printed in the 
REGORD proposed amendments which I suggested, and I deliber- 
ately stated that I criticised the bill for the purpose of having it 


see 


Three | 


amended. SoI hope the gentleman will not make the wholesale | 
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aone 


ho has criticised the bill has 
it for the purpose of defeating it 
tat broad as sug- 


Mr. WOLVERTON. If my staten g 
gested by the gentleman from New York |Mr. RAY] it was in- 


ent was 


as 





correct to that extent. I believe the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. RAY] did suggest some amendments, and did state that he 
was in favor of the passage of a uniform nkrupte w by this 
Congress, butthat he disapprovedofs of the pro s of this 
bill 

ir. RAY. That is it 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I was notalluding to the critici of the 
rentleman from New York His method of argun 

nd fair. This Ho se is able to take up a bill, f it 3nr 
thit spirit, with a view of making suggestions and ame t 
and to perfect the bill. I have at least nodoubt that aft 
received the careful consideration of this House, instead of its 
hostile criticism, and has gone to the Senate and recei\ fait 
cousideration there, and if the two Hous can not agree, then 
after consideration by a conference committe t willre tin the 
enactment of a law creating an uniform system of bank tey 
throughout the United States that will be as beneficial as any 
legislation that could be enneted by this Cor rress 


| have taken more time than I ought, and yet, as a 


curiosity, and perhaps to show the rexson why som Ly 
friends adhere to their views against all n ires that ight 
be introduced for the purpose of creating 1 for n of 
bankruptcy, I wish to call attention to the fact that they hav 

on the statute books of their States, laws which are infamous in 
every particular, and calculated to produce injustice and ine- 


qualities between creditors, and which are harsh in their oper- 


ations upon debtors. A comparison with these laws al this 
bill will show that it is a just and humane m re 

lake, for instance, the law that prevails in the State of Texas 
on the subject of attachments. Here isa fair sample of the at- 
tachment laws that now prevail and are upon the stitute books 
of the different States. This applies to debts not due as well as 
to debts which are due: 

The judges and clerks of the district court ul ur and f 
the peace may issue writs of original attachm stot YD 
tive courts, upon the plaintiff, his agent, or attorne ng ana t in 
writing, stating 

1. That the defendant is justiy indebted tothe in i int 


2. That the defendant is not a resident of the State, o  forel po 


ration, or acting as such. 
’. That he is about to remove permane! itly out o 
fused to pay or secure the debt of the plaintiff 
4. That he secretes himself so that the ordinary pro s 0 VW 
served upon him, 
5. That he has secreted his property for the purpose of defraud 1 
itors 
6. That he is about to secrete his property for the purpo 
his creditors 
7 Tha 12 is about tore Love hiS Dro] ‘rty ut of the State, with t i 
ing sufficient remaining to pay his de 
& That he is about to remove his property) Vr parto out ? inty 
in which suit is brought with intent to defraud reditor 
9. That he has disposed of his pro] I i wi ! ) 
ud his creditor 
That he is about tod! se of his propert \ i it to 1d 
cre tors 
hat he is about to convert his] porty, or a part thereo oney, 
for the purpose of placing it beyond the reach of h li 
In every case the creditor could make an allidavit there that a 
men who was about to sell a horse was doi: it for the purpose 
of converting it into money for th purpose of placin t b 


vond the reach of his creditors. because thatis the ordinary 





course of trade, in order to get the money. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. inreference to all these attachment laws 

Lich hi: ve been spocen oO by the re itlem in ilmo ery 
St:te in the Union, when they are attaching goods the credit re 
must give bond to indemnify the defend«nt against any dumage 
that he may sustain. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
ever knew of any such bond being Sued upon in his life?’ We 
have the sam«¢ ‘Ovision in Pen sylvania, Under this bill p op 
erty can not bes ized before adjudication until after a good bond 
shall have been given. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the gentleman will allow me to wer 
that question, [ will state that almost generally the dan sma 
be assessed upon that bond in the same suit 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Butonly incaset judg- 
ment is set aside. , 

Mr. STOCKDALE. If the attachment fails, then he can sue 
for damaves. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That would be done in 


the regular way of setting it aside. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. If the attachment is defeated, in most of 
the States he can sue for damages. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. 
except by being set aside? 


How can it be defeated 
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defeating and setting aside, if I understand the English language. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. The attachment is a pre- 
liminary thing. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You will find in the general attachment 
laws in the States that you take the attachment and the prop- 
erty, then you show cause, and if you fail, the party has a cause 
of damages against you. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. That does not occur in 
bankruptcy. There is no provision of that kind in bankruptcy. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Oh, yes. 

Mr. VAN VOORHGHIS of New York. Oh, no. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. You have not read the bill. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. I have looked over it. I 
think that was probably in the old bill. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. There is this difference between the 
bankruptey law and the law I have just read as baing the law of 


Texas. Down in Texas they are against the creditor if he lives | 
out of Texas, but if he lives in Texas there is no law too sharp | 


for him. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS of New York. Against the poor debtor? 

Mr. STOCKDALE. They want to treat foreigners with cour- 
tesy. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I hope the gentlemen have settled this 
question between themselves. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. To our satisfaction. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. To your satisfaction. 


In view of the attachment and exemption laws they have in | 


Texas nobody can be compelled to pay their debts. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would say to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that, with all our exemptions, we pay our debts better than 
any people in the Union 


Mr. WOLVERTON. They pay 10 per centfor money and up- | 


ward. 
Mr. BAILEY. But we pay it. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. Iam notsaying anything against Texas, 


but Iam saying that if you had different laws that would invite | 


capital to your State, you would be able to get money for 5 per 


cent instead of 10. If you did not exempt saw mills, and grist | 
mills, and rolling mills, and everything that you could pile ona | 
lot and 200 acres of land; if you did not have this attachment | 


law in force, money could be sent from the North or from the 
South or wherever it was seeking investment, and you could 
have it for 5 per cent interest. 

Mr. BAILEY. Whydonot they go to Mississippi, where they 
have no such exemption as we have in Texas? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I have not examined the laws of Mis- 
sissippi as to that point. 

Mr. BAILEY. The exemption laws there are very similar to 
those of other States. 


Mr. WOLVERTON. Take Texas, Kansas, and the Dakotas, | 


and even Illinois, and other States where the exemptions are so 
liberal, no man need be afraid of any process of execution against 
his property. The proposed enactment does not disturb the 


homestead exemption. It allows a man to retain as much prop- | 


erty as is exempt under the State laws. The involuntary pro- 
visions do not apply to farmers, nor to wage-earners. The hon- 


est farmer or wage-earner whois poorand who owes debtsof any | 


amount may under the voluntary provisions of this act be dis- 
charged from debts he is unable to pay. As a sample of the ex- 


emption laws which I have spoken of, I will refer to those which | 


prevail in Texas. 


By the Constitution of 1875 the homestead of a family, not in a town or 


city, is made to consist of not more than 200 acres of land, which may be in | 


one or more parcels, with the improvements thereon. ‘Ithe homestead in a 
city, town, or village of lot or lots not to exceed $5,000 in value at the time 
of designation, without reference to the value of improvements thereon; pro- 
vided the same shall be used forthe purpose of a home, or asa place to ex- 
ercise the calling or business of the head or a family. The homestead is 
protected from forced sale for the payment of all debts, except for purchase 
money, taxes due thereon, or for work and material used in constructing 
improvements thereon, andin respect to the last, the contract for work and 
a must be with the consent of the wife given in the manner provided 

Vy law. 

“In addition to this it is provided that in case of the death of a person leay- 
ing wife and children, or either, there shall be granted out of the estate a sum 
sufficient to support them for one year; also if the exempted articles pro- 
vided for by law do not exist in kind, the property of the estate may be sold 
for cash to raise their value, not to exceed %,000 for homestead, and $500 for 
further exempted property. 

There is also exempted to every family, free from forced sale for all debts; 
all household and kitchen furnitare; any lot or lots for sepulture in a ceme- 
tery; allimplements of husbandry; all toolsand apparatus belonging to any 
trade or profession; and all books belonging to public or private libraries, 
and family portraits and pictures; five milch cows and calves; two yoke of 
work oxen; two horsesand one wagon; onecarr or buggy; one gun; twenty 
hogs; twenty head of sheep; all provisions and forage on hand for home 
consumption; all bridles, saddies, and harness necessary for the use of the 
family. And to every citizen not a head of a family, one horse, bridle, and 
Saddie; all wearing apparel; any iot or lots for sepulture in a cemetery; all 
tools, apparatus, or books belonging to his trade, profession or private li- 
brary. Current wages for personal service are not subject to garnishment. 
Articles otherwise exempt may be made subject to valid liens. (See Liens.) 
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Mr. STOCKDALE, I think there is some difference between | 
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Now, I cam seo how my friends from Texas can aff, 

| the passage of this or any other bankrupt act. An) 
| Texas to-day, with the enormous exemptions he } { 
| him, and with the attachment laws of that State in fo 4 
| tirely proof against any creditor in New York or « 
may sell him goods on credit. 

Mr. KILGORE. The exemptions in Texas ar 
understood, and any man who deals with a citizen 
with him with full knowledge of those exemption 
wants to hold him responsible, he ought to take car 
that the man has property over and above thos 
that will be liable for debt. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. That is all correct, and I @ 
of anything that could be put upon the statute books 
that would go further than such legislation as this 
immigration. The character of the people who \ 
grate there, however, might be questionable. [Lai 

For several years the State of Kansas, because « 
homestead exemption laws, has been the refuge of nm 
fraudulent debtors who have migrated from my Si 
perhaps some of them may have gone to Texas. Ce 
stead exemptions like this would promote immig 
hope they will keep such laws upon their statute box 
and in other States to encourage emigration of ac 
from my own State. [Laughter.] There are, ho 
| cates even in Texas of the passage of a uniform bank 
| this time. I have a clipping from the Dallas Ti 
which I will read: 
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A BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

A bill to relieve the great and constantly increasing class of 
soivent debtorsis now an imperious necessity. The present da 
bill is not from one, but from all classes. 

The people are entitled toenjoy all the rights secured to the 
eral Constitution. One of these rights is to have enacted a bank 
Thatright can not beenjoyed save through Congressional legisla 
| all over the Union bodies of all sorts and petitioners from all 
been for seven years and are now demanding the passage of thi 
unanimity that is pronounced and pressing. The bill seemsa w 
ative, and economical measure, meeting adequately the just den 
| people. 

Congress should pass the bill, and Messrs. CULBERSON, K1 
BAIL#Y should forego their opposition to it. 


Mr. KILGORE. I wish to say that that is an evei 
published in Dallas, which probably echoes an editori 
perhaps by Mr. Torrey or some other friend of this bil! 
| ter.] I think that paper itself went into the hands of 
some time since. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Many intelligent and sound r 
been expressed by the newspapers of Texas for the ena 
this bill. I submit and will have printed a few of them. 

An able address was made in support of this bill in the | 
| first Congress by the Hon. Littleton W. Moore from Tex 
appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD under date of July 
1890. ; 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask my colleague 
question: Did you ever know a proposed law which auth 
notices to be given by advertising through the newspup 

| was not favored by all the papers that knew of the pro 
| [Laughter.] 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I never have known of a new: 

| ing bought as the gentleman intimates. I suppose tha 

| lishers of newspapers, to a limited extent, are govern 

as lawyers and other people, by considerations of se! 

It is simply absurd for my colleague to intimate th 

| general indorsement given this bill by the press thro 
country is because there will be a petty amount of a 

for one paper in each judicial district. 

|; Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And to the extent of | 

| terest they ought not to be guides of public opinion. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I know that the papers whic! 
and have been supporting this bill have not done it wit! 
pectation of getting a three or four dollar advertisem« 
and then. They are far above that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But you do know that 
makes a great deal of advertising for the newspapers? 

Mr.WOLVERTON. ldonot. It provides for an 
administration of bankrupt estates; far more economi 
| any law that I have examined. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like toask the gentleman frou 
sylvania a question before he passes from this point a 
general indorsement which this bill is stated to have i 
l ask him whether he believes that one out of a th 
those who have indorsed this bill has ever readit? [Tun 
to say that not half of the members of this House have | 
bill through. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I am bound to believe that tho- 
have indorsed the bill have read it. As to the members 0! 
House, I am led to believe that your statement is true—it 
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J. think, be true as to some of the gentlemen who have spoken 
in opposition to the bi 
. BAILEY. Then surely t he indorsement of the bill by 
ns who have not read it can not possess very much weight, 
{ should think, with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

. Wi L V ERTON. I did not concur in your insinuation as 
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ne submit what the brick manufacturers of the countr 
{ : about it; possibly you will realize that they know w! 
re talking about 
NATIONAL BRICK MANUFACTURERS OCIATION 
7 ; Ind . : 
rf if } 
I nde 1 Brick Manu irers’ Associati 
tr i Stat bled in its fifth annual convention 
f urges U] e@ bodies the passage of the Torrey bankrupt 
I ind su for the following 
rhe m 1 thelr 
i anufa 1a exte v ’ 
é Union nmo h the rpo 
I 3 to W lu } pon 
Schl i 
lof by 16 Stat in ¥ 
rhe men tion, as the pur 
ol »plies, az passage of t 
persons, tr! $irom whom th p hase, asit 
credit, prev eand maintain cor nce betw rt ) 
men, manufacturers, mer hanics, and bankers 
lhe members of this association, as consumers of commodities, are 
terested in the enactment of a law which will enable the rs of 
collect the price . re it, of the goods sold, to the end that he 
people who pay their debts will not have to pay in multiplied profits f t 
losses sustained by the sellers of is to dishonest persons 
!. The mem ‘sof thisa clat their dua bpacities as « 
creditors, are interested in the placir on tl tatut 
will be perfectly fair to them in those capactti 
In view of the foregoing it i 
. Resolved, That the rights and responsibilities of 
pating in the commerce of the several Stat l not to be chan 1 
ever a State line fs crossed, and that Cong is therefore called 1 oO 
enact at once a uniform national bankrupt pr ted Fe 
Constitution 
“© (2) Pesolved further pa we of alaw Vv shall bf \ 
of fair dealing in cor ltransactions on credit is designed tn eff 
increase the capital in in business by every business man, manu 
turer. and mechanic 1 \ > him additiona 
to him 1dditional mat ir irds o isi 
(3) Resol i jur r, hat it is imperative duty upon the partof ¢ 
toenact a law which shall give stability to commer because, in 
dishonest people will be prevented from fraudulent yiding the pay 
of their debts, thereby leaving them.in effect, to be paid in multiplied p 
by honest people who pay for what they consume 
: Peso i further, Tnat as honest men they are willing to purcha i 
sell under a law which give s to them reciprocal rights and resp ilitie 
they therefore request the enactmen f a bill containing pro ist 
voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy 
‘ Resolved further, Tha his association expresses its belief that th 
Torrey bank upt bill is of more importance to the whole people 
reference to residence, occupation, or political convictions, than any 


measure now before Con and therefore re 
requests t t Congress shall consider and pass it 
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THEO. A. RANDAI 
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Mr. BAILEY. Permit me aword further. The gentlemu: 
has arraigned me as one of those who are opposed toa system 
of bankrupt y 

r. WOLVERTON. No. 


VI 
Mr. BAILEY. I amas much in favorof a proper bankrupt: 
law as the gentleman from P onsylvaniaor avy other gentlema 
can be. 
Mr. WOLVERTON. l have not said that you are opposed to 


a bankrupt bill. 
BAILEY. Well, inderstood my name to have bee 
read. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. This is taken from a newspaper pub 
lished in your own State. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. So far as I am informed on the subject 
the gentleman, | hope, is going to advoeate the passage of thi 
bill 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman knows I am not, or ought to 
know it. But I want tosay a wordfurther. Thegentleman has 
read an extract from a newspaper saying that I ought to foreg: 
my opposition to this measure. Now, I undertake to say that 
there is not a man connected with the paper which thus pass: 
on the merits of this bill who has ever read the bill or even seen 
it. An expression of that kind weighs very little with me, : 
Lam sure it must with the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. [donot concur in the gentleman’s in- 
sinuation. Ido not think that anyone, whether the publisher 
of a news spaper or a member of Congress, is competent to =, 
euss the provisions of any proposed legislation unless he has 
read them. The presumption is that the editors of all of these 
papers are famili: e with the provisions of the bill; many of the 
articles refer to the fact that the writer has read this bill eare- 
fully section by section, or that they have consulted attorneys 
in whom they have confidence who have read it and given favor- 
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Pennsylvania, in which I reside, the circuit courts and the dis- 
trict courts are conducted in violafion of law, and that the judges 
and marshals and district attorney are scoundrels. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The gentleman himself was once a dis- 
trict attorney, an@*it may have been true that they then se- 
lected the deadbeats and bums around the offices in the public 
buildings for such purposes; but to-day I wish to say that they 
are summoned from all parts of my district, and are properly 
recommended before being put into the panel. I do not believe 
that the United States courts are improperly administered in 
that regard. A man against whom an allegation is made, or 
who has committed some act of bankruptcy under the second 
section of the bill, has the right of trial by jury, and the jury 
composed of proper pev'sons is to determine whether he has com- 
mitted the act or not within the meaning of the law. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has a great deal to say about 


ury trials. I suppose the custom prevails in Pennsylvania asin 
hd } j 


Texas fora district judge of the court to assume the right to | 


comment on the testimony and to charge by the weight of the 
testimony in the case, so that a jury trial in many cases under 
such circumstances results simole in a farce. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. The trial by jury is a highly important 
right accorded to the citizen. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand, of course, itis, where the jury 
is left to judge of the facts and the court to charge according to 
the law. But that is not the case in the United States courts. 
Their discretion has been abused & dozen times in our country 
in directing the particular verdict which shal! ke réndered by 
the jury. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I am not aware of such cases of abuse, 
and it may be that my friend from Texas has not the same high 
standard of judges that the other States have. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, we have been improving a little re- 
cently. 

Mr. WOLVERTON, It may be that the people have not con- 
fidence in their courts, or in the trial by jury in many cases; 
and I could readily understand the opposition to the system for 
that reason. But in my State we have the most implicit confi- 
dence in the circuit and district judges; and I would feel as- 
sured if a person against whom an actoi bankruptcy was alleged 
claimed the right of trial by jury, the judge in the western dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania would see that the trial was granted to 
him in the proper sense of the word. 

Mr. WILL'AM A. STONE. No question of that. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Andhe would have a perfectly fair jury. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam not objecting to the judges. 
Noone has a higher regard for them than I have; but my objec- 
tion is to the machinery of the law. 

Mr. REED. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WOLVERTON] desire to conclude to-night? If not, will he yield 
to a motion that the committee rise? 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I would like to have ten or fifteen min- 
utes more in the morning. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then if the gentleman will yield to me for 
that purpose, I will move that the committee-rise. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman says he only has fifteen min- 
utes more. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Well, we are to have a caucus to-nightand 
itis late now. Let the gentleman conciude in the morning. 

Mr. BAILEY. It breaks up the arrangement of the deb ite. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
WOLVERTON] has the floor. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] for the purpose of allowing him to move that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. BAILEY. It interferes with the arrangement of the de- 
bate, and I must insist thet the gentleman conclude this evening. 
He only wants fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman yields to me to make the 
motion that the committee rise, and certainly he ought to be 
allowed to conclude in the morning 

Mr. BAILEY. If the gentleman yields, I must object to his 
retaining the floor, because it interferes with the arrangement 
of the debate. 

Mr. REED. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, it can not be in the 
power of any one gentleman to object to such a request as this. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Lunderstand that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WOLVERTON] prefers to conclude to-morrow. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Yes; I am tired now. 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman from Illinois would suggest that 
there is no quorum present — 

— SPRINGER. How will you ascertain that under the 
rules} 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylyan 
WOLVERTON] will proceed. j 

Mr. WOLVERTON. In another particular this ac; 
more simple and less expensive than the act of 1867. On, 
abuses to which the act of 1867 was subjected was the : 
caused by the charges that were made by the register who 
appointed for each Congressional district. 

The man who filed a petition in bankruptcy, wheth: 
tary or involuntary, was obliged to file with his petition 
siderable sum of money. Proofs of claims were required 
made before the register or United States commis 
whereas now this referee is only allowed a fee of $10, to | 
with the petition, and 1 per cent on the net amount paid : 
dends to the creditors when an estate is administsred, ani , 
half of 1 per cent on all sums paid in composition. 

The trustee’s fees are also limited. 

Objection was made by the learned gentleman fro: 

[Mr. CULBERSON] to the insufficiency of the compensa 
referee, and he stated that competent men could not b 
to fill such positions. 

The gentleman's objection in the previous Congress \ 
the expenses were too great, that there was a salary att 
the office of referee. That has been modified so as to p 
the payment of fees. The gentleman’s objection then 
the salary of $1,000 per year would be a great burden 

The effect of giving the referee a limited fee in each. 

a percentage on the amount distributed to the credito: 
duce him to so administer the estate as to make the divid 
large as possible, and do it as speedily as possible. 

I believe a careful examination of this bill by the men 
this House will show that all of the objections which | 
abuses under the act of 1867, and which largely influen 
gress in the repeal of the act in 1878, have been eliminat 
it; that it is a speedy way of administering the estate of 
rupt, that it is inexpensive, and thatitis just. 

| do not say that there are not some provisions of this | 
might not perhaps be bettered by amendments. Som 
ments have been suggested by the lawyers of this body. 
we come to consider the bill in detail [ do not know but 1 
would vote for some of those proposed amendments; but 
provisions of the bill are not amended, after a fair discus 
of them, I am willing to vote for this bill rather than ha 
bill on the subject passed by this Congress. 

How much longer will the members of this House al 
150,000 and more people, a large proportion of whom a: 
bankrupts, to labor under the load that they cin not bear 
much longer will they deprive the community of the ben 
the experience and energy of these men who have been 
down by misfortunes unforeseen by them, and which p 
could not have been anticipated? How much longer will | 
allow honest creditors to be robbed by fraudulent debtors 
by fraudulent associate creditors? There is no member here 
who does not know men of this character in his own district 
and perhaps in his own town, energetic business men of the 
country, who within the last ninety days, or the last four months 
have been driven to the verge of bankruptcy, if notactually int 
insolvency, because of the financial stringency which they could 
not control. 

Shall we refuse to act? Shall we say it has not been den 
by the people in the presence of the list of indorsement 
I have submitted? Why should we not respond to the « 
of people who are doubtless quite as wise as we are, 
have as much at stake, especially when they assert the: 
for such legislation, and submit for ovr consideration a bi 


| embodies the relief they need? 


I submit and will have printed a memorial as to the financial 
condition which is ableand logical, and is entitled to the thought- 


| ful consideration of every member of the House. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I objected a moment ago 
the impression that the gentleman could conclude in a few mo- 


| ments. If he has more that he desires to say, and if he thinks 


he can not conclude within fifteen minutes, | am perfectiy wil: 
ing for him to yield now and to resume when the bill comes up 
for consideration again. My objection was based on the belie! 
that he would be able to conclude in fifteen minutes: and | 
thought the House should sit that much longer ~ather than to 
carry the gentleman over to another day. It is aj. parent to mé 
now that he can not conclude within that time without unduly 
hurrying himself, and [ am entirely willing for the gentlemun to 
have all the time he wants. If it is agreeable to him, in the ab 
sence of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OaTss], I will move 
that the committee rise. 

Mr. WOLVERTON. It will be agreeable to me. 

When the committee rose at the time this bill was under con 
sideration I was explaining that this bill was entirely different 
in its provisions from the act of 1867, and that all the objection 
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able features of that bill had been eliminated. I am satisfied 
that a careful examination will show you that one of the great 
objections to the former act—the expense attending the admin- 
istration of estates—has been corrected and that it will be im- 
possible under this bill for officers or anyone connected with the 
winding up of an estate to charge more than reasonable fees. 


mv former discussion of this bill a letter has been handed 

















Sine 
to me by the gentleman from Illinois[Mr. BLACK], showing what 
s are practiced in that State under existing laws in the 
‘ ,* . . rr > ’ . 
ecramble among creditorsof a failing debtor. The followingare 
the letter and the clipping from the Chicago Tribune referred to: 
AGO, Cctober <3, 189 
DEAR Sir: We are greatly sted int uptey bill now pending 
in the House, and most earnes 10pe for! The fact that not in 
one failure out of ten has the creditor \ » Say. and that the most 
»ndous frauds are practiced, with no pos e redress to the creditor 
existing State laws, should permit no hesitancy in the in 
tion of this measure. Every business i e country r lire 
na the only class that oppose it are those who, by reason of the sition 
zal equipment ive advant e over all rmerchants heir oppo 
1 is purely selfish and greedy, rin o1 in the city bel I 
hat class, whi ; large I est, me r set s, W ul 
3s than one hundred cents 
Ve inclose clipping from the is morn a 
fair sample of failures, as now m w th e 
iltant effectS are as cleal t 1—t 
siness al ilated, withou ins¢ I se 
creditor A better or! ‘ incin f t nece i ] 
legislation o1 subject can not be found 
if agreeable, we ask that you kindly and particularly extend yo t 
efforts and influence for the enactment of this meritorious law 


Very truly yours, 


CHICAGO JEWELERS’ ASSOCIATION 
MERIDEN BRITANNIA COMPANY 
BENJAMIN ALLEN & CO 

. L. GOULD & CO 
C. H. KNIGHTS & CO 
C. D. OSBORN & CO 
L.C. WACHSMUTH & CO 


Hon. JOHN C. BLACK, 


i eof Representatives, Washingt dD. ¢ 
BATTLE FOR A STORE—CREDITORS AT WAR OVER FRANKENTHAL, FREUDEN 
fHAL & CO.—WooDc HOLDS THE FORT AGAINST A RIVAL RECEIVER 
AND EVEN REPULSES THE UNITED STATES MARSHAI HE CRACKS” THE 


BIG SAFE TO GE AT THE BOOKS FOR AN INVENTORY—PINKERTONS KEEP 
POSSESSION IN THE NAME OF THE TITLE AND TRUST COMPANY MANY 
SUITS BROUGH! ARGUMENTS TO-DAY 


te 


Vigorous efforts were made by representatives of 
day to obtain possession of Frankenthal, Freude1 
ond receiver was appointed on the petition of a creditor. The Federal au 
thorities were appealed to by another. The United States marshal sent out 
in response to the appeal failed to get possession, as did the second receiver 
The safe, which was locked when the Mooney & Boland men vacated th 


store Wednesday night, was ‘‘cracked”’ by an expert employed by the re 
ceiver named by Judge Brentano 





various creditors yester 
ithal & Co.’s store. A sec 





The affairs of the firm will come before 
Judge Brentano this morning, when an attempt will be made to unravel the 
complications which have arisen 

There were nore than a dozen Pinkerton men scattered through the store 
yesterday morning. A big one stood behind the glass door and denied ad 
mittance to every person unless he was supplied with an order signed by 
Attorney Mayer. Even this was not accepted until the watchman had held 
a conference with the attorney by telephone and had the order confirmed 
Early in the day Arthur Woodcock and assistants, representing the receiver 
arrived to take an inventory and examine the books. They struck a snag 
immediately. The safe was locked, its bolts having been shot before the 
Mooney & Boland men vacated the premises. Receiver Woodcock sent over 
for Attorney Mayer, who ordered him to get an expert and have the safe 
‘ cracked.” 





THE BIG SAFE IS CRACKED 


A few moments later pedestrians on the street caught sight of the curious 
spectacle of a man in his shirt sleeves working with a drill on the doors of 
the locked strong box. He was an expert froma neighboring safe company 
Representatives of other interests in the litigation were in the store. One 
telephoned Judge Brentano. Attorney Mayer was called to the telephone 
immediately by the judge. The result of the conversation was that it was 
agreed the receiver should not take the books out of the store. In five min 
uies the safe Was open 

While this was going on lawyers in the case were busy preparing fresh 
suits, Which when filed served to further tighten the tangle into which the 
affairs of the firm have apparently passed. At 10 o'clock lawyers for both 
sides went into Judge Brentano's court to argue a motion made to remove 
the receiver. The entire afternoon was consumed inthe arguments. The 
hearing was brought to an end by Judge Brentano putting the case over un 
til this morning 

Vhile this hearing was going on Emanuel Frankenthal’s attorneys went 
into Judge McConnell’s court with a bill making Charles E. Frankenthal 
defendant, and asking for a receiver for so much of the property as is cov 
ered by his mortgage. The court granted the application and ay 
Sam Bloch receiver. As there could not be two receivers in possession of 
the same property, Mr. Bloch did not get upon the premises. 


ointed 





UNITED STATES COURT GETS INTO THE CASE 

A fresh knot was tied by Attorneys Moses, Pam & Kennedy, who called on 
the United States court to help them get possession of property in the store 
Attorney Moses of the firm went before the United States court and swore 
out a writ of attachment for $10,000 in favor of S. Wright, jr., of New York 
rhe writ was given to a deputy United States marshal to serve. He went to 
the store at 7 p. m.,and knockingon the door demanded admission. Hewas 
refused. The marshal showed his badge. The door was opened and he 
walked in. Then F. E. Jennison, representing the receiver, explained the 
situation. The marshal then withdrew out of deference to the State courts 
to await their action in the premises. 

Added to the complications made by these suits is a petition 


county court on behalf of the unsecured creditors,- whose 
#220 












filed in the 
claims exceed 
000 in the aggregate, asking that a general assignment be declared for 
the benefit of all creditors. A large number of replevin suits, too, have 
been filed in the circuit court, and the writs are in the hands of the sheriff 
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ns long as the receiver appoint 
muld the order appointing th 


who, however, can do nothing with them 
by Judge Brentano is in possession. Sh 





















ceiver be vacated it will then be within the province of Receiver Bloch’s 
duty to immediately take possession under the au ty he derives from 
the order of Judge McConnell 

The sheriff will be on hand this morning in Jud Brentano's co und 
will make a strong effort to get in ahea:l ) hs ild 
ship of the American Trust and Say I cd. 
ession the sheriff would recover the good i t W 3 : 
which he holds 

The store might have been mistaken for a police ar 4 ‘ 

There was a light burning in the front part of the stor ' \ 
men in uniforms could be seen withil T » were ul nh ea 

the building. Custodian McGill w } Ss) i 

ce 1d FE. E Lison, repre 1 a u ‘ 

B ss prepared for a long sit hisa Ll } 

place 

Che following is a clipping from the New York 
ferring to the same ense at a later stage of t ] ‘ i 
SH t1LE EAT THI ht EIVER RACH I ME i Y it 

I I \ AN 
Cul ‘ \ 
Sree ino to-day discha l LW } 
l New Yor) l I I 
é isa nleftthe sto ot I I 

l \ race il 1 
in r l I nt read rs, al ne l 
Fudge McCor 3 
M - i Det I 
‘ ¢ wri 

S 3 ne ni r \ l i 
il com {‘) 
In 1 re ‘ < i I Ww 
J e wo i deliver e material 
i t ve ? ippointe iil i ) ) ia I t 
\ i Trust and Savi Ba l l 
! k 

This could not have occurred if this bill had been enac nto 
.law. The debtors could have applied for the ben 
act Could have offered a compromise with the credito oO 
if they had committed any of the acts of bankrutcy, the 
tors « ld have filed a petition against them, and in eithe: 

oided the wasting of the debtor’s propert 

This is only one of thousands of cases constantly « ng 
throughout the country. 

Corporations are excluded from the benefits of the 
provisions of the bill but may be forced injo involuntar 
ruptey, but in no event can they they be discharged f 
payment of their debts. 

As to the criticism that the bill does not includ } 
banks, I would say thatthis question wascarefully consi 
the committee and it was deemed unwise to include them 
national banking laws are very strict. Banksare subjec 
quent examination and held to most rigid accountability 
Comptroller of the Currency, and, in my judgment, it wo " 
very dangerous and unwise to give them any privileges 
bankrupt act. Many banks would only be too id to « ce 
the provisions of such a bill. 

[It has been said that we are approaching a period of liq i 


This only furnishes an additional reason for the pas 6 
of a bankrupt act. 


tion. 


Sudden liquidation would result in increasing failu en 
mously. No one could estimate the financial ruin that would 
follow the immediate collection of all outstanding ov« ob 


rations. 





i. 

If acarefully considered binkrupt act is pa: ( 
afford relief to thousands of meritorious ) 
weighed down with the pressure of past mi 
to the passage of a bankrupt act as the ¢ 
from bondage, but we will be prepared for the vast number o 
such people who may be wrecked in coming uidatio 

There are some who pretend that they wouldfavor an ic to 
provisions for voluntary bankruptcy only. Would it be y to 
enact such a law? A moment's consideration will show 
that such an act wo ild bea great injury to both debtor ar ac 
itor. It would enable the fraudulent debtor or one who had the 


inclination to be such to secretly part with his proper n 
f . ring up his crooked ways ind passing the I it 
conditions against 


the act and escape with his ill-gotten spo 


his discharge, take the 


State where liberal exemption laws would shield him in 
fut e enjoyment. 

Suc n act would make the conditions much worse than they 
now ( inder the various act n n lorce the d ent 
States. It would destroy credit ins Lof restoring and tend 
ing i j 

L ex lently believe that ch an act would be found to work 

njustice to both deb and creditor that it would meet 
with repeal sooner than any of its predecessors. 

Why should there be any objection to the involunta pro- 


ntilned in the 


in one 


a bankrupt act Almost ev 
involutary provisions of this bill is contained 


Visos ol ery action ce 


form or an- 
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other of the statutes of almost every State, and in many of the 
statutes the provisions are severer against the debtor. 

The fact that the Legislatures of every State have passed laws 
which punish fraudulent conveyances, concealment of person or 
property, hindering and delaying creditors, remove from State 
or county without payment of debts and fraudulent purchases, 
hows that the judgment of all right-minded men is against 
raud in every form. 

Why refuse to provide a u 





niform law for involuntary bank- 


ruptcy when « os State has various provisions on thesame sub- 
ject? Is it because there is a desire that these State laws may 
be 1 for |e ai csuiieies tothe injury of creditors residing out- 
side of the State whe the fraud is committed? Is it because 
of a desire to prevent creditors from receiving their equal share 


in the assets of the fraudulent debtor? Is the opposition from 
elfishness? If so, no stronger reasons could be pre- 
ited for the passage of a uniform law of bankrupt 
\ bankrupt act should be passed not alone for the benefit of 
debtors, but also for the benelit ofcreditors. If a man is unable 
to meet his obligationsand is sinking deeper and deeper in debt, 
the balance of his stock in trade in equity belongs to his cred- 
itors who furnished it, and should be distributed pro rata among 
them, and the debtor discharged from the balance of his obliga- 
tio! 

Will any fair-minded man say this is not right? 
Will any right-minded man say that all creditors of the same 
class should netshare equally in the assets of afraudulent debtor, 
regardless of where his residence may be? 

Will anyone justify for a moment the proposition that one 











creditor, be he rich or poor, should have the power, either by 
fra nt preferences or by the employment of State attach- 
mi \ weep away the whole of a man’s estate and deprive 














ot rthy ereditors of the same classfrom receiving ene cent. 

‘hese daily occurrenc in every State. 

vien by i false show of | rosperity and property g in the con- 
fidence of the wholesale men, procure large stocks of goods from 
mat cturers or dealers, and when his foreign creditors least 
expect it the sheriff's flag is put up and the sto k iS swept awa) 
from the ver} who furnished it,and they are compelled 
to witness the great wrong and endure it. 

Is this right? Does not this destroy confidence and credit? 
Do not such transactions injure the credit of other merchants 
and busine nen in the same community? Does this not tend 
to d¢ troy credit gene lly: 

[It has been said that this actand all others are in favor of the 
rich wholesaler and the manufacturer. I deny it. The act is 
for the benefit of all persons who buy or sell on c edit. 


[t is said that this measure has been prepared y the boards 
of trade and that for that reason it should be Adicntel: this is 
not true, but suppose it had been and was a good measure. Who 
compose boa ds of trade? The manufacturers and merchants of 

very city and town throughout the United States. 

l anyone here dare to stand up and advocate that it is 
right to cheat and defraud a man because he may be rich? Is it 
not as much a sin to steal from one as another? Is it a crime to 
be a successful manufacturer or wholesale merchant in this coun- 
Is ita crime to succeed in any business to which an active 
industrious man has devoted his energies for a business lifetime? 
H he no right to suggest or advocate laws which his ¢ xperi- 
ence has shown him will benefit trade and enable him to grant 
credit to persons with comparative security? 

\ny argument which basis opposition to this bill on the fact 
that it had its origin with boards of trade is unjust, and can 
only be employed for the purpose of bringing any legislation on 
the subject into disrepute, regardless of whether the proposed 
act will prove beneficial or not. Such considerations should 
never be suggested. The questions each member should de- 
termine, are first, is any legislation on the subject necessary and 
demanded for the best interests of the whole people, and then, 
after a careful consideration of the whole bill, to determine 
whether it will accomplish if enacted what is desired. It is a 
question worthy of your earnest consideration, each for himself. 
If there are objections to any of its features, honestly and earn- 
estly try to cure them by amendments. 
tisfied that this House has the ability to act on this sub- 
ject. W i put it off for your successors? 

I am confident that with an honest effort a bill will be passed. 
If it should prove defective in any particular, such defects can 
be removed by ae in the future and will result in the 
establishment of a permanent act on the subject to the great 
benefit of all the people of this country. 

[ am in favor of a bankrupt law: 

1. Because the framers of the Constitution imposed upon Con- 
gress the duty of passing such a law in consideration of the 
States yielding up their right to pass any law impairing the ob- 
ligations of a contract. 
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Because the Constitution confers on honest 
solvents the right to have such law enacted. 
3. co iuse it will be the means of relief to thy 





fortunate debtors who are weighed down with a 
from ‘mile h th ere is no hope of escape except 
visions of such an: 
!, Because the amemibe of such a law will r 
life in this country thousands of men whose « 
und enterprise will prom she the general welfa: 
5. Because it will create and maintain a con 
all transactions between debtors and eredi 
dence and consequently restore and extend ec: 
0. Because it will preven’ irauauient pre 





in what form attempted, i will secure 
of assets when fraud or alia ion is attempted 
ors of the same class. 
i. Because it will secure the equitable marsh 
bution of the estates of bankrupts to the bon 
[ 
promptly and at small cost 
8. Because under its provisions the rights « 
and honest creditors in every stage of their deali: 
personal and friendly conference or before the co 
better and more promptly and economically prot 
the present State laws. 
THE NEWSPAPERS OF PENNSYLVANLA x 
[am glad to say, have accorded this billa very gx 
ment. Linsert a few clippings from some of them, as { 
DEBTORS AND A BANKRUPTCY ACP 
‘othing is more curious in the history of legislation un « 


tive government than the peculiar notions of equity tha 
tain and the blind way in which they influence action 


est regard to facts. An instance is in the opposition to 
ruptcy law on the ground that it is hostile init eration t 
the »bt cla 

THE EXACT OPPOSITE OF THE TRUTH 


cept as the debtor r class 16 Men Wiio0 in every pat 
















buy g 8 Of any kind on credit, Which we suppose to be about w 
pone! yf the bill have in their minds, what is their intere 
clearly that they shall be able to ge edit foras much merchand 
are likely to be able to sell at a fair protitand get pay for Is no 

all other things the one which would b he most to their advantas 
an er can hardly be doubted 

Well, without a national bankruptcy law the seller to whom they 
for credit must take his chances of *tting paid, first, from the hone 
the debtor; second, from h uccess in business, so that he can pay 
wishes to; and, finally, if from misfortune he is unable to pay in Tull 
the means afforded for collection by the laws of the State in which th 
lives : 

If the seller lives in our State and the buyer in another, he know 
these means of collecting are very ur in Another creditor, liv 
the same State with the lyer, has much better chance of getting a 
ment, and may easily lebtor’s assets. Then if the det 
not honest, there are mities for fraudulent collusion 
any case the means of expensive and troublesome. 









Nor does the debtor 1 essarily fare any better for disadvantag 
the creditor. Under the laws of any one of many States his business m 
closed up by an attachment, he ma » greatly injured in property 


what is a of property—in business reputation; or hem 

tically be ruined by legal proce dit ig; against which he has no adeq 

fenst And this may ha} ypen when. with a little time and a chanc 

tinue his business and * turn himself,’ he mi tht pay all his debts 

a decent chan for making a living or a rtune afterward It 

der these conditions, that the seller will be Cc autious about givir 
He will ‘discount’ the risk of loss. He will give ashorter “line 

and he will add something to prices as an insurance against 

bound, if he be a prudentand honest merchant, to take all the 

It is the only way in which he can be reasonably sure of succ 

on his own business and in meeting his own obligations. 




















These conditions, therefore, are not to the interest of the « 
They hamper it. They prevent it from doing as much busine 
as much money as it otherwise would 

Any measure that does away with these conditionsis at 
class and to the creditor class as well. 

It reduces the risks and losses and difficulties of doing busin 
classes, and tends to make all business more profitable, more ; 
more general, because safer, simpler, and easier. 

This is exactly what the Torrey bankruptcy act does. It p1 
method by which, when a business man, without dishonesty on h 
comes unable to pay his debts in full, his assets may be ascertail 
pro rata among all his creditors, without favor to any or undue | 
and the debtor may then receive a full and perpetual discharge f1 
satisfied portion of his debts and may begin his business life over 

The machinery by which this is done is as simple and inexpens 
be made, and the fairness of the division to all persons interested 

‘reditors alike, is secured as completely as it is possible 

Every opport unity is given for the creditors and debtors t 
promise amoug themselves, which the law sanctions and carries « 

All legal pope under the law are made as simple, and eff 
untechnical as practicable. 

The power of any one creditor to threaten or oppress a debto 
against. 

‘he whole purpose of the law is toreach an equitable, fairly sp 
pensive,and complete settlement of the Msolvent’s estate, and 
upon his feet again. Whatcould be more desirable for debtors thar 

How canany reasonable man say that any honest debtor suffer 
fact he does not greatly benefit by such a system? 

In reality it seems asif there wereaclass inour Legislatures, Nati 
State, who have a Very odd notion of the interest of the debtor cla 
imagine that that interest consists solely in escaping payment 

Now, that is the interest of dishonest debtors, but not of the debt 
On the contrary, the latter, as a class, suffer from every instance in \ 
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have the power to enact unif 


contracts. 


- laws upon the subject of bankruptcy 
Same instrument prohibited the States from impairing the obligation of 
The result is that the States can passa bankrupt law under 
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dollar of your indebtedness, while creditors who were not so prompt would 
not be likely to succeed in collecting any part of the amount due. 

The necessity for this kind of precipitate action, in order to preserve your 
rights, frequently results in the financial ruin of men who are honest, and 
who, under ordinary circumstances, would be able to pay the entire amount 
due from them. 

Does it not occur to you, as business men, that it is exceedingly unfortu- 
nate that under the laws of most of the States you can not have a creditor's 
meeting, because if the creditorsare invited to come to a meeting they know 
that there is trouble on hand, and, asa result, endeavor to secure prefer 
ences by attachments prior to the date of the meeting. If they are success- 





ful, they of course do not attend the mecting and will not accept any terms 
ofcompromise. As a resultcommercial death is very much more preva 
lent than it ought to be, and the aggregate dividends received by creditors 


are very much smaller than they wou 

If this law was in force it would not necessary to issue attachments in 
the event of rumored financial distre There would be plenty of time to 
deliberately look into the circumstances of the debtor, and if he was honest 
there could be a meeting of the creditors for the consideration of his and 
their best interests. If he was dishonest his property could be taken posses- 
sion of, upon the giving of a bond by the creditors until the adjudication. 

We think that one of the greatest benefits which will accrue to the people 
under this law will be the strengthening of credit 

Each of you probably owe material men and laborers large amounts, and 
in turn there are large amounts due to you from people to whom you have 
sold g 

It is probable that these amounts are very much larger than the stock of 
goods that you carry on hand 

You are, therefore, greatly interested in any law which will strengthen 
your credit and enable you to buy larger quantities of goods upon more fa- 
vorable terms, and which wiil prevent a panic among your creditors, which 
would, perhaps, result in your destruction 

On the other hand, you are equally interested in a law whi will enable 
you to collect the amount due, or as large a per cent thereof as possible, from 
the various people to whom you have sold merchandise 

The enactment of the law will, therefore, promote your best 
strengthening the credit of those who are your debtors. 


i be under a wise and just law 
De 


oods 





interests by 


Mr. Crort. What does the bill provide in regard to preferences? 
Mr. TORREY. I was asked yesterday by one of your members what would 
become of *‘confidential’’ creditors in the event the bill became a law, and 


| answered that we hoped that the remnant of that class would be collected 
imens for dime museums. |Laughter and applause.] Preferences 
v prevented; such as are received must be returned to the trustee of 
the inkrupt 

We do not expect that every insolvent debtor will pay 100 cents on the dol- 
ar or that every person guilty of dishonest acts will be put in the peniten- 
tiary, but we do expect that under this law estates will pay as large divi 
dends as possible and that the great bulk of actual offenses will be punished. 

Mr. Sisp.Ley. Mr. President, I believe that the Torrey bill knocks out the 
uncles and the aunts and the cousins forever. |Laughter.| I move thata 
comuinittee be appointed to prepare suitable resolutions in indorsement of 
the bill 

Mr. BARNETT. I move that a vote of thanks be tendered Mr. Torrey for his 
able explanation of the bankrupt bill 

The motion of Mr. Barnett was agreed to. 
delphia. 


as spec 


Confectioners’ Journal, Phila- 


THE PHILADELPHIA DRUG EXCHANGE. 


Speaking of the Torrey bankrupt bill, we find the following language used 
by one of the oldest and most influential business organizations in the coun- 
try, the Philadelphia Drug Exchange: 

‘Of great importance to many thousands of business men who, from va- 
rious reasons, are prostrate under the burden of debt, is the subject of le 
galized relief through Congressional enactment. This question has, for 
several years, been exercising debtor and creditorin analmost equal degree. 

THE LAND STREWN WITH WRECKS. 

‘he land is strewn with financial wreckage. It is scarcely saying too 
much to assert that, judging from the proportion of business failures in 
this country, there are probablyin every business street ofevery city therein 
nen hopelessly involved in an indebtedness the discharge of which, with- 
out national legislation, is impossible 

Many of these unfortunates have been waiting long years for release from 
this bondage of the beggary of debt, hoping for relief that they may again 
start afresh and remove if possiblea portion at least, ifnot all, of the weight 
under which they must otherwise for life remain 

Names once honored in business circles might again be known as those of 
energetic and enterprising men, foremost in everything just and honorable, 
if opportunity was afforded for them to rise again 

They ask the opportunity, and protection under that opportunity, to re- 
cover and breathe more freely once more. 





THAT UNWORTHY MEN MAY BE BENEFITED IS NO ARGUMENT. 


it does not weaken the argumentin favor of the passage of a national bank- 
rupt bill that, through its merciful provisions, many unworthy debtors might 
reap undeserved advantages. Thatis doubtless unavoidable; but that it is 
so is no reason why the thousands who are honest in principle and honestin 
purpose should be sacrificed to hopeless and lifelong thraldom because the 
hundreds of unworthy might escape deserved punishment through the 
operation of the same law, 

The few will, perhaps, be made no better either by relief or delay, asinany 
case they will not pay their debts, or any portion of them, if it is possible to 
avoid doing so. If they intend todefraud their creditor, they will find means 
to do so, as no human legislation can make them honest. 

The honest debtor will pay his debts when he can, and accepts legal relief 
only as a means to that end, knowing full well that while law can aid him, 
no law can absolve him from the discharge of a moral obligation, and that 
under any circumstances his indebtedness remains imperative until his 
creditors are paid in full. 


THE SUBJECT RECEIVING GRAVE ATTENTION. 


This subject is now receiving the attention its gravity demands, and the 
time seems ripe for positive action. 

Creditors in the main are disposed to consider their debtors’ misfortunes 
with kindly eyes, and are heartily codperating with them and all interested 
parties in urging the speedy passage of a national bankruptact. 

This bill is strongly indorsed by the principal trade organizations of the 
country; and it is conceded by those who have made themselves familiar 
with it to possess in a superior degree the advantages of an equitable and 
economical distribution among creditors of a bankrupt estate; the honor- 
able discharge of an honest bankrupt; the prompt punishment of fraudulent 
debtors; anda joyful escape from the legalized robbery which heretofore 
has in so many cases absorbed, in a large degree, the assets of a bankruptin 
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official fees and extortionate charges. * 


* *—Drug, Oil, ot hn 
Philadelphia. J, Oil, and Pa 


THE SIMPLEST AND MOST ECONOMIC 
The Torrey bankrupt bill is the simplest, most economi: 
measure that has been framed on this subject 
That itis already universally demanded by the commer: 
United States is evidenced by the large number of res 
trade and other commercial bodies and petitions of in 
been filed in both Houses of Congress reque 
adelphia. 





Lividu 


stingits pas ige 


PREFERRED CREDITORS 

While there has been no widespread commercial depressio1 
at large, yet the number of failures and assignments of « 
business firms in this and other large cities throughout the 
tracted general attention; this has been on account of the | 
what are denominated “ preferred creditors,’’ who are 
relatives or close friends of the defaulting firm, to w l 
fessed in large sums for real or supposed borrowed mone 

In the absence of any general bankrupt law the diff ! 
adjust those amounts between bankrupt firms and their c1 
ance with the prevailing statutes in operation in the sev« 
which give the widest latitude for dishonest and defau 
the just penalty of their doings in defrauding the bulk of t 
their just claims 

In the absence of any Federal bankrupt law among the forty 
the Union there are not two that agree in the manner in whi 
| defaulting business firms shall be adjusted and settled 
| Itis of the utmost importance for the general good, espe 

entirely outside of partisan politics, for the present Con 
bankrupt law in accordance with the provisions of the Const 
to secure to creditors an honest an equitable distribution o 
defaulting business houses. 

The Torrey bankruptlaw isa good model for the present Cor 
sider. Under this law justice is done alike to an honest ban 
creditors. By its processes an honest failure means an hone 
ble distribution of the unfortunate debtor's effects among 
pro rata in accordance with the claims of each creditor 

As it is under the present State laws, in the absence of a gen 
law, any business man who finds himself in a financial strait can 
find some relative or friend whom he can make a preferred credit 
plea that money had been loaned. 

W hat makes many of these cases the more suspicious that pre 
fraud was intended lies in the fact that after these preferred cre 
had their alleged claims settled there is little or nothing left int 
assets to divide among the real creditors, leaving the inferencé 
goods have been disposed of in a surreptitious manner with a pre 
design to defraud. 

In view of the above facts, which are indorsed by the almost 
voice of the leading journals throughout the country, the only reli: 
passage of a uniform bankrupt law by Congress in accordance with 
visions of the Constitution that will secure a fair and equitable dist 
of an honest debtor’s effects and provide for the punishment of di 
defaulters, who seek to evade the just payment of their debts by m« 
preferred creditors. 











MORAL RESPONSIBILITY. 

While the Item indorses the legal acquittance of an honest but 
nate debtor from all claims after surrenvering his effects for a pri 
| tribution among his creditors, it by no means desires to be underst 
vocating the total moral acquittance of a debtor, though not k 
ble, if he at some future time acquires the means to discharge hi 
Although not legally liable, he is still morally responsible. 


| A CASE IN POINT. 


The editor well remembers a case in point. During the grea 
panic just before the war, under a somewhat crude and vague bar 
a well-known business man, carrying on a large industry in th 
ceived a legal acquittance from the court. Several years after, 
fortunate bankrupt became successful in business, and. sending i) 
to all his old creditors to a dinner, placed on the plate of each ; 
velopecontaining a check for the fullamount of his claim, includi: 
on same up to date. 

In view of the general prosperity of the country at the preser 
many business failures and assignments are occurring in whi 
creditors gobble up all the assets, leaving the honest and le 
itors out in the cold. 

While the Item does not undertake to make any special a 
so many of them savor of dishonesty and fraud as to call k 
eral bankrupt law to protect alike honest, unfortunate busin¢ 
and their creditors.—/tem, Philadelphia. 























FOR COMMERCIAL HONESTY. 

Not so much in the interest of what the Board of Trade calls ‘ 
morality ’’ as in the iuterests of that much narrower commodi 
cial honesty, should a national bankrupt law be passed 
which assembles in December. 

The crowing commercial relations between the States with t 
in population and the development of new industries demand th 
ufacturers and merchants who part with their goods to be sold in 
should be equally secure with the manufacturer and merchant cr« 
ident in their State. 

The insecurity now felt on account of the difference in the ban 
of each of the several States has a tendency to confine trade into 
rower limits. 

The preferred-creditor fraud, with its long train of rascalit 
tirely overcome by the adoption of such a law, and trade will be s 
to an unprecedented degree. 

The careful business man who hesit now unless the standi 
urchaser is A No. 1, will be willing to run a fair business risk the 
ne understands that he runs even chances with the nearby credit 

ting a pro ratashare of the assets of a bankrupt 

There are a number of vultures hanging on to the outskirts of 
are bound to defraud the less vigilant, but this number will be r 
minimum as soonas the quibbles which pettifogging lawyers now! 
of on account of their knowledge of the defects of the law of the 
which they practice are overcome by the passage of a law whic! 
equally to all the States. 

‘he sympathy of the community can always be commanded for th¢ 
bankrupt who is overwhelmed by misfortune, or who even makes a! 
of judgment, thus bringing ruin upon himself. 
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No manufacturer or merchant has a disposition to push such a one to the 
walland condemn him to a life of inactivity, and perhaps poverty, on ac 
eount of that misfortune. They much rather prefer to take a pro rata of 
imount due them, with the hope that future sales will make up the loss 


the 
" rhe average American or foreigner who becomes imbued with American 
ideas has a perfect horror of being beaten. It wounds his pride to think that 


he is not a better judge of human nature He will trust to his innate sense 
and take chances every time on his judgment, if he feels he has aneven show 
for his money with others who have credited the bankrupt. — 7 

A national bankrupt Jaw will not only place himin that position, butit will 
render his chances of being ‘‘ beaten,"’ less for the simple reason that it will 
make the business of those who now follow up bankruptcy for a living too 
odious to be classed as a respectable method of making a livelihood 

Give us Judge Torrey’s national bankruptcy bill by all means [It will 
make trade hum throughout the len; and breadth of the land by inspiring 
confidence, which, after all, is the foundation upon which commercial pros- 
perity is built.—/tem, Philadelphia 





DRAFTED WITH GREAT CARE 

* * * The prejudice which has been manifested against anational bank- 
ruptcy law, in so far as it is honest and not inspired by the desire toencour- 
age dishonest debtors to cheat their creditors, has arisen in nearly every 
case from the experience of the country with the ill-advised, clumsy, and 
expensive law of 1867. 

jut evidently the failure of a weak law, carelessly framed, is no argument 
against that uniformity in the bankruptcy code which can only be gained 
through a national enactment. * * * 

The Torrey bill was drawn with great care, and it is strong and simple 
enough in its provisions to meet with the general indorsement of commer- 
cial bodies in all partsofthecountry. Itwill, ifpassed, prevent many frauds 
and much of the plundering thatis now possible under the forms of law 

As a measure in theinterest of common honesty itis worthy ofthe warmest 
commendation and ought to become a law without difficulty 

Business men of all sections who are familiar with it indorse its pravi 
sions; and under it, ifenacted, commercial transactions would have a higher 
tone.—News, Philadelphia. 





OPINIONS OF PHILADELPHIA BUSINESS MEN 
Mr. Frederick Fraley, president of the National Board of Trade, 


* + * 

said 
‘The national board has for some years favored the exercise by Congress 
of the sole power conferred upon it to enact a bankrupt law 

‘** Last year a memorial was passed favoring the Torrey bankrupt bill, and 
this year it was indorsed 

“The presence upon the statute books of an absolutely fair bankrupt law, 
such as that proposed, would go far toward preventing, in my judgment, 
panics and periods of financial depression. The trouble usually is nota want 
of money, but a want of confidence. A law, therefore, that guarantees the 
rights of all parties tocommercial transactions would necessarily stimulate 
commerce and redound to the best interests of the people at large.” 

ALL INTERESTS WOULD BB ADVANCED. 

Mr. E. S. Scranton, manager of R. G. Dun & Co. in this city, said 

‘The number and character of commercial failures during the past year 
has emphasized the necessity for a uniform, equitable bankrupt law, 

‘The Torrey billis universally conceded to be a fair measure, and it would 
seem that the interests of all parties to commercial transactions would be 
advanced by its enactment.”’ 

A BANKER COMMENDS IT 


Mr. Samuel S. Sharp, president of the Penn National Bank, said that the 
bank is ‘‘in favor of legislation calculated to prevent the perpetration of 
fraud andinsure fair dealing, and hence favors the enactment of the Torrey 
bankrupt bill. 

‘*T regret to think,”’ he said that the banks have not taken a very active 
interest in the promotion of the proposed legislation, as they are interested 
above and beyond other institutions in the enforcement of absolute integ 
rity in all transactions 

The debtors and creditors of the country need such alaw, and I earnestly 
hope that the bill will be passed, and shall do allin my power to bring about 
that result.” 

BUSINESS SENTIMENT FAVORS IT. 

Mr. Benjamin S. Janney, jr., of Janney & Andrews, remarked that the sen- 
timent of the great masses of the business men of the country seemed to 
favor such a bill; that he had observed at the recent meeting of the National 
Board of Trade, by which the bill has been indorsed, that what little opposi- 
tion there was to the bill was not from any particular section nor from any 
class, but was in its nature spasmodic. r 

PREFERENCES EVENTUALLY BENEFIT 

Mr. Henry M. Steel, of E. T. Steel & Co., said: 

Our house is in favor of fair dealing between the creditors of a common 
debtor in the event of insolvency or wfongdoing. 

“ Wedo not think that the giving or receiving of preferences is best calcu- 
lated to advance either the interests of the givers or the receivers in the long 
run, and, therefore, are in favor of the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill 
at the present session of Congress.’’ 

PLEASED WITH THE REPRESENTATION. 


Mr. Edward H. Hance, of Hance Brothers & White, expressed his views as 
follows: ‘‘I was one of the delegates to the Torrey bankruptcy convention at 
St. Louis, and was very much impressed with the honesty of the representa- 
tives of the commercial bodies composing that assembly 

“ Fudge Torrey, the author of the bill, has proven, by the work done in be 
half of the commerce of the country, not only to be an able, laborious. and 
painstaking lawyer, but to be a man of good business judgment and tine ex 
ecutive ability.” 


NONE, 


READILY AND CHEAPLY ADMINISTERED. 


Mer. Samuel Wagner said of the Torrey bill: 

“ Itisa meritorious measure, has been very carefully drafted, protects alike 
the interests of all parties to bankruptcy cases, and, if enacted, will be, I 
think, readily and cheaply administered.” 


PROMOTED WITH RARE BUSINESS JUDGMENT. 


Mr. Henry A. Fry, of Henry A. Fry & Co., wholesale grocers, who attended 
the conventions at St. Louisand at Minneapolis of the representatives of the 
commercial bodies of the country, said of them: 

“They were thoroughly representative, and the delegates were anxious to 
gecure honest legislation which should fully protect the rights of debtors 
and creditors in all parts of the country 

“The executive committee is composed of thoroughly representative men 
in all parts of the country.” 
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PROCEEDINGS 


f the board of trade, of 


INSURES EQUITABLE 
Mr. William R. Tucker, speaking of th 


e attitud 




















which he is secretary, said 
his body is thoroughly committed the ankrupt bill 

‘‘Our members feel that in the event of financial tr ble the proces ngs 
should be conducted according to rules of equity, as provided in that l.""— 
Pu : Ledger, Philadelphia 

NATIONAL NEED OF A BANKRUPTCY LAW 

The recent heavy failures which have o red call 18 at 
there is not yet upon the national statute books a la’ f 
bankruptcy as contemplated by the terms of the ¢ W pro 
vides that Congress shall have the power to establisha un rm law i i 
subject 

Under the present system each State has its own insolv 8 
must necessarily be a feeling of insecurity on the part of h r 
manufacturer who givescreditto adistantcustomer. Suchl n : 
confined to the limits of the State in whi t is enacted,is1 ‘ 
ble to the local creditor, and in nearly every case of faliure re 
given to the home creditor, or to a relative, while the distant creditor ft 
to shift for himself. 

W hat the nation needs, and what is now in the mi of many of the vd 
ing thinking b.isiness men of the country, is a uniform law which would af 
ford equal protection to the local as well as to the distant creditot This 
feeling has been responded toin the popular branch of Congress, which in 
July last passed the Torrey bankruptcy bil Recor Philadelphia 

AN IMPORTANT MEASURE 

A measure of prime import to business menevery where is the Torrey bank 
rupt bill. The bill has met with approval from allthe commercial ! es of 
the country, and Judge Ezra B. Taylor, of Ohio, and ot eminent rists 
think it is a perfect law, and will give all the requisite relief to failin isi 
ness men, with security to allat interest Taggers Times, Philadelph 


IN THE INTEREST OF MORALITY 
If anything is more necessary than another for the welfare of the country’s 
business, it is a general bankruptcy law which shall common security 


give 








to those who represent the financial and commercial interests of the coun 
try 

At present each and every State has its bankruptcy act, no two of which 
are similar, and nearly all of which are especially defective in allow the 
debtor to prefer his creditors. This provision is particularly perni in 
that it directly encourages fraudulent bankruptcy and places the c1 tor 
at the mercy of his debtor 

CREDITORS AND DEBTORS NEED I1 

A national uniform act of bankruptcy is needed to protect not only the 
creditor class, but the honest debtor class 

The very object of such a lawis that, while it offers a measure of ty 
to the creditor, it shall afford protection to the debtor from the opp nm 
of the grasping, unscrupulous creditor 

It is not desirable that the business man who fails shall never have an er 
chance to recover his position; that his old obligati shall forever bear 
upon him, keeping him down, and subjecting him to lifelong inactivity 
poverty. The spirit of the bankruptcy policy is to give him a chance to ri 
by taking the load of debt from his shoulders 

But it is not intended that the dishonest business man shall be tempt > 
fail through the facilities offered him to decide who shall or who not 
share in the division of his assets. 

Under existing State laws, or those which permit pre nces to be ule, @ 
premium is offered to the unscrupulous trader, and he isoften enable 
rich, not by success in legitimate business, but in dishonest failure aga nd 
again repeated 

Judge Torrey’s excellent bill allows no preferences, and it is as fully pro 
tective of the debtor as of the creditor class 

As itis not in any sense a partisan bill, or one into which it is possit to 
inject partisanship, there isno good reason to suppose that it will not fare 
as well in the present House as in the former one 

it should fare better in the Senate of the new Congress than it did the 
old for the reason that it is more greatly needed now than it was pre 
viou 

he list of bankruptcies unfortunately grows apace, and the financial and 
mercantile classes require that their interests shall be not only protected but 
encouraged. Todo that is not only the province but the duty of ¢ I 
ment 

Judge Torrey's bill is confessedly one of the very best that has een pre 
sented toCongress; ithas received the indorsement of every respectal trade 
organization in the country, and it has met with virtual “noop} osit 
side of Congress. 

In the House it has been once approved, and by both House and Senate i 
should be made law atthe coming session Telegraph, Philadelphia 


PERFECTLY FAIR IN ITS TERMS 
By unanimous consent the Torrey bill is conceded to be com; 
hensive of the suDject, simple and plain in its terms perfectly fair in i 


* * * 











visions, and, if enacted, promises to promote and foster credit, dimini 
fraud, secure the quick and inexpensive administration of bankrupts’ es 
tates, and emancipate honest insolvents 

latest review of the various provisions of this admirable bill was un- 
dertaken by the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, and their report is em 
phatic in the declaration that such alaw as the Torrey bill will strengthen 
snd extend credit; will benefit wholesale and retail merchants, an e of 

vantage to theconsumers. Their report argues as follows 


Right-thinking creditors and debtors are alike interested, irrespecti 














the places of their residence or their views upon political or religious 
jects, in having the giving and receiving of preferenc stopped 
Ordinarily the takers of preferences pounce down upon their unfortu- 

nate )tors, and, through threats and promises of prospective favors, or by 
compulsory processes, secure their assets without regard to their solvency 

r the rights of other creditors.’’—Chronicle- Telegraph, Pittsburg 

INTERSTATE CCMMERCE REQUIRES IT 

There is a widespread demand for the final passage of the Torrey bank- 

rupt bill, and it will be a shame if it does not become a law before e final 


ad irnment of the present Congress. 

But then it is not a party measure, and in the unseemly struggle that is 
always going on among the partisans of both sides to pass and todefeat the 
passage of party bills, there is oftenno time for the consideration of meas- 
ures intended for general public good. 
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Bankrupt laws have heretofore, as a rule, been unpopular with persons in 
moderate circumstances financially, such laws being considered by them as 
intended for the benefit of the rich men who involve themselves by specula 
tion 

The Torrey bill, however, from what a leading representative says of it, is 
fot a measure of this kind, but a good, honest bankrupt law that can be 


speedily and economically administered, and is destined, if passed, to prove 
a benefit to the poorer class of traders and business men of the country by 
givi em improved credit at home and abroad. since the guaranty of a 
fair ribution of the estate of an embarrassed dealer and the destruction 
of dishonest preferences against nonresident creditors will help most of 
those who most need to trade on credit. 





Some national law on bankruptcy is certainly sadly needed, owing to the 
intercommerce of the States and a good law would undoubtedly improve 
the commercial morals of the country World, Reading, Pa 

WILL REDUCE COST OF SETTLEMENTS 

The national bankrupt law, in reducing the costs of settlements in cases 
of insolvency to the lowest figure consistent with ordinary business care in 
such cases, removes one of the gravest objections that was brought against 
the previous al law on this subject 

Recognizing and fortifying the right of an insolvent debtor to begin busi- 
ness anew and untrammeled by legal conditions after he has given his en 
tire estate in settlement of his liability—subject, of course, to such exemp 
tions as his own State's laws allow him—Col. Torrey’s measure commends 
itself to the humane spirit of the age. 

The law will make fraudulent bankruptcies more difficult, preserve the 
rights of unfortunate debtors, cheapen adjustments, and by removing them 
into the stricier domain of national jurisdiction, bring about an equality in 
business relations not obtainable at present. 

It is to be hoped that the failures of previous measures will not deter 
Congress from giving this carefully drawn and highly indorsed measure the 
favorable treatment it deserves.— 7imes, Scranton, Pa. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] read the other 
day a part of the proceedings of the Associated Wholesale Gro- 
cers of St. Louis with reference to the bill; I offer it entire and 
submit that it is in all respects commendable ard a forcible and 
proper demand for the enactment of this bill. It is as follows: 





1atio 





THE ASSOCIATED WHOLESALE GROCERS OF ST. LOUIS. 


The Associated Wholesale Grocers of St. Louis hereby give formal expres- 
tion to the gratification they feel that their representative at the first and 
second sessions of the national convention of the representatives of the 
commercial bodies was made the permanent president of the organization. 

They express the pride they experience by reason of the fact that the 
ar bill as prepared by theirrepresentative and counselor was amended, 
adopted, and recommended to Congress for enactment, and assert their be- 
lief that the measure, when enacted, will enable honest bankrupts to be dis- 
charged, honest creditors to realize the benefits of having estates quickly 
and economically administered, and that it will prevent frauds and furnish 
an adequate remedy for the punishment of dishonesty. 

The association calls attention to the fact that the merchants of the coun- 
try, Who, while they are creditors on the one hand, are debtors on the other, 
and by reason of their dual position are interested in a perfectly fair law to 
both the debtor and creditor classes. 

‘Resolved, That this body hereby reasserts its belief that the enactment of 
an equitable, uniform, bankrupt law would give confidence to the men en- 
gaged in trade, and benefit (1) every retail merchant in the United States, 
because it would enlarge his credit and thereby in effect increase the capital 
invested in his business, and (2) every jobber in like manner, and enable 
him to collect at least a part of the price of goods sold. 

“Resolved, That this association hereby pledges its influence and financial 
aid to secure the enactment by Congress of the Torrey bankrupt bill, as 
amended and unanimously eae by the national convention of the rep- 
resentatives of the commercial bodies of the United States, at Minneapolis, 
on September 8 and 4, 1889. 

‘‘Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State are hereby earnestly petitioned to support that measure when intro- 
duced in Congress for enactment.” 


THE NATIONAL BANKRUPTCY ORGANIZATION, 


Commercial, industrial, and professional bodies which have 
been reported as being in favor of bankruptcy legislation, citi- 
zens who have petitioned therefor (not room for all of the peti- 
tions), and individuals who are officers and committeemen of the 
organization which has been perfected to promote the passage 
of the Torrey bankrupt bill, are summarized as follows: 


BODIES OTHER THAN LOCAL OR STATE. 


American Association of Flintand Lime Glass Manufacturers, Pittsburg; 
American Boiler Manufacturers’ Association of the United States and Can- 
ada, St. Louis; American Paper Manufacturers’ Association, Boston; Cigar 
Manufacturers of the United States, New York City; First Western States 
Commercial Congress, Kansas City; Merchant Tailors’ National Exchange 
of the United states of America, St. Louis; National Association of Build- 
ers, Cleveiand; National Association of Stove Manufacturers, Chicago; Na- 
tional Board of Trade, Boston; National Brick Manufacturers’ Association, 
Indianapolis; National Burial Case Association, Chicago; National Confec- 
tioners’ Association, St. Louis; National Furniture Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, Chicago; National Paint, Oil, and Varnish Association, Chicago; 
National Wholesale Druggists’ Association, secretary's office, Minneapolis; 
New England Commercial Travelers’ Association. Boston; New England 
Furniture Exchange, Boston; Pacific Coast Board of Commerce, San Fran- 
cisco; Paint and Oil Club of New England, Boston; Photographers’ Asso- 
ciation of America, New York City; Transmississippi Commercial Congress, 
Denver; Travelers’ Protective Association of America, St. Louis; Western 
Commercial Travelers’ Association, St. Louis. 


ALABAMA. 


Commercial and Industrial Association of Montgomery; Mobile Chamber 
of Commerce; Mobile Cotton Exchange; Hiram G. Bond, Ensley City; Sam- 
uel Brown, Mobile; John C. Bush, Mobile; Robert C. Brickell, Huntsville; 
Orville F. Cawthon, Mobile: Gaylord D. Clark, Mobile; Nathaniel H. R. 
Dawson, Selma; John W. Durr, Montgomery: Charles S. Halsey, Hunts- 
Ville; Samuel D. Holt, Selma; Charlies L. r, Mobile; Milton Hume, 
Huntsville: Milton P. LeGrand, Montgomery; bert £. ae Montgom- 
ery; Edward L. Russell, Mobile; ne Smith, Mobile; George W. 
Stone, Montgomery; Henry C, Tompkins, tgomery,. 
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ARKANSAS. 

Arkansas Lumbermen’s Association, Little Rock: citizens of 
(petition); citizensof Hartmann (petition ; citizens of Helk 
citizens of Little Rock (petition); Fort Smith Chamber of ( 
lena Chamber of Commerce; Little Rock Board of Trade: M } ’ 
Exchange, Little Rock; Pine Bluff Board of Trade: George W ( ‘ 






tle Rock; James H. Clendening, Fort Smith: John G.1 
James A. Fones, Little Rock; Albert S. Honnet. Pine B 
Helena; George G. Latta, Hot Springs; Julius Less 


gel, Fort Smith 


Williams, Little Rock 


Rector, Hot Springs: George Se Willi 


tle Rock; John E 
CALIFORNIA 


Board of Trade of San Francisco; Chamber of Commerce 





ber of Commerce, Los Angeles; citizens of Hayward (petition 
Los Angeles (petition); citizens of Oakland (petition); citi 
Francisco (4 petitions); Los Angeles Board of Trade: Oaklan 
Trade; San Fransisco, Oakland, and Haywards busii $ and 7 
men (petition); Vallejo Board of Trade; Abner Doble, San 
Michael J. Keller, Oakland; J. Ludwig Koethen, Riverside; J 


Count, San Francisco; Samuel B. Lewis, Los Angeles; Wilson C. |} 
Los Angeles: William R. Tolles, San Bernardino; John Var 
Charles M. Wells, Los Angeles. 


COLORADO 


Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade, Denver; Cham! 
merce, Trinidad; citizens of Colorado Springs (petition); citizs 
ver (5 petitions); Denver Real Estateand Stock Exchange; Pur . 


Trade Association; Silas M. Allen, Denver; Lyman E. Anderson, | 
J. Sam Brown, Leadville; J. Sidney Brown, Denver; Joseph T. ( 
Denver; James W. Denio, Longmont; William G. Fisher, Denver 
P. Kellog, Denver; Fred. Lockwood, Boulder; Andrew McClelland 
John J. McGinnity, Denver; Edward Monash, Denver; John K. Mul 
ver; John W. Nesmith, Denver; Isham B. Porter, Denver; Fred | 
Greely; Horace A. W. Tabor, Denver; George Tritch, Denver 
CONNECTICUT. 

Chamber of Commerce, New Haven; citizens of Bridgeport (p< 
citizens of Hartford (petition); citizens of Norwich (2 petitions 
of Wallingford (petition); Connecticut State Board of Trade, New 
Hartford Board of Trade; Norwich Board of Trade; James D. Dey 
Haven. 

DELAWARE. 


Wilmington Board of Trade; Daniel W. Taylor, Wilmington 
FLORIDA. 

Chamber of Commerce, Pensacola; citizens of Key West (petitio: 
sonville Board of Trade; Solomon N. Van Praag, Pensacola; Ja! 
Waddell, Key West; William A. S. Wheeler, Pensacola; William S. \\ 
man, Jacksonville; Robert W. Williams, Tallahassee. 


GEORGIA, 


Brunswick Board of Trade; citizens of Columbus (petition); citizer 
Cuthbert (petition); Columbus Board of Trade; Macon Board of Tr 
Retail Grocers’ Association, Augusta; Benjamin F’. Abbott, Atlanta; Co 
bia Downing, jr., Brunswick; Frederick B. Gordon, Columbus; Walter 
Hill, Macon; McKinne Law, Augusta; Alexander R. Lawton, jr., Savanna 
Stewart F. Woodson, Atlanta; John R. Young, Savannah. 


IDAHO. 


Citizens of Chesterfield (petition); citizens of Parma (petition); 
Gwinn, Caldwell; John P. Vollmer, Lewiston. 


ILLINOIS. 


Bankers of Chicago (petition, including a number who heretofore | 
tested, but now petition in favor of bill); Board of Trade of the City of 
cago; Business Men's Association, East 3t. Louis; Business Men's Ass: 
tion, Dixon; Business Men's Association, Lincoln; Chicago Drapers 
Tailors’ Exchange; Chicago Furniture Manufacturers’ Association 
lutions, 1889, 1890); Chicago Jewelers’ Association; Chicago Paint, O 
Varnish Club; Chicago Paper Trade Club; Citizen's Improvement As 
tion, Rock Island; citizens of Chicago (withdrawal from protest ag 
and petition in favor of bill); citizens of Chicago (49 petitions, conta 
955 names); citizens of Creal Springs (petition); citizens of East Si 
(petition); citizens of Edwardsville (petition); citizens of Herscher 
tion); citizens of Hinckley (petition); citizens of Monmouth (pe 
citizens of Mount Vernon (petition); citizens of New Windsor (p 
citizens of Nokomis (petition); citizens of Pittsfield (petition); c1 
Quincy (2 petitions); citizens of Saybrook (petition); citizens of > 
(petition); citizens of Sparta (petition); citizens of Unity (pet 
zens of Upper Alton (petition); citizens of Wayne City (petition) 
cial Club, Mattoon; Eigin Board of Trade; Lincoln Improveme! 
tion; Lumber Mercantile Association, Chicago; Peoria Board of 
Thomas M. Avery, Chicago; Henry H. Aldrich, Chicago; Thomas A 
Quincy; William T. Baker, Chicago;. David F. Barclay, Elgin; A 
Bartlett, Chicago; J. Harley Bradley, Chicago; Mortimer N. B 
Chicago; William F. Burgdorff, Cariinville; John B. Capps, Sp 
Thomas Davies, Chicago; John G. Drennan, Taylorville; William 
lay, Mattoon; Leo Ernst, Chicago; Herman F. Hahn, Chicago; Wi 
Haskell, Alton; Frederick Hass, Rock Island; Azel F. Hatch, Chicago; | 
T. Hicks, Pittsfield; J. Otis Humphrey, Springfield; Adolph Karpen, ( 
Franklin MacVeagh, Chicago; Charles P. McAvoy, Chicago; Willi 
Mason, Chicago; Justin W. Meacham, Chicago; Charles C. Mills, I 
Henry T. Nobie, Dixon; Eugene E. Prussing, Chicago; Henry D.S 
Bast St. Lonis; Charles H. Seybt, Highland; Graeme Stewart, Ch 
Daniel K. Tenney, Chicago; Peter Van Schaack, Chicago; George H 
man, Chicago: Louis C. Wachsmuth, Chicago; John R. Walsh, Ch 
Louis Wampold, Chicago; John H. Yager, Alton. 


INDIANA. 


Citizens of Crawford (petition); citizensof Fort Wayne (petition); cit: 
of Indianapolis (petition) ; citizens of Jamestown (petition) ; citizens of M 
son (petition); citizens of New Albany (petition); citizens of Richmo 
tition); citizens of Terre Haute (petition); Merchants and Manufactur 
Club, Madison; Richmond Board of Trade; Joseph C. Abbott, Madis 
Charles.S. Bash, Fort Wayne; John C, Dalton, Indianapolis; Frederick 4 
W. Davis, Indianapolis; Washington I. Dulin, Richmond; Roscoe O. H2\ 
kius, ———— Jacquelin S. Holliday, Indianapolis; Merrill Moores. | 
dianapolis; Nathan Morris, Indianapolis; Samuel P. Porter, Indianapo!! 
John P, Primley, Elkhart; James W. Wartmann, Evansville; William 
Wood, Evansville. 


é 


Montt 

















J 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Citizens of McAlester, Lehigh, and Savannah (petition); Robert L. Owe, 
Muskogee. 
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A WA i 5 s , 
Blue Grass League of Southwestern [ov Creston; Board of Trade of | P Pra St. Pa . 
; Bur »ton; Business Men's A ciation, Davenport; Business M a's ASSO 7 t Pee he ; 
F ciat Keokuk; citizens of Algona (petition); citizens of Council Bluffs | ™ Mit : 
: yn citizens of Davenport (] LOI L126 0 of Dubuque (2 peti — 
ti . eitizens of Keokuk (pe 1); citizens of Monticello (petition . 7 
of Sioux City ; on lowa Banke Association, 1 1g we ’ 
Sta Business Men’s A ition. Des Moines: State Business Men’s Ass« thoi i \ 
Pr Marshalltown vi iam L, Allen, Davenport; John Blaul, B ling Is 
t yon H. Branch, Marengo; Arthur S. Burnell, Ma : Nn; « as | 
M. Clelend, Sioux City Phi > M. Crap Burlington; Wi am ler : 
Mars; James B. Harsh, Creston nk Le | K ik; Daniel B. N ~ 3 i 
) rt L iu » 4 Cd > ] | i \ I 
KANSA 2+ Pp WwW ' ' \ 
& Board of Trade of t Topeka; « er \ e y 
Fe! of Arkansas City (petit ns of Hburilingtoi petit n « ens 
of Caldwe petition); citizens of ngman (2 pe 1s ns Law 7 
re (petition(; citizens of Leavenworth (2 petitions sof S) ’ i i 
n citizens of Trib é p> tion): itizens of Wi ita (petit , +7 . ; ) 
Leavenworth Board of Trade; Merchants’ Protective Association, Salina > ee i 
Wichita Board of Trade; James S. Collins, Topeka; Winfield S. Cor t ur 
W hita; Silas S. Galloway Kingmal James M. Gri i] Leavenw Ly 1 : i ( \ ( 
Robley E. Heller Topeka; I:zra 1. Ober, Salina; Uri B. Pearsall, 1 t yee esi . ? —- e . ma 
Scott: George Rh. Pe Topeka; Alfred B. Quinton, Topeka tad t . n : 
Topeka 
KENTUCKY 
Citizens of Sharon Grove (petition); Hopkinsville Commer I ‘ 
Louisville Board of Trade; Louisville Merchant Tailors’ Excha soard i . 
boro Board of Trade; Paducah Commercial Clhut John M. Atl } B 
Louisville; Charles T. Ballar Louisville; E. Birch Bassett, Hopki ill ‘ i vit 
Temple Bodley, Louisville; William Cornwall r Louisville I ‘ : n\ ’ 
Gaither, Louisville: Frank T. Gunther, Owensbor John Morris, Li 
vil Ed. P. Noble, Paducah; Wil n T. Rolph, Louisville; Sterling vs ; 
Toney, Louisville; Harry We 40 R Weiss! , ) ’ 
ville : Ri and (petiti ‘ p B 
LOUISIANA Ss : eph ition citize a < | u re 
; © ; an : 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Louisiana, New Orleat tizensof | > yA 
New Orleans (2 petitions); Credit Association, Lit New Orleans; L , a ail : aon 5 St. I ‘ : ty ¢ ‘ ' 
jana Sugar and Rice Exchange, New Orleans hanics, Dealers, ll]; Kansas Ci - Pa mt. Ol. and Varnish Club: lawyers of Sedalia py 
Lumbermen’'s Exchange, New Orleans; merchants of New Orleans (peiition , ae ~~ ; Exchange. St. Louis: Merchants’ Exchange St. Louis (2 
New Orleans attorneys (petition); New Orleans ¢ wring-House ages I 1889, 189 Mexican and Spanish-American Commercial Ex 
leans Cotton Exch New Orleans Board of Trade, Limited; S.rcveport St. I is: Missouri Bar As stion, St. Louis: St. Charles Boa 
Board of 7 rade; ers’ Asso i n, New Orieans; All St J seph Board ot Tra te: St. Louis Furniture Board of Tra 
Baldwin New Or Behan, New Orieans; 1 iomas G. Bré St. Louis Paint. Oil. and Drug Club: St. Louis Retail Grocea ‘ . 
ham, Bastrop; Wal maw Urens; Treen SS. oe, a eld Board of Trade; Young Men's Business Association, L 
port bh ? rleans rnest "uttschnitt ‘ ¢ ee Y a 7 = ~ . 
5 Stee ao Albion K Mi sc.aee : nae Fred Y Men’s Commer ial ¢ lub Moberly Le 1 J Alber c pe G r . 
fF. Myles J. Odendahl, New Orleans; Walter L I 3 E. Anderson Hannibal; ( har| 3 C. Bell, soon ville . es O. Broa 
Se n. New Orle midt, New Orleans: Ra 10nd B. Sehud he St. Lo is; Robert =» Brook ngs, S Lou Baxter I vn, W 
io om Oniem nmes. New Orleans: Breedlove “mit irg; Calvin F. Burnes, St. Joseph rl ansas City 
ieee a oa aie . oo ee ee ee Adolphus Busch, St. Louis; Charles St. Lou Martin | 
Now Orleans; Jam r. Ula, Shreveport { vy, Farmington; John Cos ve \. Cox, St. I i 
MAIN] | Go ie] Cupples. St. Louis; James I 3 ( Dar 
Bangor Board of Trade; Biddeford Board of Trade; Calais Boa’-d of T1 Mace, Louisiana; Frank Gaiennie, St B.G ( 
citizens of Farmington (petition itizens of Portiand petitions Port Noah M. Giva Harriso H y Lou 
land Fruit and Produce Exchange, Portiand Mech ics’ Ex Inge and Irv Kansas City; A r »P. B.. 
Board of Trade; Saco Board of Trade; State Board of Biddeford: Al i John A. Lee, St Lewis Le W 
bert R. Savage, Auburn McA er, Bowling Green; Charlies ngfield; | 
MARYLAND | McMaster, St. Louis; John W. Magin um W. 2} ‘ 
Business Men’s Association, Annapolis; citizens of Baltimore (3 petitior as City; James M. Nave, Kansas City e, St. J 
: : e ead : ead ae in bed Newkirk, Sedalia; Peter Nich m. St. Louis; Elijah H. Nort I 
Shoe and Leather Board of Trade, Baitimors Alfred J. Carr, Baltimore > ‘ . 
nm 7 . = > I . : ; 2 « ge Cit John ©. O'Keefe. Moberly: Joseph M. Patter n, Kansas City i) 
Thomas Deford, Baltimore; J. Ross Diggs, Baltimore; Solomon Frank, | HP a: Tame: Gheerhia BP: Petua Sennen: Coxe- 1 a 7 
Baltimore; J. Walter Hodg Annapolis Risnue. St. Louis: William E. Schw ppe, St. Louis; D. Howell S so 
MASSACHUSETTS I Edward C. Simmons, St. Louis; Edward C.8 t St. J t 
Arkwright Club, B on: Board of Trade, Amesbury ard of T v W. Stevens, Columbia; James G. Stowe, Ka as Cit Gerrit H. Ten 
erly; Board of Trade, Lowell; Board of Trade, Pittsfield: Board of rade St. Loui _ Cyrus P. W albr e t Lou Bs J wi am Wa K 
Springtield; Board of Trade, Stoneham: Boston Board of Fire Underwrite1 Jose] Robert F. Walker, Jefferson City; Henry K. \ : 
Boston Executive Business Association; Boston Fish Bureau; Boston Fruit B Vi mmerman, Sedalia 
and Produce Exchange; Boston Merchants’ Association (2 resolut 3, 1889, | MONTANA 
1800); Boston Merchants’ Club; Boston Paper Trade Association ens of | : 
Boston (13 petitions) ; citizens of Bridgewater (petition) ; citizens of Chickopee ( Hele In. 
Falls (petition); citizens of Fitchburg (petition); citizens of Greenfield (pe 5 , 
tition); citizens of Holyoke (petition); citizens of Lawrence (petition); citi 3 
zens of Mariboro (petition); citizens of Nantucket (petition); citizens of Citizens of Beatrice (petiti : I 
x New Bedford (petition); citizens of Northampton (petition); citizens of | UO 4 (17 petitions) ; cl fst Pa I ‘ 
North Dighton (petition); citizens of Salem (petition); citizens of Spring rm ion Hastings B ‘ Trade; Lit B a I 
fleld (2 petitions); citizens of Woburn (petition); citizens of Worcester (2 | tail ers’ AS Latior N 1 Pain und Glass ( yma 
, petitions); Commercial! Club, Boston; Drysalters Club of New England, Bos I State Business M¢e 1 yn, Lin i Gra t 
3 ton; Gardner Board of Trade; Grocers’ Association, Boston: Massachuset I 1 Men's Association (115 wn 
State Board of Trade, Lowell: Mechanics’ Exchange, Boston: members of » Bo 1 f Tra [ m Ha | 
the Lowell Master Builders Exchange (petition); Merchant Tailors’ | a; Au stus C. Bar| h'rem Wil 1J.B ) 
change of the city of Boston; Shoe and Leather Association, Lynn; Whole d O 1; Andrew J. Con! Beat ' ium § 
sale Grocers’ Associati« Boston; Jonathan Bigelow, Boston: Walstein R e M. D ww, Omaha; ! Drak I 
Chester, Boston; Henry D. Dupee, Boston; Robert R. Endicott, Beverly } i ‘ es G. Gilm On F cB. Ke rd, O I 
Noah W. Farley, Boston; James B. Forsythe, Boston; Rufus S. Frost, B Ik Omaha; Freeman P. K I Oma ‘ +e, 
ton; Charles A. Grinnell, Boston; George A. Miner, Boston; Beverly K ( a; | H. Oak L, i n 7 t ( i ley 
Moore, Boston; Alexander H. Rice, Boston: Charles R Boston s avid F. Tru Red ( bert B "int 
Edward C. Rogers, Spring 1; Joseph Sawyer, Boston; . Wingate ! 
Boston. NI 
MICHIGAN. 5 ry 
Business Men’s Association, Ann Arbor; Business Men's A yn " TAMPSHTI 
East Saginaw: Business Men's Association, Grand Haven: Busines n = HAMPSHIRI 
Association, Kalamazoo; Business Men’s Association, ilt Ste r »; Mar ester boa ol 1 race i 
Chamber of Commerce, Sault Ste. Marie; citizens of Battle Creek (p ion 5. Cha Manchester; Edward R. Ix« La t 
citizens of Detroit (3 petitions); citizens of Grand Haven 2 petitions citi I . ia 
zens of Grand Rapids (3 petitions); citizens of Lansing (petition); citizens NEW JERSEY 
of Muskegon (2 petitions); citizens of Owosso (petition); citizens of Sault \ Park Board of Trade: Boar f Tra J ( B ‘ 
Ste. Marie (2 petitions); citizens of Stanton (petition); citizens of Trave1 1 of New Jersey, Newark ns J yO etit Re 
City (petition); Detroit Paint, Oil and Varnish Club; Furniture Manufa t \ ation, Atlantic ( , B \ 
turers Association of Northwestern Michigan, Muskegon; Grand Rapid W. Dimock ra i J : Né k; I i ! 


Board of Trade; Grand Rapids Furniture Manufacturers’ Association; Mict nN, « y Ci 

igan State Business Men's Association, Grand Rapids; George H. Barbour, NEW MEXK 

Detroit; George G. Briggs, Grand Rapids: Wellington R. Burt, East Sagi s . 

naw; John A. Covode, Grand Rapids: Bernhard Desenberg, Sault Ste. Marie; Board of T1 ‘ es M. Crea inta 

Albert K. Edwards, Kalamazoo; Richard C. Flannigan, Norway; Theodore NEW YORK 

H. Hinchman, Detroit: George E. Howes, Battle Cre Adam 8. Kedzie, : 

Grand Haven; Edward A. Moseley, Grand Rapids; Samuel E. Pittman, De - —— 
vit; C a Slig ra 3 > aS A 

‘rot; Charies R. Sligh, Grand Rapids ! writers’ Association; Buffalo Merchants’ Exchange; Camara de Com 


MINNESOTA. ercio Espanola en Nueva York; Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
Board of Trade of Minneapolis; Chamberof Commmerce of St. Paul; citi- | York, New York City; citizens of Albany (petition); Citizens of Bingham 
gens of Duluth (petition); citizens of Mankato (petition); citizens of Marhall | ton (petition); citizens of Brooklyn (petition); citizens of Buffalo (3 pe 





hamber of Commerce; Amsterdam Board of Trade: B k Rock 
Men’s Association; Brewers’ Association, Buffalo; Buffalo Fire 
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titions); citizens of Clyde (petition); citizens of Newburg (petition); 
citizens of New York City (15 petitions); citizens of Rochester, (3 peti- 
tions; citizens of Syracuse (3 petitions); citizens of Troy (petition); citi- 
zens of Utica (8 petitions); Clothiers’ Assocation of New York City; Con- 
solidated Stock and Petroleum Exchange, New York City; "Dry Goods 
Importers’ Association, New York City; Elmira Board of Trade; Italian 
Chamber of Commerce, New York City; Lumber Exchange, Buffalo; 
Mercantile Exchange, New York City; Merchant Tailors’ Society of the 
City of New York; New York Board of Trade and Transportation, New York 
City (two resolutions, 1889, 1890); New York Jewelers’ Board of Trade, New 
York City; New York State Wholsale Grocers’ Association, Elmira; New 
York Wholesale Ice Dealers’ Association, New York City; Oneonta Board of 
Trade; Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club, New York City; Retail Grocers’ Asso- 
clation, Buffalo; Rochester Chamber of Commerce; Sing Sing Board of 
Trade; Stationers’ Board of Trade, New York City; United Retail Grocers’ 
Association, Brooklyn; Warsaw Board of Trade: Wholesale Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation of New York and vicinity; Herbert P. Bissell, Buffalo; Henry W. 
Carpenter, Oneida; Charles T. Clark, New York City; James M. Constable, 
New York City; Henry L. Dreyer, New York City; John Esser, Black Rock; 
Joseph Fahys, New York City; Patrick Farrelly, New York City; John 
©. Graves, Buffalo; David Hirsch, New York City; John H. Inman, New 
York City; Henry A. Meyer, Brooklyn; Alexander E. Orr, New York City; 
George L. Pease, New York City; Edward W. Peck, Rochester; George 
Sandrock, Buffalo; Charles S. Smith, New York City; G. Waldo Smith, New 
York City; William Steinway, New York City; Daniel M. Thomas, New 
York City; Francis B. Thurber, New York City; Walter P. Warren, Troy; 
Alfred R, Whitney, New York City; Erastus Wiman, New York City; Mor- 
ris S. Wise, New York City. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


Citizens of Mount Airy (petition); citizens of Raleigh (2 petittons); New 
Berne Cotton and Grain Exchange; Thomas B. Keogh, Greensboro; Samnel 
W. Smallwood, New Berne. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Citizens of Grand Forks (petition); Fargo Board of Trade; Anson S. Brooks, 
Grand Forks; Addison W. Clark, Grand Forks; Martin Hector, Fargo; John 
W. Von Nieda, Fargo. 

OHIO, 


Akron Board of Trade; Ashtabula Board of Trade; Board of Trade, Chilli 
cothe; Board of Trade, Gallipolis; Board of Trade, Nelsonville; Builders’ 
Exchange, Cincinnati; Cincinnati Board of Trade and Transportation; Cin- 
cinnati Chamber of Commerceand Merchants’ Exchange; Cincinnati Cloth- 
jiers’ Association; Cincinnati Retail Grocers’ Association; citizens of Bel- 
laire (petition); citizens of Cincinnati (2 eee) citizens of Cleveland 
(2 petitions); citizens of Clyde (petition); citizens of Columbus (2 petitions) ; 
citizens of Dayton (petition); citizens of Findlay (2 petitions); citizens of 
Fostoria (petition); citizens of Gallipolis (petition); citizens of Hamilton 
(petition); citizens of Ironton (petition); citizens of Kent (petition); citi- 
vens of Logan (petition); citizens of Massillon (2 petitions); citizens of 
Nelsonville (petition); citizens of Orbiston (petition); citizens of Zanes- 
ville (petition); Cleveland Retail Grocers’ Association; Defiance Board of 
Trade; Findlay Board of Trade; Furniture Exchange, Cincinnati; Furni- 
ture Manufacturers’ Association, Columbus; Massillon Board of Trade; 
Piqua Board of Trade and Improvement Association; Produce Exchange, 
Toledo; Retail Merchants’ Protective Association, New Philadelphia; San- 
dusky Business Men's Association; Springfield Board of Trade; Tiffin Board 
of Trade; Albert Beebe, Dayton; Burr W. Blair, Cincinnati; Lee H. Brooks, 
Cincinnati; Cornelius A. Brouse, Akron; John H. Dovie, Toledo; Richard 
Dymond, Cincinnati; Lowe Emerson, Cincinnati; Clinton D. Firestone, 
Columbus; James M. Glenn, Cincinnati; Justus Goebel, Cincinnati; Law- 


rence Grace, Cincinnati; Robert J. Harrison, Cincinnati; Anthony Howells, | 


Massillon; Anson Hurd, Findlay; John S. Kountz, Toledo; Thomas W. 
Lewis, Zanesville; Arthur McAllister, Cleveland; William J. McManigal, 
Orbiston; Oscar T. Martin, Springfield; Joshua Nickerson, New Burling- 
ton; Frank A. Rothier, Cincinnati; Michael Ryan, Cincinnati; Alfred Sea- 
songood, Cincinnati; Joseph G. Sextro, Cincinnati; John N. Stewart, Ash- 


tabula; Earl W. Stimson, Cincinnati; Jacob W. Stoody, New Philadelphia; | 


Ezra B. Taylor, Warren; Albert C. Thompson, Portsmouth; John L. Vance, 
Gallipolis; Simon P. Wolcott, Kent; William W. Woodward, Sandusky; 
Charies J. Yingling, Tiffin; J. Frank Zahm, Toledo; John C. Hutsinpiller, 
Gallipolis. . 


OREGON. 


Astoria Chamber of Commerce; Board of Trade of Portland; Chamber of 
Commerce, Portiand; citizens of Astoria (2 petitions) ; citizens of Fostoria 
cperision); Merchants’ Protective Union, Portland; Oregon Immigration 
Board, Portland: John Q. A. Bowlby, Astoria; Charles H. Dodd, Portland: 
Charles M. Donaldson, Baker City; James E. Haseltine, Portland; Donald 
Macleay, Portland; Richard H. Thornton, Portland. 

PENNSYLVANIA, 

Board of Trade, Plymouth; Board of Trade of Wilkesbarre; business 
firms, Philadelphia (petition); Central Furniture Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, Willlamsport; Chamber of Commercé, Pittsburg; citizens of Hazleton 
a citizens of Lovelton (petition); citizens of Newcastle (petition); 
citizens of Philadelphia (11 petitions); citizens of Pittsburg (10 petitions); 
citizens of Reading (2 petitions); citizens of Scranton (petition); citizens of 
Sharpsburg (petition); citizens of Tarentum (petition); Commercial Ex- 
change, Philadelphia; Grocersand Importers’ Exchange, Philadelphia; Lan- 
caster Board of Trade; Paintand DrugClub, Pittsburg: Philadelphia Board 
of Trad’; Paint Club of Philadelphia; Philadelphia Drug Exchange; Phila- 
delphia Produce Exchange; Pittsburg Merchant Tailors’ Exchange; Scran- 
ton Board of Trade; Shoe Exchange of Philadelphia; Titusville Board of 
Trade; Theodore H. Bechtel, Philadelphia; Frederick Fraley, Philadelphia; 
Samuel L. French, Plymouth; Henry A. Fry, Philadelphia; Edward H. 
Hance, Philadelphia; Benjamin S. Janney, jr., Philadelphia; George A. 
Kelly, Pittsburg; G. Murray Reynoids, Wilkesharre; Daniel C. Ripley, 
Pittsburg; William T, Smith, Scranton; Henry M. Steele, Philadelphia; 
Samuel Wagner, Philadelphia; Elias Z. Wallower, Harrisburg. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Board of Trade, Providence; citizens of Providence (petition); Manufac- 
turing Jewelers’ Board of Trade, Providence; Mechanics’ Exchange, Provi- 
derfce; James Murray, Woonsocket; Joseph U. Starkweather, Providence. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 
Charleston Chamber of Commerce; citizens of Cheraw (petition): D'Arcy 


P. Duncan, Columbia; Thomas C. Gower, Greenville: Henry T. Thompson, 
Darlington. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Citizens of Rapid City (petition); Commercial Club, Sioux Falls; Robert 


F. Bacon, Rapid City; Albert W. Coe, Deadwood; James Halley, Rapid City, 
Hosmer H. Keith, Sioux Falls; Henry L. Loucks, Huron. 
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TENNESSEE. 


Chattanooga Board of Trade; citizens of Chattanooga (petition 
of Cleveland en citizens of Jackson (petition); citizens of kK 5 
(petition); citizensof Memphis (petition); citizens of Milan (petit alae 
zens of Nashville (petition); Jackson Board of Trade; Knoxy B 
Trade; Knoxville Chamber of Commerce; Memphis Lumber kx 
Alexander A. Arthur, Knoxville; Louis Erb, Memphis; Henry 0 
Chattanooga; Doc. W. Fly, Memphis; Edward E. aches. Knoxvi 
ert E. Hunter, Memphis; Henry H. Ingersoll, Knoxville; James Pp 
Memphis; Ben Lindauer, Nashville; William B. Lockett, Knoxvyi|! 
S. Menken, Memphis; Thomas O. Morris, Nashville; Frederick \ 
Memphis; Zeboim C. Patten, Chattanooga; Robert F. Patterson, ) 
Ike F. Peters, Memphis; William K. Phillips, Nashville; Joseph | 
Chattanooga; Thomas B.Turley, Memphis; Peter P. Van Viet, Me ’ 

TEXAS. 


Austin Board of Trade; bankrupts, bankers, contractors, farmers 
lawyers, politicians, retailers, and wholesalers, Dallas (petition 
of Dallas (2 petitions); citizens of Del Rio (petition); citizens of Den 
tition); citizens of Ellis County (petition); citizens of Galvest 
tions); citizens of Jacksonville(petition) ; citizens of Navasota(2 y. 
citizens of Rockdale (petition); citizens of San Angelo (petition 
San Antonio (2 petitions); citizens of Terrell (petition); citizens « 
kana (petition); citizens of Waco (petition); citizens of Waxahac) 
tion); citizens of “a, (petition); Cleburne Board of Trade; Dallas } 
Trade; Dallas Fire Underwriters (petition); El Paso Board of Trad 
veston Cotton Exchange; Henrietta Board of Trade; San Antonio | 
Trade: The Builders’ Exchange of Dallas; Benjamin N. Boren, Dalla 
P. Bowser, Dallas; Richard D. Coughanour, Dallas; John W. Crow Ve 
las; Joseph Deutschman, Texarkana; Newton W. Finley, Tyler; } ) 
Garlington, Dallas; William H. Harrell, Dallas; William Heuermaunn, s 
Antonio; Smith J. Howell, Dallas; Christopher W. Mertz, Cieburne 
F. Meyer, Houston; Nathan Redlich, Galveston; Julius Runge, Ga 
William J. Swain, Henrietta; Paul Waples, Fort Worth. 


UTAE. 


Chamber of Commerce, Salt Lake City; Edward P. Ferry, Park | 
Henry W. Lawrence, Salt Lake City; Fred Simon, Salt Lake City 


VERMONT. 


Citizens of St. Albans (petition); George F. Edmunds, Burlin An 

drew J. Sibley, Montpelier; Urban A. Woodbury, Burlington. 
VIRGINIA. 

Board of Trade of the City of Lynchburg; citizens of Lynchburg 
tion); citizens of Roanoke (petition); Real Estate Exchange, N 
Richmond Chamber of Commerce; Staunton Chamber of Comn \ 
Berkeley Carrington, Danville; John M. Higgins, Richmond; Ben 
Johnson, Richmond; Egbert G. Leigh, jr., Richmond; Abraham Myers, N 
folk: Mann Page, Brandon; Robert R. Prentis, Suffolk. 


WASHINGTON. 


State Bankers’ Association, Olympia; Seattle Chamber of Commerce 
coma Chamber of Commerce; TacomaCommercialClub; Wallawalla B 
of Trade; Charles M. Atkins, Whatcom; Nelson G. Blalock, Wailawa 
Herman L. Chase, Spokane; Norah B. Coffman, Chehalis; Samuel! Co); 
Tacoma; Simon B. Conover, Port Townsend; Marion D. Egbert, sot 
Bend; John W. Feighan, Spokane; Emory C. Ferguson, Snohomish; Ja 


| Furth, Seattle; George H. Heilbron, Seattle; John H. McGraw, Seattle; Ezra 


Meeker, Puyallup; MilesC. Moore, Wallawalla; Thomas M. Reed, Olympia 
Clinton A. Snowden, Tacoma; Hugh C. Wallace, Tacoma. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 

Board of trade, Martinsburg; citizens of Wellsburg (petition); citizen 
Wheeling (petition); Huntington and Cabell County Industrial and Dey 
ment Association; Wheeling Chamber of Commerce; E. Boyd Faull 
Martinsburg; J. Ellwood Hughes, Wheeling; Jesse M. Layne, Huntin: 
Hullihen Quarrier, Wheeling; Thomas S. Riley, Wheeling 

WISCONSIN. 

Association for the Advancement of Milwaukee; Business Men's A 
tion, Green Bay; Chamber of Commerce of the City of Milwaukee; cit 
of Arcadia (petition); citizens of Milwaukee (withdrawal from pro 
petition in favor of bill): citizens of Milwaukee (6 petitions); citi 
Neenah (petition); Lacrosse Board of Trade (2 resolutions, 1889, 180 
waukee Brewers’ Association; Paint, Oil, and Drug Club, Milwaukee 
B. Doe, jr., Janesviile; John M. Holley, Lacrosse; Frederick W. |) ‘ 
Milwaukee; Thomas L. Kelly, Milwaukee; Wilbur P. Massuere, A A 
Frank McDonough, Eau Claire; Henry M. Mendel, Milwaukee: 5S 
Murphy, jr., Green Bay; John R. Reiss, Sheboygan; John M. Smit 
Bay: David W. Starkey, Appleton; John E. Thomas, Sheboyga 
Richard Valentine, Janesville; Edward C. Wall, Milwaukee. 


WYOMING, 


Board of Trade, Cheyenne; Board of Trade, Sundance; citizens of 
dance (petition); Fremont County Business Men's Club, Lander: W’) 
Stock Growers’ Association, Cheyenne; John C. Baird, Cheyenne; 5 
B. Brooks, Casper; Charles H. Burritt, Buffalo; Edmund J. ‘ 
Cheyenne; Gibson Clark, Cheyenne; Andrew Gilchrist, Cheyenne; ‘| 
B. Hicks, Cheyenne; William C. Irvine, Ross; John K. Jeffrey. ‘ 
George W. Munkres, Buffalo; Charles N. Potter, Cheyenne: De lor: 
ards, Douglas; Charles W. Riner, Cheyenne; William A. Robins, ©! 
Edward A. Slack, Cheyenne; Jay L. Torrey, Embar; Willis Van D 
Cheyenne. 


It has been incorrectly stated that this isa bill of the rich 
houses, It is opposed by a few big houses. The reasons | 
for are tersely given in an interview, as follows: 
A REPLY BY MR. J. K. BURNHAM TO ARGUMENTS AGAINST B 
RUPTCY LEGISLATION. 


Mr. J. K. Burnham, of Burnham, Hanna, Munger & Co., of Kansas Ci 
Mo., and Burnham, Stoepel & Co., of Detroit, Mich., was called on at 
place of business in Kansas City and requested to express his views as | 
desirability of nationallegislation relating tobankrupts. He said 

‘*My attention has been called to newspaper interviews which h: 


| cently appeared upon this subject. It seems that the credit manaer of 4 


| house in our line was asked, ‘ Would, in your opinion, the passage oi (h 


be as injurious tothe debtor as to the creditor?’ His reply was: 

‘** More so; for it would prevent thecreditor from helping thedebtor. With 
its reflex action the Torrey bill would render illegal and nullify any arra 
ment and securities made and given within a certain period prior ' 
ruptcy, and so prevent an embarrassed or insolvent debtor from obta ig 
the aid necessary to tide him over temporary difficulties and enable bim Ww 


| succeed,’ 
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WILL ENABLE CREDITORS TO HELP DEBTORS. 




































































He evidently has not read the bi is I am sure he is able to compre i 
it if he had and I know that he would be unwil g, for the furtherance of 
hat he conceives to be his inal terest, to misstate its provisions 
» facts are that in the event of the »of the billa creditor would not 
permitted to ‘help 2 debtor with the secre lerstanding that in the 
ent that the help was no l debtor rile e credit 
nould have all of his pro} ut giv n sith 
snd for a present consider: it es no Any se! or 
. any purpose propose to er na course ¢ egi 
transactions It does forbid the t es its uage u 
that subject is as follow 
A person sha e deem« » have given a pr rer be 
rin contemplation of 1 ive y I i ruy e l ro re 
fere gment t« el re ull I \ 
»a transfer of ¢ ‘ pr ¢ y with inten a¢ t ra 
of this act, o1 enabie any I of his c1 i 
I entage of his debt than any other of sucl ‘ same ¢ 
if a ban rupt shall have given a preferen¢ \ f mor efore é 
f ng of a petition a 1 tl per nt elvin t ¢ é 1ereby 
} ent acting therein, sha re su t tl 
e y ve s ) i ‘ the tru 
the prop va I h pers 
it the passage + W it Sto} e] l 
is sin t I f ext t l 
nt this house otl t yme 
y ws rm y z I i ? i 
rchandise fro! ther peo t n i 
it » pay th r de if a de rs 2 i ’ 
l enable him to have a meet ‘ ! 8 
of the nits ense 1e1 > awa 
I of sec t inin s 1 1 \ 
ee, Wi h tne I iit ot \ 
per} lation of a gi a 
l ” p 
CREDITS WILL BE EXTENDED, NOT RESTRIC D 
ime g leman says that the passage of the Torrey b would re 
credit tice that a competitor of his i isiness, in refer ) 
that same subject, said 
if application is made to me f credit now * #* I realize tha 
ap ant may ha riven a secret mortgage iby aco toror act 
tor in some other line. He m lave given a secret pr se thatin t 
event of difficulties he will pref« 1 competitor 2 it 1e 
line living him ev th . cluding t ( $which I La i 
to 8@l im; or he may ave foreseen n la ll es and col te 
his own mind a scheme to hide away all his property, with the assistance 
of friends, relatives, or partte to t scheme Under existing laws I 
compelled to take all of these chan 
If the Torrey bill should be pa i ) thou 
might have made a mortgage, pro! reference, 0 i 
lent scheme, he would not be able to ¢ it out It fo € 
so far as I am concerned, comme lal twould be vy ext 
by the passage of this measure; the 6 Which would be ven e 
in that event would of course be i iparted to others similarly situate 
just in propor nh as we were Willing to extend credit our islness wou 
enlarged and our debtors would be benefited, as they would beenabled to 1 
goods jn larger quantities, and of course upon mo avorable term 
It seems to me that his reasoning is correct beyond question, and that 


lits would be extended and notr 


strict 


<i by the passage of the b 


FRAUD AND INSOLVENCY AS ACTS OF BANKRUPTCY 


The gentleman whose views I am controverting was asked 

‘What do you think of the clause in the Torrey bill making the simple 
fact of neglect or inability for thirty days to pay negotiabl 
bankruptcy 

His reply was 

I think it monstrous What! make an 
ere in the world even a groun 
from 


I every principle of bar 
those transac 

é 

I 

I 





paper an act of 


act of bankruptcy which is not 
for attachment It is an extreme de 
cruptcy law, which has always ma 

ruptcy which show a disposition and intent 
















m the part of the debtor to sud his creditor, and, in my opinion. would 
wove in practice fruitful in losses caused by jealousy and spite. There is 
» other clause in the act so o ctionable terly indefensible as thi 


You might as well pass an act to compel all transactions to be on a ‘cash 
on-delivery P 
Let me first deal with the gentieman’s statements of facts and then I 
will tell you what the pro ‘ the bill are. In Coloradoit is a grov 
of attachment ‘that the action is brought upon an overdue promissory note 
bill of exchange, or other written instrument for the direct and uncondi 
tional payment of money only, or upon an overdue book account In Ma 
n attachment can be obtained by the plaintiff in a suit without 


basis 








l nusetts 








even giving a bond. I do not seek to justify these laws, but I simply state 
the facts to show the want of information on the part of the cr man 
a 





rentleman has evide been too busy dealing out credits to exam 
i bankruptcy law, incl ig the proposed one His statement, ‘ acts 
of bankruptcy which show a disposition and intention on the part of the 
d : 


lebtor to defraud his creditors,’ is only a partial staten tof what consti 




























tute acts of bankruptcy under the English bankruptcy act, what did consti 
tute actsof ban! under the old bankruptcy law, or whatit is proposed 
sh onstitute Ipt >the Torrey bill. That is to say 
acts of bankrup gener I ite ts the doing of which, 0 
the failure to do smounts t« upon cred rs with reference to 
the property acts 1the hi 1 t t 
has become riected » mee l nan blirat y 
1e En iw, if a debtor gives notice that |} Ss 
osuspend payment i fbankruptcy. Under present vsad 









who does not pay his note within three days after maturity 1 3 
the holder of it, although it may be for a trifling amount, and the resu 
such suit may be to] 














pre itate litigation which \ result in a struggle 
tween his creditors and bring about his financia ire 
‘Under the proposed ladebtor can not be sued use Of sus] 
payments of his commercial paper unless it is f ‘ rregates over # 
and has remained unpaid or unrenewed for st t ty da 1nd he 
insolvent, and even then it is a matter of choice by the creditors as 
whether they will or will not institute proceedings ss in any other ca 


The holder of the paper can not of himself institute pro lings, but must 
secure the codperation of at least two other creditors, a iggregat 

his and their unsecured claims must be $500 or over; if the creditors of the 
debtor are less than twelve in number, one such creditor may institute the 
proceedings. The debtor will be entitled, if he desires, to the right of a 
trial by jury as to the facts alleged, and if he be adjudged a bankrupt will 
receive the exemptions provided by the laws of the State in which he lives 
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ur t ‘ be ent l I 
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suse t ( "i 
4 ; > mente . ela 
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Lhe l Lw i l ¢ 
1 of thir avs. | 
l t t , ’ 
¢ ithe il 
A LARGE PART FFA \ 
he spers "" 
ings he sa 
i da ta I 1 
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‘ l i i 61 ] na ‘ i ’ 
t 1ins \ I 
\ ipt La Ww pr t 
have I t wl | 
1use. bee ) ie vill t i 
Vhich will free t f 1 eX i ire 
e nt ind , 3 I not 
‘ 
ate oft Chr ini ne 
t 1" pet Sta 
) ‘ yf the me N have pt edt ‘ 
} ym rf t in The prop llaw vw 
to : whet men W ) 
I ited.’ 
ul re I st nt 1 I 
vt ‘ 
cat \ ip 4 
' . sts of t y . a 
I l nest ii ry t ’ 
in lua pplicant rather than by the d ito é 
credit men, who have thus shown to the world the nat \ ‘ 
al he fact that they are actuated not the rule nity 
ri rf hty 
POSITION OF A FEW BIG HOUSES UNMASKED 
Che position of these people is very effectively unmasked t 
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t iat it will benefit the people at lars he reason for tl 
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ha equipped themselves with ail the facilities for enforcing c« if 
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gpea further he said 
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ct of our « lebts than we would bein t ent of ) ure 
proposed bankruptcy law If that measure were passed ur 
honest insolvent debtors would be at liberty to take the ne and 
re their discharge, after making a full surrender of t r 
and above their exemptions 
H inswer to the inquiry as to whether he though e pa Lore 
wo rove a calamity to the country or be in milita nm ol ¢ 
€ Ss he people was 
No, sir; I donotthink so. My judgment is that the y va 
to passage of such an act as the one proposed isa e 3h 
present laws from a financial standpoint better suit a few 1 
rupt law would. * * * Don understand from my 
’ yposed tothe passage of this bi On the contrary I am 
nt by ¢ cause I believ illina 4 
er ( mass of t people n ‘ u 
I HONEST INSOLVENTS WHO CAN NOT PAY CONTINUE 1 VI 
l in Of ano er nou l h in ut t ) il | l, 
t . view ows 
L hit hot i suf nm eto gi to é la re land 
! fron 1 in inve ition as I ma 
\ wiles it ved, th irge amoul! i r ) 
e i un r Ot oliicers to D re ‘ t 
) ich a t ) 
l it bein 6, the o di 1 t 
in i Sy mm, | mus La 
il iv aw W ute 
N thi € vas | t l 
md to give info! 1 to the t He 
. I ould I ‘ tir WAY 
1eir t i ) 
on \ ¢ 4 I u 4 A 
[ thir 1 list of yarere 
ir ¢ f God o public e1 lof 
1 I s in business this exception vir 
! msi i and may be counted as é 
h l sider on instead of bankruptcy laws; ar by 
N yt no instances WnHere the people have not most gener usly 
led in such cases. and I think it may be said that all such can with 





safety be left to the generous Christian impulses of the people 
[ suggest that this man, presumably of ‘Christian impulses,’ ought to 
have lived in the dark ages, when it is said that debtors having several cred- 
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itors were cut to pieces and divided among their creditors, or sold into slay- 
ery, or, later on, when there was a debtors’ prison with all of its untold hor- 
rors 

‘The man who is thus without knowledge of the bill in question, and who 


can thus give impromptu opinions to the public, continues: 

“*A large majority of the class of debtors who are to be benefited by a 
bankrupt act are the very people who have demonstrated the fact that they 
are no longer entitied to theconfidence of the business world, and there is 
no good reason Why they should be legislated back into a possible position 
for iich they have shown themselves wholly incompetent.’ 





‘Statistics show, as before stated, that something over 95 per cent of all 
the men who go into business sooner or later fail. Th vise clerk of this 
house would therefore have over 95 per cent of the men who go into business 





kept out if they could not run the gauntlet of 
exercised by their creditors. 
HONEST PEOPLE SHOULD COOPERATE 
“Tor my n part (said Mr. BORNHAM continuing) I consider it ri 

honest people to codperate; not only right, but fn the long run profitable on 
a doll and ¢ t basi It is too often the case under present laws that the 
honest men fight about who shall have all that has been found, while the dis 
honest make away with the bulk of the estate. 

Chere ought to be a law under which the honest debtors and the honest 
creditors could help each other and bring the rogues to punishment I be- 
lieve the Torrey bill will bring about these results, and hence hope Congress 
wil! pass it Kansas City Star 


generous Christian impulses’ 








CONFIDENCE, NOT MONEY, IS NEEDED 
it has been said that this bill would destroy credit; it is not 


true; it would promote credit. [I submita memorial which states 
the cas 


» admirably, as follows: 
A memorial calling attention to the present depressed financial condition 
of the country. 
To i U | States Senate: 


Your memorialist, the National Convention of the Represenatives of the 
Commercial Bodies of the United States, respectfully calls the attention of 
your honorable body to facts as follows: 

The tinancial affairs of the country are in a perilous condition. 
men inall of the State 
panic. Citizens in general are alarmed at the outlook. Values of property 
are ( ea Persons, firms, and corporations are daily failing, whose 
asset 6 largely in excess of their liabilities. 

There is but a single cause for all of the above conditions, and that isa 
want of confidence. Asa result of that single cause money is being with- 
drawn from circulation and the evils whieh are following and are likely to 
continue to followareinnumerable. There is but asinglecertain remedy for 
such singlecause. The putting into circulation of more Inoney may or may 
not avert the danger as there is no limit to theamount of money that eanand 
will be hoar i solong as the single cause, want of contidence, continues. 
Such single remedy is the enactment of a law by Congress as provided by the 
Constitution pursuant tothe provisions of which the property rights of every 
citizen inevery condition in life and irrespective of the State in which he 
resides, will be preserved and may be enforced. 

Your memorialist further respectfully represents that confidence can not 
be readily restored under existing laws because they do not contain adequate 
provisions pursuant to which the creditors of a common debtor may meet, 
counsel t« ther, and render to him the assistance he needs, and extend him 
such favors as may be in hisand their bestinterests. State laws encourage 
the selfish instinct of self-preservation, and as a result creditors seek prefer- 
ences, and, failing therein, endeavor to secure them by compulsory process 
without regard to whether the debtor's conduct has warranted it, whether 
he is or is not solvent, and in absolute disregard of the equities of other 
creditors. 

In consideration of the possible wrongs which may be perpetuated under 
such laws property rights areinsecure at all times, and especially when there 
is, as now, a prevailing want of confidence. 

The debdtor’s property is in peril under the circumstances above recited, 
because real or pretended creditors may attach it with impunity in any 
State where found, other than where he lives, irrespective of the bona fides 
of their claims. More than enough property is always levied upon under com- 
pulsory process to pay theamount claimed and costs, and is sold at sacrifice 
Sales, SO that no man can safely say that he is solvent if he but becomes the 
subject of attack from his creditors who are contending, not for the preser- 
vation of his property and the enforcement of their rights in the quickest 
possible manner and at the least possibile expense, but to secure the pay- 
ment of their claims in full without regard to his or their costs. 

The creditor's claim against a debtor is not secure and will not yield a nor- 
mal reVenue, under the conditions above stated, because his debtor may, by 
any one of innumerable fraudulent methods, become execution-proof: even 
if the debtor, in anticipation of commercial disaster, gives him a preference, 
it may prove necessary to expend its value in litigation in an endeavor to 
retain it; if the preference be given to another creditor he must lose the 
amount of his claim or fight for it, with the knowledge that whether he wins 
or loses he will have wasted his time and incurred costs and counsel fees. 

In the event of a commercial failure the difficulties encountered in the 
settlement of the rights of parties, when they are all honest, are perplexing 
under the laws of a single State; but when you add the element of a dis- 
honest debtor, and dishonest and rapacious creditors, and consider the 
variance of statutory procedure in the different States, and contemplate 
the chaotic condition incident to the determination of the rights of parties 
im interest by the several State courts, having jurisdiction of parts of an 
estate, it ls a wonder that men without property do not refuse to become 
debtors, and men with property do not hoard it, and thereby stop the wheels 
of commerce. 

Your memortalist further represents that the Torrey bankrupt bill makes 
ample and explicit provisions for the meeting of creditors of a common 
debtor to make a fair compromise, arrange an honorable extension of the 
time within which he may pay his debts. or appoint a trustee to make an 
equitable division of the assets; the discharge of honest insolvents who 
have made a full disclosure of their affairs and a complete surrender of their 
property; the adjustment by arbitration of matters in controversy; the 
dissolving of enforeedad liens in the event an adjudication in bankruptcy 
is had within four months thereafter; the allowance to bankruptcy officers 
of moderate fees for their services and the payment of them insuch manner 
as tO expedite the administration of bankrupt estates; the restoration of 
contidence at present and the prevention of the loss of confidence in the 
future by the proper administration of justice and the perpetuation of in- 
texrity in the transactions between debtors and creditors, the grand aggre- 
gate of which constitutes the commerce of the world. 

Your memorialist, in view of the foregoing, respectfully petitions for the 
immediate consideration and age of that measure on behalf of commer- 
cia}, industrial, and other bodies of all parts of the country; hundreds of 
thousands of men whosé capital consists in part of credit justly founded 
upon confidence, and whose prospects are likely to be blighted, and property 
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swept away as a result of a continuance of the present condi 

















million or more of United States citizens who have been beggar: , a 
now compelled to laborin menial plac because there is not a ban ‘4 
in force providing for their relief, as contemplated by the Constj : Ff 
their country ' ce 
The National Convention of the Representatives of the Be 

Bodies of the United States, by its executive com: 

lows: Wm. E. Schweppe, chairman. St. Louis; Isa 

Minneapolis; Herbert P. Bissell, Buffalo; Morii 

chard, Chicago: Richard D. Coughanour, Dalla 

Fort, Newark, N. J.; Joseph Fahys, New York ( 

A. Fry, Philadelphia; Frank G: nie, St. L 

Goebel, Cincinnati David Hirsch, New York ( 

Horner, Helena, Ark.; Anthony Ittmer, St. L 

Lee, St. Louis; Henry M. Mendel, Milwaukee 

Moore, Boston: Fred. New Orlean Jam 

Kansas City; Peter Ni son, St. Louis; Fer 

Risque, St. Louis; Channing Seabury, St. Pau 

Thomas, Columbia, Pa Francis B. Thurber, New 

Rozel Weissinger, Loutsville 

St. Lovurs 


CLIPPINGS FROM TEXAS NEWSPAPER 


The Texas papers have considered the subject fully. 
few extracts from them, as follows: 





A UNIFORM AND PERMANENT LAW. 

















Among the bills pres for final passage before the close of 
session of Congress is that commonly known ag e Torrey | 

The wide support which the bill has re i from commerci: 
leading business men throughout the country has been from t 
noted. Nevertheless it has encountered some st ti 
of Congress. 

its opp rule, however,donota 
equitable an Lomical system of ban 
applicable in all the States of the Union 





such a law is greatly neened 

Then, as their objections to the pending bill rel: 
details, they might well be asked to assist in am 
features or desist from their opposition. 





PHILOSOPHY OF BANKRUPT LAWS. 

Largely viewed, the subject of bandruptcy is a deeply inter 
for the merchant, the financier, the lawyer, and the statesman 

The modern theory of the law of bankruptcy in civilized coun 
templates the insolvent debtor as for the time a commercially dead 
whose estate vests in his creditors for the purpose of a reliable divisi: 
among them. Then, cleared of his remains as to both assetsand lia 
he may rise again and begin life a new man, free to pursue any honest 
tion and accumulate property. 

The primitive theory of bankruptcy was very different. This regard 
solvent indebtedness as a personal crime involving forfeiture of liberty 
even of life. Thus the ancient law of Rome gavethe creditors of a decla 
bankruptey the option of making diividends out of his carcass or of selling 
and his family into slavery. 

But for the credit of humanity this horrible savagery was for the most pax 
only theoretical, and gradually the theory itself gave way to provisions ur 
der which an insolvent debtor by a surrender of property could preserve ! 
liberty 














PRIMITIVE BARBARITY. 


Still somehow the primitive notion of default in the debtor as a pers 
crime for which some terrible expiation may be exacted has not becom« 
terly obsolete in modern times. : J 

The popular novelist recognizes it in the frequent practice of depict 
wealthy, avaricious, but detestable creditor winding up a hopelessly 
barrassed creditor in his meshes and finally proposing to accept the sa 
of the victim's pretty daughter by way of compensation. 

The same notion seems to crop out in arguments against any pr: 
for voluntary recourse to bankruptcy. These arguments consciously 
eonsciously presume that the insolvent debtor is a fraudulent debt s 
deserves to be dealt with as an actual or intending thief. 

Of course such cases are possible, and as exceptional instances ar: 
occur, for the present chaos of bankruptcy law under a bewildering 
tude of statutes confined to State boundaries is only too well calcul 
furnish facilities for that kind of insolvency. é 

But in the complex relations of the commercial world creditor az 
seller and buyer, are coming to stand to each other more and mor 
rocal and cooperating factors. 

The bulk of current commercial transactions is not on a cash | 
basis. 





RECIPROCALLY DEPENDENT. 





If in one aspect the retail dealer is debtor to the wholesale dealer, in 
aspect the former represents the latter as a sort of broker sellin 
mission—at a profit; that is, to compensate him for his intermedi 
ice. And likewise with the wholesale dealer and the manufacture! 
are all in one or another direction debtors and creditors. They may 
honest miscalculation or inevitable mischance fail in their arran 
They are hence all liable to become more or less insolvent, and to ha 
of some easy, speedy, and cheap method of settlement and rehabilit 
through bankruptcy. ; 

It is sound public policy to provide such a method and to maintain 
uniform, universal, and permanent system. 

The virtue of the system would be seen in reducing hazards of | 
in toning up commercial confidence, in encouraging sincerity and s 
forwardness between dealers, in lessening the prices of commoditie 
sumers, and last, but not least, in demolishing or circumventing the | 
and snares which the present choatic situation affords for fraudule 
ference, collusion, and evasion.— News, Dallas. 








A PETITION FROM DALLAS. 


Judge R. D. Coughanour, of Dallas, is having signed a petition add 
to Congress for the passage of the Torrey bankrupt bill. 

The signatures here include representatives of every branch of com! 
judges of the supreme and district courts, attorneys, and all the « 
officials. . 

The memorial to Congress accompanying the petition sets forth th: 
lowing reasons for the passage of the measure: : 

1. The Constitution confers on honest insolvents a right to have a bans 
rupt law enacted. 
ui pas imsolvents will be discharged; dishonest insolvents will be pun- 

ed. 
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therefore feels more keenly the harhship of not being able to secure a dis- 
charg 
of his energy and ability in the direction of promoting his own best inter 


est id incidentally those of the State. 


There is in some quarters a feeling that it is right, in event of a failure 
fora debtor to apply his entire estate to the payment of home creditors, but 
we think that the better rule is that honesty is the best policy in the long 
run, and that the giving and receiving of preferences is pernicious and not 
for the best interests of the credit of our mercantile people, either at home 
or in other States 

A very careful examination of the billin question and the debates in Con 
gress When it was before the House of Representatives at the time of its pas 
sage by that body, and a consideration of the principles involved, leads irre 
sistibly to the conclusion that the passage of the bill will greatly advance 
the best interests of the West, and we therefore express the earnest hope 
that the measure will become a law during the next Congress.—Sun, Chey- 
enne, Wyo. (copied by the Record, Del Rio, Tex.). 








BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION. 


The subject of bankruptcy legislation is one of the important measures 
which will engage the attention of the present Congress. 

We noted the struggle in the last Congress over a bill upon this subject, 
which was named the Torrey bankruptcy bill. 

[t Was passed in the House of Representatives by a large majority, but 
didnot become a law because it was not reached for consideration upon the 
Senate Calendar. 

he bill as above was the product of an agitation in behalf of legislation 
to secure the discharge of honest people who are overburdened with debt, 

ind to bring about e prompt and cheap administration of the estates of 
those who are unforivcnate enough to fail. 

It has been indorsed by the leading industrial and business bodies all over 
the country as a measure which is not in any sense selfish or sectional and 
as designed to promote the best interests of the whole people. 

The press has very generally credited the movement with being in the right 
direction, having an honest purpose and as likely to succeed 

The bill provides among other things that the exemptions to a bankrupt 
Shall be the same as those provided by the laws of the State in which he 
lives, Which, under the Texas law, exempts his homestead. 

It further provides that the debtor, if honest, shall be discharged from the 
amount of his indebtedness which is not paid by dividends from his estate. 

This provision alone is worth the trial of the bill, for how many honest 
debtors, after giving up their all, have been prevented by their past bank 
ruptecy from honestly engaging in business under their name, being com- 
pelled to resort to subterfuge, which reacts moraliy ainst his better 
nature. 

It also contains provisions which seem designed to secure fair dealing, not 
only to persons having transactions together, but on the part of bankruptcy 
officers 

The hope is expressed that the bill wil] be speedily enacted and that it will 
prove a success Industrial Educator, Forth Worth, Tex. 


ag 


BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION DEMANDED. 


It is self-evident that the study of party policy in the principal political 
questions need not so occupy the attention of Congress as to prevent the in- 
troduction and forwarding of measures for judicial and administrative re- 
form in various respects. 

here are many committees besides the two or three which usually attract 
most attention, and there are many members who, as far as legitimate pub- 
lic duties are concerned, have plenty of time to study other questions than 
those which are on the surface. 

There are future reputations to be made by men who can not expect to be 
prominent in the most prominent questions, but who may secure the pas- 
sage of legislation suiting the demands of business and otherwise sure to be 
gratefully received. 

Among other subjects often talked of and not settled there is the bank- 
ruptey law. The authority of Congress is express on this subject. There 
were a couple of plans before the last Congress, the Torrey bill being most 
discussed, in and out of Washington. 

It is notenough to judge any bill by the obvious need of the country coupled 
with the profession that it supplies relief. Does it make the transaction of 
business as prompt, cheap, and equitable to all parties as diligent study can 
make it, and is the bill as plain to ordinary understanding as ought to bea 
law which business men must have some understanding of in order to go 
This last is even a necessary point. 

No man is required to commit naturally criminal acts; hence it matters 
little how complex the criminal law may be so that it be just and sure, for 
the simple rule is that a man may avoid wrongdoing; but when one goes 
into business, involuntary bankruptcy being a contingency without a wrong 
intention, it is plain that the law required is one which ordinary under:tan<- 
ine should master and remember without trouble. 

There has been an ocean of talk on the need of a general bankruptcy law. 
Many bills could be drawn which would provide in some way for equity; but 
the people do not want any process that will eat up theestate in determining 
how to divide it. 

They want a simple law that will protect every creditor in a fair share of 
the assets, and protect fair dealers from being forced into bankruptcy when 
it is unnecessary in order to securea rightful claim. 

They want the best and simplest law which good sense and honest purpose 
and legal acumen, advised by business experience, can make, and they want 
it from this Congress at this session 

They do not want Republicans refusing because of the idea that a good 
measure would refiect credit upon the Democrats, and they do not want 
Democrats making any such parade to provoke the other party.— News, Gal- 
veston. 


safely? 


PROGRESSIVE VIEWS ON THE SUBJECT. 


here is one transcendental beauty about the San Antonio Express, and 
that is its grit. When it makes a stand itstands there, and there is no power 
on earth that can make it either move on or sit down. 

When the Torrey bankrupt bill was first formulated the Express said it 
was a good thing and would fill a long-felt want. Several of the Texas dele- 
gation in Congress said nay, but the Express don't care a tamale for that; 
it just digs its fingers into the adobe veneering and refuses to budge. 

The Post is inclined to agree with the Express. The bill has been studied 
carefully, line by line, by the best lawyers regardless of party, and they say 
that it is Just what is needed. The business men of the country have an- 
alyed it and placed the stamp of their approval upon it. Doubtless it is not 
perfect; few things created by man are, but the laws of this great country, 
unlike those of the Medesand Persians, are subject to amendment. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 











EERIE 











” 


OCTOBER 31, 


Almost any kind of a national bankrupt law would be an impro 


re from his indebtedness and an opportunity to continue the exercise | thepresent condition of affairs, and with due deference to the 7 


bers of Congress, the Post opines that the business men of the ; 
apt to know more about their own business and its needs than do 
cians 

The.objections raised to it were either frivolous or not sustains 
argument 

No State in the Union is more in need of a bankrupt law than 
it is to be hoped that Congress will find time to give the bill car 
tion.— Post, Houston. 


AN UNADULTERATED BUSINESS BILL. 


The passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill by the House was, w 
ception of the tariff bill, the first important business measure 
whole country to which it has given attention. 

If the Senate will only hold up onits partisan legislation lon; 
pass this bill as adopted by the House, the nation will have deriv: 
fit of one good bill during this long session of political stump spe 

The Express regrets that the opposition to the bill was led by a ‘1 
gressman 

No State stands more in need of a bankrupt law than Texas, w!) 
crudest and most unfair form of assignment law that could ha 
ceived. It might properly be entitled a law to enable a bankrup 
his friends and swindle obnoxious creditors. 

The Torrey bill is carefully drawn. It has been approved, in it 
tures, by the ablest lawyers North and South. 

It was carefully considered by the Judiciary Committee of the 
u strong report was made in its favor. 

As a business necessity it has been indorsed by allof the great comm 
exchanges and chambers of commerce North and South, 

There was no politicsinit. The bill was unadulterated busine 

The lawyer who has read that bill through section by section a1 
line, as it was submitted to the House with the committee amend! 
not deny that for its purpose it is as nearly perfect as any bill 
have been formed.— Express, San Antonio. 


H 


ADMIRABLY FRAMED MEASURE. 


This paper favors a national bankrupt act which will place all ci 
all parts of the Union on a footing of equality with those inaS 
the bankruptcy occurs, if it will not eat up the insolvent estate 
costs and lawyers’ fees. 

The hostily to thenational bankrupt act, which expired in 1878, a 
the fact that settlements were too long delayed, and court official 
most of the assets converted into cash. 

The bill is admirably framed to avoid these objections, to give t! 
but unfortunate debtor a chance to start over again. by surrende: 
property or compromising, and to compel the dishonest debtor to ac: 
his creditors. 

The creditors elect the assignees, who are called trustees under thi 
and they are required to reduce the estate to cash and distribute it as 
as possible. 

After reading the whole bill as it passed the House, the Times agrees w 
Judge Taylor that “itis remarkable for the terseness of its style, the fa 
ness to both debtor anc creditor of its provisions, and the expedition a 
economy it will necessitate in the settlement of estates.” 

The Times hopes that the Texas Congressmen who have been opposing th 
bill will withdraw their opposition. 

The country needs it. The commercial bodies of every section ask for 
It has the approval of the ablest lawyers regardless of party.— 7imes 
Antonio. 





[ find an article in the Galveston Daily News which giv 
very short but explicit statement of the bill and the report o! 
the Judiciary Committee of the last House; it is as follows 


BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION—OATES’ SUBSTITUTE FOR THE TORREY BIL! 
LAST SESSION—CHANGES THAT HAVE BEEN MADE TO DISARM ADVERSE « 
CISM DIRECTED AGAINST THE ACT. 

W ASHINGTON, J 

There are constant inquiries from all over the country in regard 
status of the bankrupt bill introduced in the last Congress, and fa 
pass both Houses then was introduced in this Congress. The matter i 
cially interesting tolawyers and men in embarrassed circumstances 

In compliance with the conclusion reached by the Judiciary Com: 
report a substitute/forthe pending bankruptcy bills to the House, C )A 
has filed the substitute and the report of the committee. 

The substitute is the Torrey bankruptcy bill minus the section « 
in it upon the subject of loaning money. The chapter on bank: 
been transposed so as to be the first chapter of the bill instead of t 
as formerly. A number ofthe sections of the bill have been transposed 
to be topically instead of alphabetically arranged. Quite a nw 
friendly amendments were made to the original bill so that it is now 
ter form than ever before. The committee held a large number of m 
to consider the subject, and Judge Torrey, by invitation, sat with it 
those meetings. It seems that those opposed to bankruptcy leg 
well as those favorable to it, gave to the bill the benefit of their wis 
the theory that if there was to be a bill passed it ought to be as 
possible. 

Judge CULBERSON criticised the bill severely at the time it was } 
the House in the last Congress on account of the provision it made 
payment of salaries to referees from the Federal Treasury. At 
the bill provided that a number of referees, not to exceed the numb: 
members of Congress, might be appointed if the business of the b 
courts required, each to be paid a one-thousand-dollar salary a 
the Government to be reimbursed for this expenditure by the paymen 
per cent on the net assets of each estate distributed. 

The foregoing plan has been modified in the substitute so that the percent 
age, instead of being paid intothe Federal Treasury, will be paid u 
conclusion of each case directly to the referee. By this means it will 
noted that each referee will be interested in the prompt and econon 
ministration of the estate, as the time of the payment is identical wi 
date of the final settlement and the amount of the compensation is t 
computed uponthe net resuits. As a companion piece to the above an 
ment there is one striking out the limitation as to the number of referees 
that now any number may be appointed without creating any charge on t! 
Federal Treasury. 

The section relating to the title to property was amended by providing that 
appraisers should be appointed for the estate, and that the personal prop 
erty should not be sold for less than 75 per cent of its appraised value, unless 
the sale was first reported to and approved bythe court. The sale of all real 
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a mixed property shall be reported to and approved by the court, after | class of rs bein he banks : of a voluntary h 
1 oti e to creditors, before title shall pass ‘ ng el ore. be to fay ’ ‘ oratio sa 
Tt referees under the old laws were appointed by the P lent; under ) a slr laws ¢ t \ 
*) rey l, as introduced by Col, OATES, they were to be appointed by i mdr ito tl I el laws res I 
t uit court An amendment was made by which they Will be appointed eu f I ‘ n , . i 
i aes 7 + YY , . ‘ + 
i judges of the district court unde W se direction they wi perform terest « I 1 wed Lat é 
W u I eve 0 
ma rf cy has been amended by the inset lebtors 
led ipon for #500 or ove until three days of life a i 
} tinued until a petition is filed. Thesuft who h fish financl il rests In 
5 r 8500 or er to be ‘ wl ] Tr? i tor > ‘ 
' ruptey. provided the a int is paid | can obtain 
. * “ . , ? 
: he atin t the ) a é or! 4 i ‘ 3 . 
of a 1 thir uy el itu ha ’ i i] er , : ne I ‘ 
so that proof must be made of insolvency In order to secure an idica l f t t e ¢ i a l 
und in addition the default must continue until the petition is filed Iti ede pt] t ) ena Cc res 
said friends of the bill that these modifications disarm t criticisms | petit f e y parto ) 
which have been heretofore directed at this se yn rhe sect relating ’ ' rare ) l \ ! ‘ 
to who may become voluntary bankrupt bs ber mended sv thatcorpora t t the ex e demand nas i UOol 
ns can not vol tarily take the benefits of the act ‘heir creditors, how to 
t r, may of course le 4 petiti na ‘ l} 5A y I move tnatt © co n tee »nNoOW ? 
e bill as thus modified provides i 
, il ; t . t t Ihe ( \ | | to 
in United States district courts if 1 i 
es shall be had in the courts whicn \ Ihe Oo ttee acct ling! Ost and t Speaker Dp 
ruy proceedings 1d not been li a ‘ , M Or HWAITR. Cl irl of t ( m t 
under present laws; that meetings o r Sx , od ? ; 
eat of the county where the bankrupt l of VV ri : L Ure LUO ¢ Lat 
} | » ; 
i! nvenient for them, andin that event the court shall designate the } Col ttee ha bh i ce ( nsice itlo ti. ix oO 
that claims against bankrupt estates may be proven simply the aff Vit | asta . form svstem of b cruptev t y thy j 
of the claimant; that re ees may be appointed and their territoria s - vi : 
icts fixed by the district courts; there is no limitation to the num f| States, and hud come to no res tion Love 
the oft s which may be appointed; that th edi sof ‘ ’ sha al , nO 7 ¥ NNERS’ EX] SITTON A N \ 
elect a trustee to administer the estate and fix tl 1mount of his b that 
clerks shall receive a ten-dollar ng fe 1d e, and 1 M COCK RAN. from the Co tee ¢ W nd \ t 
amount; that referees shall receive 1 on th ta nt é ¢ 4} 
7 ; . po ( mack f orab bh H.R { Oo 
tates, payable after they are fully administered, or one of 1 p ent 
on estates in which there is romise, and a te olla I ( | e Winners’ Expositior e held vy Y ( 
each case, to be paid to the cle it the time the petition Is flied, Db not wh h was ferred to t » fous ( la and, l 
turned over tothe referee uded hat the trustee sha eC e , 
) . ) ’ 
a commission of 5 per cent t 85,000 or |] t yf paid to yD ‘ oraered to Mt i U 
in dividends, 2 per cent on tl econd sum, andl r cent 1 La x NSION OF rin I NIN CLAIM 
mounts, and a five-dollar i fee ineacheca to be paid hen t . 
" ‘ ] y 5 we 
ncluded; that a discharge shall not b« ran i exce}] on apt atior r \ LY DOCK vir. Speaker, I d ire to submit 
ule within a limited time after the discharge l under rov n Y t on the bi H. R. | to ament tion 
tending to exclude f 1 its snetits dishonest pt on t my l > ‘ ; . } Trnit + t i 
- t ¢ ‘ , rn 1) State rs y ) 
may be made-by debt with the creditors a in ti ea h it ‘ > ( q it ( Ll s ( 
is filed, provided a ma tv of the cre t 3 ar n fa r it: that a t ition of the rer 
rupts shall receive the exemptions mesteads provided by the State The SPEAKER The Clerk wi read the re 
laws; that emb« ling officers, swit x creditors 1 ; I k ! + of +} +4 f 
upts shall be punished; that the 1 ey m estates and interest thereon i re of the committee of conferens 
shall be strictly accounted for; that all wes shall be pro1 tly tried, and I it tes ‘ r 
he defendant may have ajury if he so desires. The substitute containsthe | on ser nt of th t 
other provisions necessary to make i » clear and comprehensive act‘upon bere tof the Revis Stut iS « t | ted S 
the subject ivi t ufter f nd 
The Torrey bill, as introduced by Col, OATEs of Alabama, a bill introduced me and ¢ re men t ri e 
by Mr. HOPKINS of Lilino ind a bill introduced by Mr. BAILEY of Texas Chatt I ede ! ‘ ttotl 
were before the committee at the time it considered the subject ut i ’ t a 
The bill of Mr. BAILEY was disposed of by the committee in its report as St e t all after e Vv at ! 
follows This bill by its terms proposes that a part of the proceeding shall I it reof the wor ant to the Stat f t ) 
take placein the State courts and part in the Federal courts. We donot And the Senate agree to the sam 
think that this result can be accomplished without danger of bringing about rHOMAS E. WBA 
unfortunate complications between such courts At best we believe that IV. COCK I I 


the administration of the law in twoseparate tribunals would prove unduly | ( ferees 
expensive, leave undiminished the opportunities for the commission of fraud, | WM. M.STEV 









and not be satisfactory to the parties affected by it R PE EW 
“There seems to be reason to fear that under its provisions all debtors, | VM. B. BAT) 

the dishonest as well as the honest, would be discharged from their debts | a mart of 
“The fact that it provides only for voluntary bankruptcy leaves to the di . 

honest debtor, we think, an opportunity t iberately prepare for bank | The statement was read, as fi llows: 

ruptcy to the detriment of hi creditors without giving them any right or | . 

opportunity to interfere and protect their interests. This possibility would The Senate amended I y that 

impair the credit of all honest debtors and | f untold injury to then As | 1 persons Who a na fide re ents of 1 

the latter, and not the former hose who entitled to the considera 4 JO y Stat Perritories, in W the I in v1 ; 

tion of the law, we think its} sare not ficiently comprehensive of I Se ‘ fer re led fr is amendment, at 

the subject.’ r baree t l 1 ndme that tl wet 1 I ipply t 





Che bill of Mr. HOPKINS was disposed of by a mere reference to it, and the | South Dakota 
Torrey bill was, as stated, reported as a substitute 5 The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the ' 

rhe report calls attention to the provision of the Federal Constitution 
under which the exclusive power to pass a bankruptcy law is reserve 
Congress, and therefore can not be exercised in a comprehensive way by 
States. 





to 


he Vir. REED. What is the meaning of this? 
VT we 1T LL 


; : CK, L will state toth entlieman tnat 
Preceding legislation by Congress upon this subject is 1 : bill provided that th moos , 
conclusion reached that because former attempts were not s ‘ 1 PUVISS Se 16 Statute requir ms 

‘eason Why Congress may not now act wisely upon the subject ol OrkK al y Dy the claimants should be susp¢ t 
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The fact that the States have enacted legislation upon the subject of in 1 passed the Hous The S ‘ I 
solvency is pointed to as ¢ stituti ig concl » evidence that legislati miS | hill so that it should be limited to natural 
necess making provision r the or 1 ribution of those estates rty : : 
which are | i because of dishonesty or insolvency of their owners the pst d Territories, or adjoining States or ‘] 

The inevitable failure of many who « e in transactions on credit i in } he ines were Ik te ‘] t w ‘ 

Ned to mind, and the opinion exy : i that it is absolutely necessary to . | mfar y ‘ ry} . ‘ 
provide legal means for the rehabilitation of honest insolvent debtors and | Y? : ee CO eer Onno San Phe ——— 
the prompt and economical administration of their estates among those to | W ‘ed, won 1 the conferees all agreed t that 
whom they equitably belong ‘ ah 1 in the form in which it pa “i the Hi 

It is stated that the law n will a 7 to the affairs of le than 2 | , vy 1 } ) f 
per cent per annum of th ting transa ) t dys oo op - ; . 
tistics it is shown that on have r estat istered n l have exciuded cert - 

U nder the heading ‘‘R tor und cre rs under the present | ¢ i lay 

ate insolvency law, and under the pr« sed nkruptcy law entee ‘ mA \ » 48the ‘ . 

ances are given in which it is claimed tha terests of both paz — nowy Sane : ; 

vill be promoted by the enactment of | t y justice whatev t , ‘ 

It is contended in a very carefully om the provi ms ¢ ’ 
the bill reported will reduce the pi : 

The necessity for the bill, comprehe eee — 
voluntary bankruptcy, is argued at le Ul not ror F 


untary law would not benefit the debtor t 
but that, on the other hand, it would curt: il 
concerns into liquidation; that few people are either pur ol ‘ 1 

itors; that while in ordinary terms a debtor isconsidered a poor person, poor | \ RAY i want to state right here that I shal per 
people to whom wages are due constitute one of the largest classes of cred t | 

itors in the country; that while creditors are thought to be usually persons ad » vet it ¢ | iia { 

of wealth, yet the railroads, who owe six times the amount of the national | ¢2tleman can get it through to-night. 

debt, constitute the largest class of debtors in the country, the next largest M WEADOCK. I would say, in answer to the statement of 





| ean. and shall « or a divis [ do not thin 
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the gentleman from New York, that the Senator from South 
Dakota and both the Representativesfrom that State presented 
petitions of some 700 miners of that State objecting to the law 
applying to that State; and, so far as [ am informed, no applica- 


tion was made for the passage of the bill from South Dakota, and 
it wis the judgment of the conferees that it would be entirely 
satisfactory to the people of that State, and so the amendment 
wa ed to 


New York it is evident that there is nothin; 
do but to adjourn. 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
poi t 

Mr. PENCE. Ido not think the gentleman from New York 
will insist on the course he has suggested if he fairly under- 
stands the case, and if I may be p rmitted to y a word as to 
the effect of the law I can explain itin afew minutes. Theonly 
people interested in this enactment are the people who are 
claimants for unpatented mining claims. Understand the stat- 
ute provides 

Mr. WEADOCK. 
sentation of the conference report would provoke discussion at 
this time of the evening, and [ will withdraw the report. 

Mr. PENCI [ hope the gentleman will not do that, if there 
is any chance of prevailing upon the gentleman from New York 
to withdraw his opposition to the consideration of the confer- 
ence report upon a full understanding of the matter. 

Mr. RAY. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, just one word in re- 
ply. I have several people in my district who are situated just 
as the other people are and who desire to be relieved of the effect 
of t law as itstands. They haveclaims in South Dakota, and 
everybody in the United States will be relieved except these 
men having elaims there if this bill should pass as amended by 
the conferees Now, I can see no justice in it; and if the House 
shall insist on a quorum on the adoption of this report and tl 
pas we O 
pose it so far as | am able. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws 
the report; and he can present it at any time, as it is a question 
of the highest privilege. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


for the House to 


[ have no objection to withdrawing the re- 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: 
of certain : 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DEARMOND: A bill (H. R. 4808) to further define 
the duties of the Federal courts concerning contempts and pun- 
ishments therefor—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. STORER (by request A bill (H. R. 4809) for the 


A bill (H. R. 4807) for the relief 
oldiers of the late war—to the Committee on Military 


+} 


purpose of experimenting with the projectile invented by Eli | 


Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr HERMANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4310) to pro- 
vide a national circulating medium 
ing and Currency. 

By Mr. MCKEIGHAN: A bill (H. R. 4811) to provide for the 
construction of a public building at Hastings, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bjll (H. R. 4312) to provide for the 
revival of suits. by mandamus, against officers of the United 
States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A joint resolution (H. Res. 82) to 


After what has been said by the gentleman from | 


Mr. Speaker, [ did notexpect that the pre- | 


to the Committee on Bank- | 


| with the accompanying papers, was ordered to lie « 


enable William Umbdenstock and the heirs of William T. Seott, | 


deceased, all of Harrison County, Tex., to sue the United States— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A resolution to allow 
the Committee on Printing an annual clerk—to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution to change the time when bills and joint 
resolutions shall be engrossed and to change Rule XXI of the 
House—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A resolution directing the Committee 
on the District of Columbia to inquire into the existence of cer- 
tain obstructions in Canal street, between P and L streets, Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON (by request): A resolution instruct- 
ing the Committee on the District of Columbia to inquire into 
the condition of Canal street, Washington, D, C.—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. — 
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PRIVATE BILLS, ETC 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kan A bill (H. 
pension to Ezekiel Marple, of North To; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. COMPTON (by requ 





ist): A bill (H. R 


relief of the heirs of Margaret J. McMurry Ot 
on War Claims. 
By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 4315) for 


George Thompson—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4316 
Secretary of War to donate four condemned ec 
partment of Tennessee, Grand Army of the Re 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R.4317) for the relief o 


| to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (A. R. 4318) for the 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McKEIGHAN: A bill (H. R.4819) for 
Rev. M. M. Travis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4320) for th 
lie E. Vedder—to the Committee on Pensions. 


relief of Robert 


a 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, the following peti 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as fi 
By Mr. HENDRIX: Petition of the employés of 
Mills, of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking that no changes 
Schedule J of the tariff—to the Committee on Way 
By Mr. HERMANN: Memorial of the Chamber o 


| of Portland, Oregon, for pilot chart of the North P 


and the appointment of a commission to consider and r 


prosecuted the work of the American Board of Missi: 


this bill they have the power to do it, but I shall op- | Va 


tee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the commissioners of 
and Michigan Canal, favoring a removal of the dams 
ening of the Illinois River—to the Committee on R 
Harbors. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens o 
nam, Conn., in favor of the repeal of the Sherman silv 

ri 
mend a plan of currency Committee on Banking 
Currency. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the commissioners of th: 
nois and Michigan Canal, in regard to improvements of th 
nois River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

sy Mr. WILLIAMS of [llinois: Affidavitof Albert G. T 
in the case of Thomas D. Wagoner—to the Committee or 
tary Affairs. 


to the 


SENATE, 

WEDNESDAY. November 1. 7892. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN,.D 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and 
ASSISTANT CUSTODIANS AND JANITORS. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a c 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


sponse to a resolution of October 17, 1893, a list of pe 
ployed in public buildings as assistant custodians, e 


ransmitt 


and be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HOAR. I present a memorial of Rev. Gilb 
gentleman long a missionary in China, representing, | 
the opinion and desire of the highly respectable persons 


Empire. I desire that the memorial, which is very 
states the view I have heretofore suggested, and which is 
panied by the draft of such a bill as would carry out t) 
printedasadocument. [ask unanimous consent for th 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? T! 
hears none. The memorial will lie on the table and | 
as a document. 

Mr. PLATT. I present resolutions in the nature of a | 
from the Central Labor Union, of Hartford, Conn., prayin 
the new Printing Office to be built by the Government s! 
constructed by day’slabor. I move that the petition be re 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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ators may require by reading a letter from Mr. J. B. Moore, 
dated September 13, 1893, addressed to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 


WASHINGTON, September 13, 1893. 
Hon. JOHN T. MORGAN, 
United States Senate. 


My DEAR SiR: By a joint resolution, approved July 28, 1886, Congress au 
thorized the publication, under the editorial supervision of Francis Whar- 
ton, of a Digest of the International Law of the United States, taken from 
the Opinions of Presidents and Secretaries of State, and of Attorneys-Gen- 
eral, and from the Decisions of Federal Courts, and of Joint International 
Commissions in which the United States was a Party 

[t was provided by the resolution that the editing should be paid for ata price 
to be fixed by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate and the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives, acting with the Joint Committee on Printing, not to ex 
ceed #10000 
When the work of digesting the opinions of Presidents, Secretaries of 
tate, and Attorneys-General, and the decisions of the Federal courts was 
completed, the iabor of digesting the decisions of the international com 
missions had not progressed far enough to promise an early conclusion. 
This fact was due to the greatamount of labor involved in dealing with the 
very extensive records and masses of unarranged manuscripts of the com- 
ml ion 

Under these circumstances Dr. Wharton proceeded to print the Interna 
tional Law Digest, in three volumes, as it now stands, without including 
the decisions of the International Commissions, 








[ presume all Senators are familiar with the three volumes 
edited by Dr. Francis Wharton, than which I think no more 
important publication has been undertaken by the Government. 


But, in his preface to that work (page viii), he stated *‘ the digest of the rul- 
ings ofthe international commissions, * * * undertaken by theHon. John 
B. Moore, will occupy a separate volume. Of theimportanceof such adigest 
I can not speak too highly.’ 

On these facts Dr. Wharton was allowed, from the $10,000 available under 
the resolution, the sum of $7,500, the sum of $2,500 being reserved for the edit- 
ing of the commissions 

it was not till 1891, two years after Dr. Wharton's death, that Mr. Moore 
completed his digest of the decisions of the commissions. In the meantime 
he had enlarged the scope of the work so as to include, not only interna 
tional commissions, but also all the international arbitrations to which the 
Government of the United States has been a party. Besides this, he has 
vided to the digest of the decisions a complete history of our arbitrations, 
thus presenting a comprehensive view of the subject both in its legal and in 
its historical aspects 

In February, 1891, Mr. Evarts reported to the Senate, from the Library 
Committee, a joint resolution to authorize the printing of the history and 
digest of the arbitrations under the editorial supervision of Mr. Moore. This 


resolution, being referred tothe Printing Committee, was favorably reported 
by that committee to the Senate on, March 2, 1891, and passed unanimously. 
Its adoption was strongly recommended at the time by the Secretary of 


State, Mr. Blaine, as appears by his letter to Mr. MANDERSON, of February 
20, 1891, a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 

In December, 1892, the resolution was introduced in the House by Mr. W. 
C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, and was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, however, substituted the sum of $5,000 for $2,500 as the 
editor's compensation. The resolution was not acted on by the committee 
The Secretary of State at that time, Mr. Foster, recommended the adoption 
of the resolution, asappears by his letter to Mr. Blount, of February 13, 1893, 
a copy of which is herewith inclosed. 

he present resolution (a draft of which is herewith inclosed) proposes 

imply, the transference to Mr. Moore of authority to carry out the design 

the resolution of July 28, 1886 (which Dr. Wharton announced to Congress 
that Mr. Mcore would do), and the transference to him of the compensation 
vided by that resolution for the work which it authorized. 


already pro 


The amount authorized by that resolution was $10,000. Seven 
thousand five hundred dollars was paid to Dr. Wharton and 
$2,500 were reserved, as was supposed, for the completion of the 
work by Mr. Moore. I need not state the high character of Mr. 
Moore as a student and lawyer. 

Mr. HILL. is hethe author of Moore on Extradition? 

Mr.GRAY. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. That isa very valuable work. 
tion, Mr. President, to the joint resolution. 

Mr. GRAY. This volume will be a very valuable addition to 
the literature of this great and comprehensive subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was difficult to hear all the Senator from 


I have no objec- 


Delaware said. How much additional matter will this make? 
Mr. GRAY. It will not make more than one volume. 
Mr. HAWLEY. And it will be uniform with the preceding | 


three volumes? 


ir, GRAY. It will be uniform with them. 

Mr. HAWLEY \ continuation, a completion? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; and it will add very much to the value of 
the preceding work. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 1144) for the relief of 
the estate of Maria E. Warfield; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a bill (S. 1145) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 


title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


He also introduced a bill (S. 1146) referring the joint claim of 
T. Alonzo Walker and Augusta C. Todd for proceeds of cotton 
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to the Court of Claims for adjudication; which was read 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 1147) for the relief of 
of Hilary B. Cenas; which was read twice by its tit] 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HUNTON introduced a bill S. 1148) to pro 
ing site for the National Conservatory of Music « 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CAFFERY introduced a joint resolution (S. 
tive to the confirmation of certain land titles j, 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the ( 
on Public Lands. 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. HILL. I submit two resolutions proposing ar 

to the Rules, which I ask to have read and referre 


| mittee on Rules. 


The resolutions were read and referred to the ( 
Rules, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule V of the standing rules of the Senate } 
is hereby, amended by adding at the end thereof the follow 
Whenever upon any roll call any Senator who is prese 
ate Chamber refuses to make response when his name \ 
shall be the duty of the Presiding Officer, either upon his 
upon the suggestion of any Senator, to request the Senator 


silent to respond to his name, and if h Senator fails so to 
such request and refusal shall be entered in the J nal, and 
shall be counted as present for the purpose of constituti L ¢ 
Resolved, That subdivision 2 of Rule V of the Standing Rul 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follov 
‘If at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate aq 
raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the I 
shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll and sha 
result, and these proceedings shall be without debate ut m 


peaking shall be interrupted by any other Senator raisins 


he lack of a quorum, and the question as to the presence of 
10 


t be raised oftener than once in every hour, but this pro 
apply where the absence of a quorum is disclosed upon any 1 
yeas and nays.”’ 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think that under the pra 
proposed amendments would not be printed, but wou 
sidered in the nature of notices. Iask that they be prin 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, «1 
so ordered. 


t 
t 
I 


ALLOWANCES TO STATES FOR MILITARY SUPPLIES. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
to report to the Senate the allowances made to the State of New \ 
the Third Auditor under the provisions of the act of July 27, 186 
further allowances to which other States may be entitled und 
as the same has been construed by the order of the Secretary of 
ury dated February 8, 1893 


BULLION PURCHASES. 
Mr. TELLER submitted the following resolution; w] 


| considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he here 
to furnish the Senate with a statement giving the agcregate 
ver bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 1890, during the 1 
tober, 1893, together with the cost thereof, the amount, date, and } 
purchase, and the name of the vendor. Also the aggregate an 
bullion offered for sale during the said month, the amount, d 
of each offer, and the name of the person making such offer 
for. 








MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Hous 
to the report of the committee of conference on the d 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the S 
the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent defi 
the appropriations for the service of the Governmen 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pu 
further insisted upon its disagreement to the amend 
Senate numbered 6, asked a further conference with 1 


| on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 


pointed Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. ¢ 
lllinois, managers at the conference on the part of t! 

The message also announced that the House had | 
following bills and joint resolution: in which it r 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River in t 
Arkansas, or in the State of Texas; 

A bill (H. R. i919) authorizing the Texarkana and I 
Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Mi: 
port, La., and Cross Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 83) donating an abandoned c 
to the committee in charge of the national encampment o! the 
Grand Army of the Republic at Pittsburg, Pa., in 1894. 





















CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


) = siteini ; ss 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. rather act from what I conceive at least to be a higher motive 
. . . } yh tT 
vir. COCKRELL. I ask that the action of the House of Rep- — } AR : : 
aoes . ° . . ’ . frmv honor , end wi 4 ++ ea | , 
ee: ntatives on the urgent deficiency appropriation bill be laid Nir. bi¢ AR Lf my hon LOI 1d Will it m iam ) 
¢ 


» Senate in order that the Senate may agree to the solutely cel in that if I sho disclose to hin 16 Teasor ior 







































































ore bit a the obiection « ine to which nD re S ou ( c it 
¢orther conference asked. “7 an 
op e VIC E-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of P} lon : Lt te _ - i € 
t House of Representatives agreeing to the report of the « - | bere Rscerag voter alle ! ), 000 7 \ g 
ttee of conference on the dis greeling votes of the two Ho O Ut nh ls m aaa ! 1 ( I 
nendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4177 o pro- | Where | ind it has t ome t , ¢ 
. for further urgent deficiencies in the appropri yns r the a pl oC se the mem ) Oo ‘ 
ce of the Government for the fiscal year ending J or m1 vVhnen s Ls ; home mvery b ek 
i, and for other purposes, further insisting on its disagree Diy ins © human delng perishin 0! Stary ) i 
» the amendment of the Senate numbered six to the bill, <ind he t to wok \ i ap} iso we | ite 
requesting further conference with the Senate on the e Senat Lt les low tl DI nd 1 oO 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. ~~ . . were = : 
COCKRELL. move that the Senate accede to the re Vir PLA‘ r. Che S« nator can have the b read al 
stof the House ¢ f Repres¢ tatives for a further conferene: Mr. TURPIE. I made asimilar uppe yesterday con } , 
The motion was agreed to ameas »affecting a much larger number oO! 7} SOl Was 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was uthorized to navalline I never have objected to y pen ms Dill se ny 
oint the conferees on t 16 part of the Senate, and Mr. COCK- senator’s motion, to any senators a] enl for the cor uae ; 
L. Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. Ct OM were appointed ot any measure L therefore ec m the ourtesy when | 3K | 
, } occaslonally Go, lor conside ition, t th i de oO 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. tion. { obiect to this me asure 
[he following bills were severally read twice by their titles, Mr. BUTLER. May I add 
nd :eferred to the Committee on Commerce Mr. HOAR. I will do anything short of ng 
A bill (H. R. 1917) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith | knees to the Senator from Indiana to beg his pard that is, 
Railway Company to bridge the Sulphur River in the State of | within the limits of a decent manhood. IL hope he will not carry 
Arkansas or in the State of Texas: and his feeling into this measure 
\ bill (H. R. 1919) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, I am not asking the Senator to 
Railway Company to bridge Caddo Lake at or near Moorings- beg my pardon. He hada perfect right to obje t yesterday. My 
port, La., and Cross Bayou. near Shreveport, La right is as perfect to-day. 
The joint resolution (H. Res. 83) donating an abandoned can- Mr. COCKRELL. The right to have the bill read the first 
on to the committee in charge of the national encampment of | time is unquestioned. I object toasecond reading; but let it be 
he Grand Army of the Republic at Pittsburg, Pa., in 1894, was | read the first time, and that will end i 
d twice by ts title, and referred to the Committee on Mili-| The bill (S. 1149) to relieve the sufferers from the r it « 
tary Affairs. clone on and near the sea islands by the coast of South Caro 
RELIEF OF SETTLERS ON INDIAN LANDS. and Georgia was read the first time by its titl 
Mr. HOAR L now desire to have read the memorial « 
Mr. GRAY. Mr Pre aen Clara Barton, the presia¢ nt of the ned Cros whiecn | ) 
Mr. PETTIGREW. l ask unanimous consent that the Senate | sen [ ask that it may be read by the Seer« 
it this time consider Senate bill 131 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secreta will read as 


TT) e VICE-PRESIDENT. is there obiection to the request quested, if there be no ob) etion 























of the Senstor from South Dakota? Che Secretary read as follows 
Mr. GRAY. Idonotwish to object if the matter is not to Me ial tot e Senate ind Hous Representa the | 
onsume too much time. in Co ° \ 1bied— 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it will not. <A similar bi has Mr. TURPLII Mr. President, is unanimo yn 
passed the Senate before. It is recommended by the Depart for the reading? If so, I obiect 
ment and | think it can give rise to no controversy. Mr. PLAT [ suppose that a bill can be r 
The VICK-PRESIDENT. The bill will be stated. tter ¢ rse under our.1 . 
CTheS PETARY. \ bill (S. 1381) making ai appropriation te T VI PRESIDENT I bill has be 
pay the dar res resultin o the persons who we! ipon the | fiz 
Crow Creek and Winnebago Indian Reservation, in the Sta of Vir. COCKRELI his is the memo 
South Dak , between the Il7th « of February and the 27th ir. TURPII | have no ot . ‘ to m 
lay of April, 1885 parity of courtesy. 
Mr. GRAY. lay Lrise to a question of ordet I thought The VICKE-PRESIDEN'I Is t e ob t to t 
that I was recognized and that the Senator from South Dakota | of the memor 
rose to present morning busines [ gave way supposit that Mr. TURPLII [ object 
it was a matter of morning business. Mr. HOAR. If theS tary \ send the 1 orl >me | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. he Chair was not advised for what | will state its contents. 
purpose the Senator from South Dakota rose. Mr. President, this is a memorial of Miss Clara B ) 
Mr. PETTIGREW. [was on the floor for some time before president of the American Red Cross, who is well k ‘ 
the Senator from Delaware addressed the Chair, and I supposed | country as one of its most distineuished citizens, wh 
[I was recognized on that account. ha n organizing the reli com ission during the w iown 
Mr. COCKRELL. | hope the Senator from South Dakota | as the Sanitary Commission. and in ‘ tine it ) 
will not call up that bill until the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. since then, whenever there has been a sufferi on 
JONES], who is the chairman of the Committ on Indian Affairs, | yellow fever or pestilence or flood. where the loca rees 
1s present. we re in Tiel nt to cope wit! the evi h I aired r 
3 Mr. PETTIGREW. Very well; I will withdraw my request. | force to the spot with organized charity 1 humanity L | 
RELIEF OF SUFFERERS FROM RECENT CYCLONE. nz, and has afforded a relief which no nized - 
, ce . aa a skilled p t esource would be sufficient to accomplis 
Mr. HOAR. I introduce the following bill, which Lask unani- She is a person known not only thré out ou ) 
mous consent m y be now considei sd thre hn t e 1 101e @l ized wor 1. She h is inaue 
Mr. TURPIE. 1 object. obtained thi ssent ll civilized nations to wivis 
Mr. HOAR l desire that th ‘ill may be read in full for in- ind opportunities to the Red ¢ ss. ¥ hiv h 
formation. and Ww 1 reve instrumentalities in all t tthe ho of 
Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President. I object. “i itself. Countless millions } Oo te ales Ww ’ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. profit by the humanity of which she } been so 
Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator from India 1a to listen for in- | bodir t She has visite: , th iorial state ies 
formation and see what the bill is. ( to red ¢ 3 the sea islands « the con ) l ro 1 






Mr. TURPIE. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to hear | and G: nd the neighboring mainland. being summ 

















astatement. I have sat here now a good many yearsin my term | a distress and destitution occasioned by the terrible « Oo 
of service. I have never objected to the introduction of any bill, | which passed over that country. a evelon: ich oO d 
to the calling of any question, I have never interrupted another | stroyed er but prostrated dwellings and accompanied by 
senator, or made the slightest obstruction to business. Yester- | floods, which destroved natural and artificial] stems of drain- 
day I had oceasion to ask for the consideration of acertain meas- | ave thro ghout that region, so that it i vater-so ind 






ure. I regret very much to resort to the lex talionis. I would | water-logged tract of country. where not only the abser 
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food menaces starvation to these 30,000 people, but pestilence, 
miasma, and malaria are to follow. There has been no such tale 
of human suffering in this country for a long time. 

It happens to me to present the memorial in which these facts 
are recited, not because of any personal relation of mine to the 
subject, but solely because this lady happens to have her dwell- 
ing within 10 miles of the spot where I live. 

A large sum of money—a considerable sum of money, I will not 
speak of it as a large sum of money—has been raised by private 
resources; other sums of money will be raised; and this lady 
thinks she can take care of these people through the winter de- 
cently if there can be an appropriation of $50,000, to be employed 
in setting them at work to restore the ravages occasioned by the 
storm. 

We spend money to protect our rivers and harbors against 
the ravages of such storms, and there are plenty of instances in 
our history sanctioning expenditures for the relief of such dis- 
tress. 

[| present this memorial, and ask the unanimous consent of the 
Senate for the consideration of the bill. My honorable friend 
from Indiana, I think, would ordinarily rather prefer, before he 
makes an objection merely because he remembers that I once 
made an objection to something of his, toknow something of my 
reasons, but we will let all that pass. ’ 

Mr. BUTLER. I think perhaps I ought to make a statement 
in connection with the memorial and bill presented by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR}. 

Miss Clara Barton, to whom the Senator from Massachusetts 
has referred as the president of the Red Cross Association, went 
to South Carolina at my request and that of the governor of the 
State soon after the recent terrible disaster along the coast, 
which has not been exaggerated, and can not be exaggerated. 

Mr. TURPIE. May | interrupt the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TURPIE. I should like to ask the honorable Senator 
from South Carolina whether he desires that the memorial be 
read? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should be very glad to have it read; 
ant to first make a statement in connection with it. 

Mr. TURPIE. If the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
desires the memorial read | shail withdraw my objection 

Mr. BUTLER. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Miss Barton, as I said, went to South Carolina at my request 
and at the request of the governor of the State. I accompanied 
her when she made her first visit. We had seen reports in the 
newspapers of the effects of the storm which swept along that 
coast, but they did not begin to do justice to the extent of the 
destruction which resulted. 
has said that that storm swept over those islands, and from the 
best information we could gather, about a thousand of those peo- 
ple were drowned. 
me was that any of them escaped. 
season of the year when the crops were maturing from which the 
people there expected to get through the winter. The fall is 
very much more terrible than perhaps any other season of the 
year. Among other things, according to the reports of persons 
who have made a critical examination, there were 6,000 houses 
of those people destroyed by that flood and wind, almost their 
entire crop was swept away, nearly allof their work animals and 
their farming implements were also destroyed, and they were 
left in that condition. 

Miss Barton went down, and, as I said, I accompanied her to 
Beaufort, meeting the governor of the State on the railroad as 
we were going down. 
in the city of Charleston and one in the city of Beaufort. They 
had, as the Senator from Massachusetts has stated, collected 
quite a quantity of supplies, clothing, and some money, nota 
very large amount. 

I requested the Secretary of Agriculture to send them all the 
turnip and cabbage seed he had to spare, and such seed ascould 
be made available at this season of the year in that climate. He 
did very kindly send down, I think, 5,000 packages of turnip 


our 


23 


but I 
w 


The Senator from Massachusetts | 


After going there in person, the surprise to | 
That cyclone occurred at a | 


There had been a committee organized | 
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fore that the allowance she was enabled to 
five or six people was 1 pound of bacon and 
and that they had to live on that for a week 

I felt some delicacy in asking Congress to m 
priation, because my viewsupon that subject are 


understood, and my opinion now is that the Stat 
resent ought to go to the rescue and relief of tho 
if the State does not do it and private contribu 
lieve the distress, there is bound to be very 


among those people in the next five or six mont 
tor from Massachusetts very kindly, after confe: 
agreed to offer the memorial and bill. 

Miss Barton’s idea was, first, when she discuss 
with me, not to ask Congress for an appropriation 
and clothing and things of that kind, but to: 
an appropriation of $50,000, which might be us 
those people to work, rebuilding their houses, d 
land, and doing whatever work they could get to d 

Unfortunately, the Marine Phosphate Company 
companies which heretofore have given employm« 
many of these people were absolutely stranded by t! 
only losing in actual money, as I am informed, al 
but their dredges were turned upside down and 
wharves were washed away, and it has been impo 
toresume. So that source of employment has been 
and destroyed. When those companies shall be able t 
none of us can say, possibly not this winter. This a 
calamity. 

In addition to that, the resources of all the white 
that country have been in a large measure seriously 
so that they scarcely have more than enough for th: 
poses. 

I do not know what course Congress will take in 
subject, and I am generally the last person to ask 
of appropriation from the Government. I repeat th 
heretofore held, and now hold, it is only where ther 
overpowering, uncontrollable condition with which the 
thorities can not deal that I can conceive that Congr 
properly interfere and loan its aid, at least. 

| thought it was due to the Senator from Massachusett 
to myself that I should make this statement. He has very 
and generously offered the memorial and the bill. The Se 
from Indiana having consented to the reading of the men 
I should be glad to have it read, and also the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read a 
quested. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I have objected t 
second reading of the bill, and that objection holds, and wi 
be withdrawn. Itis not worth while to waste time about 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not wasting anytime. I should b 
glad to have the memorial read. If there is objection to 
ing read by the Secretary, I shall take the memorial and 
it a part of my remarks, which would only subject me to i 
venience. I understand, however, that there is no object 
the reading of the memorial, so I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the Sec 
will read the memorial. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A memorial. 
and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled: 

The American National Red Cross, an organization, national and inter 
tional, official in other countries and semiofficial in this, taking char 
relief work unprovided for by law, other than the Marine Hospital and | 
Saving Departments of the Government take cognizance of, respectfu 
prayerfully presents this memorial to you in behalf and in the name « 
30,000 destitute and suffering people on the sea islands of our coast 

On the petition and at the earnest solicitation not only of South Car 
governor, her senior Senator, and most prominent citizens, but als 
of the leading humanitarians of the country, the Red Cross went to t 
of calamity, and after a careful, thorough, painstaking investigatior 
only veterans in that kind of work can make, we, the president of t! 


To the Senate 


| Cross and her field officers, find this condition of affairs to exist: 


In a district 145 miles long, from the islands on the boundary line of 
Carolina and Georgia, to those about Charleston on the north and f? 
ton Heai, Folly, and Morris Islands, to a point inland 20 miles, or wh: 


| tidal wave had spent its fury, there are 30,000 people suffering for th 


| 


seed and quite a quantity of cabbage seed, which have been | 


nlanted and from which the hope is that valuable results will 
e realized. 

Miss Barton hesitated for sometime about taking charge of 
this work. After consultation with the committees, I advised 
that the whole matter be turned over to the Red Cross, which 
was done. She finds, upon a more critical inquiry and examina- 
tion, as the Senator from Massachusetts has said, that there are 
30,000 people, almost entirely colored people, who are now suf- 
fering for something to eat. As I said, their habitations have 
been swept away and many of themare now living on the ground 
without shelter. Miss Barton told me yesterday or the day be- 


necessities of life, starvation their immediate heritage. Hungry, 
sick, and homeless, these men, women, and children stand utterly he 
stricken dumb before this awful work of the midnight storm. 

Where but a few short weeks ago were happy homes, cotton, pot 
eorn fields, representing months of patient toil and industry, almo: 
for the harvest, now naught remains but the bleak and desolate 
board or two in the drift; that is all; no house, no crop; all gone 

Thirty thousand people to feed, clothe, nurse, and shelter for seven n 
or until next year’s cropscan be harvested; todothis we haveon ba! 
$30,000, a dollar to keep one person alive for seven months, to say nol 
of the other necessities of life. 


Ever since the morning aftr the storm, appeals. petitions, and statements 


have come from governor, mayors, councils, and people, the Red Cros 


iven its statement tothe public which, in ordinary times, would have broug'' 
n an abundance of funds to meet every possibleneed; now from every source 
there are but 830,000 for this greatest and gravest field of calamity that th.s 


country has ever been called upon to care for. 
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Mr.GORMAN. I suggest to Senators from South Caro 
lina and Ma chusetts that e memorial be printed as a d 
ent, and thatit be not printed in the Rr ) 


Mr. HOAR. Itis very brief 
Mr. GORMAN. Thememorial has been rt 






is true, for information, anc iat was proper Lat 
the Senator will accomplish | he wishes |} l 
blish f ad nt 
HOAR I think Senators would like to have memo- 
ypear as part of the proceedings of the Senate. It is very 
f, and its printing may save rood deal more in the way of 
debate than the memorial will occupy in the RECORD. 5 
Mr. GORMAN. Very wel f the Senator insists upon it 
shall not press the re t 
Mr. HOAR. I give noti that to-morrow morning, after the 


move to take up the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before any action is taken I ask the consent of 
or two. I kuow the remarks 
n out of order. and 





Senate to be heard a m1 
which have 1ade have b 
that Iask that I may be heard very bi 


sfly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT he Chuir recogni 


: 
peen pecaus oO 


es the Senator 


from Kans 





Mr. PE ER. This matter, Mr. President, is a very seri 
one from every point of view. Not only is it serious, but it is 
one thatin a much en rved form will very soon be }j rought to 
the attention of Convress from other portions of the count 





ry, as 
particular locality mentioned in the memorial. Ther 
many other people who are in circumstances as des- 
titute The miners in the mining regions, many of the 
farmers in different 


well asthe 
are a grent 
as these 
portions of the country, and especially in the 
newer portions, are in th [ have in my hand 
now a printed dispatch in the New York Press, referring to 
some of the people in the uthwestern counties of my own State, 
where a similar condition prevails. The is true in many 
other portions of the country, in the manufacturing regions in 
the Eastern States, in New York City, in and all over 
th of the samé 


\ 


} Same condition 


boston, 


e country, from which appeals are coming to 


character. 
What [ wish to say in connection with this subject is, that if 
while i 


is pressed upon the attention of the Senate, 
that we have no constitutional authority whatever for using the 
people’s money for such a purpose, yet, if this is pressed, I shall 
ask that the area be enlarged to take in the whole country, and 
that an appropriation sufliciently large be made to set all the 
idle men in the United States at work. That isall I wish tosay. 


believe 


PERMITS 
ir. DOLPH. 
ered at this time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution 

The Secretary read as follows: 


OPENING STREETS 


FOR 


I offer a reso] 


AND ALLEYS. 


ution, which I ask may be consid- 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
are hereby, directed tocgmmunicate to the Senate the following informa- 
tion, to wit: 

1. How many permits have been granted by them for the opening of streets 
and alleys, or portions of the same, for the laying or the repairing of water 
pipes, sewers, or for other purposes, since the Ist day of December, 1892? 

*. How much money was required by them to be deposited upon the grant- 
ing of each permit? 

3. How much of the amount deposited with each permit granted was re- 
quired to restore the paving over each cut made under each permit granted? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


- 
WV 
ranté wa in exces a t ire mae > 
, 
r the + 
> 
VA 
5 \ 
( 
> . 
‘ a 
' . as 
AN DIN i > 
1, } 
| t é 
oO 
( 
) | | t oO tao 
3 ) t 
- Qo 
? y + : 
) no ‘ 
{ . ¢ f 
1 i ) 
n 
ther oO a 
f a i ) ( 
b $ ‘ en 
I tion whic} oty lishe } ‘ . on the 
‘ ! It not 1 n 
lt Vy fo ) Lr s« rrint 
‘ I , how s info tio 
' i b iven to the public ‘ [1 the 
withdraw his objection 
NDERSON. \) rht 
V1 PRESIDENT. Is there ob 1 
i the res tion 
A} tSON, | on ‘ 
‘ t wW CoO h 1 
SMEN ND I 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask 1animous consent for the : 
oe at tion of thec re so ion Dp ) } . 
in th thod of enrolling and engross b 
take but a moment. 
5 nanimous consent, the Senate procee to ¢ 
f o House co I reso i 
I , House of B : 
I e ay « re al t 
\ M , n De j i 10 
, , nin ea ' ( ress at t 
! 1a bill or joir I at} 
y hp ed alce pia ‘ 
\ b i : ‘ . 
t wit I tl sa T I ; 
i vit enti ‘ 
) er |} 1 t rt la } 
t I in thé i l 
w ce witl 
at when wh t I Y tior Ave 
Hot i ull be pr ol a‘ t which ' 
‘ ull be ule } 1 
i= T e 17 Ss ‘ ‘ 
ro : ia i ‘ i 
J \ 
he g tne l ) 
I ’ ’ 
e@ spec vy < é ti g 
ISON. This cor , 
oint comn ‘ + ‘ . 
T ting it } } 
re ( { hn to tn { ‘ ( or ¢ 
Ltt re] it back witho y 1) 17 
} ‘ 1 
I here Vv 3H 1 ( Dn ex! rent ' } 
mi ed to inKke ! ( whicen oO d be o 
x t + +) tan t direction ( 
‘ | @ « ‘ f a sessio 
W ] riation t iS are pressing for consider 
T t ynstant c! ange which comes trom cor rene 
t tw Houses, we mav be emb rras } dt ly 
ty ; rly r} ta} } nt } ‘ . ‘ 
rait-jJacket which would prevent th fre 1 Oo 
act which is desired. 


reso 


] on s it 


ition is in the form, it is true, of a concurrent reso- 





should be, and can at any time very exusily be changed 
and t efore I make no objection to it; but | think we shal! find 
when we come to the closing hours of a session, and particularly 


the short session, that the « incident 


appropriation bills to the Printer and their 
greatly to our embarrassment. 


I do not, however, Object to the resolution. I have talked with 
some of the experts and with the foreman of the Priznting Office 


elay to sending the great 


return will be 
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and he thinks the thing cin be cared for, unless probably at the 
exceptional time I have mentioned. 

Mr. DOLPH. 1 was about to inquire of the committee if they 
had considered this very matter, that is, how this resolution 
would affect the transaction of business during the last hours of 
a session which is terminated by limitation of law? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I willsay, and I think the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] will say, that this is in the nature of 
an experiment as much as anything else, to see if we can not get 
into a better way of doing business. 

Mr. DOLPH. Of course if Congress will govern itself accord- 
ingly and virtually get through with legislation on the 3d of 
March, instead of extending it into the next day, it can be done. 
l rose to suggest whether it would not be well to amend the 
resolution so as to except the last days of sessions which are 
limited by law. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In answer to the Senator I desire to say 
that, as a matter of course, we can not see exactly what may be 
the complications in the press of business which may come in 
the last few hours of a Congress at the short sessiononly. There 
is no danger at any other time. This is only a concurrent reso- 
lution, and we can amend it in ten minutes at any time we wish 
to, so that we may carry it out perfectly. 

Nearly every other nation has its engrossing and enrolling 
printed. I requested the Secretary of State to communicate 
with our ministers in England and Germany and France, and a 
number of other countries, and to secure a statement of their 
methods of engrossment and enrollment. Wehadall this infor- 
m ition presented in form. England adopted her present method 
of printing in 1849, and they have had no trouble at all in print- 
ing. instead of enrolling and engrossing bills in Parliament. 

We desire to have this concurrent resolution now passed in 
order that we may commence at the beginning of the next ses- 
sion, and so that we can make improvements and perfect the 
machinery during the long session, when I have no doubt we 
can carry it on with success. I think in all probability in the 
closing days of the short session only it may be ‘necessary to 
have quite a number of printers here, with material and appli- 
ances in the building; but otherwise there will be no necessity 
for it. 

We never have an appropriation bill which can not be returned 
to us from the Printing Office inside of four hours, and in an 
emergency it could be done in less time than that. 

Mr. DOLPH. In an emergency the operation of the resolu- 
tion could in a few minutes be suspended for the balance of the 
session? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. The resolution is a concurrent one, 
and we can suspend or amend it at any time. I am anxious that 
we shall commence to operate under it at the beginning of the 
session, so that, under the direction of the Committee on Print- 
ing, any improvements or changes which may be found neces- 
sary may be made, and we can have them perfected by the close 
of the first short session. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, there can be noquestion about 
the desirability of this proposed change, if it is practicable. A 
number of mistakes were made at the last session of Congress in 
some of the great appropriation bills, probably more numerous 
than at any other session, involving very large sums of money; 
for instance, a bill was engrossed, and on account of the com- 
mittee not being able to examine it in print quite a number of 
errors occurred, items being leftoutand items added. This did 
not occur in this body, but in another, owing to the hurry and 
confusion at the latter end of the session. 

i am in thorough sympathy with the object the Senator from 
Missouri has in view, and he has given this matter more atten- 
tion than any other member of the body as chairman of the joint 
commission; but lask him whether it would not be wise to insert 
a provision by which a bill may be engrossed in the usual man- 
ner, if an emergency arises, so as to leave it in the discretion of 
the committee in the last days of a session to have a bill printed 
or not? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, anemergency can not arise 
without our knowing of it. The very moment the Committee 
on Printing intimates that they wish an amendment adopted to 
this resolution, we can pass an amendatory concurrent resolution 
by unanimous consent, There would be no trouble about that. 
In the meantime let the resolution operate and let the House of 
Representatives know that they must get their bills through a 
little sooner than they have been in the habitof doing. I thiak 
one result will be that the House will get their bills through a 
little sooner, and then we shall not be so much pressed at the 
close of the session, 

There is force in what the Senator says, but if the emergency 
to which he refers arises, we can pass an amendatory resolution 
at once. 


Mr. GORMAN, 


Being in hearty sympathy with the resolu- 
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tion, I shall make no objection to it. I wish to e 
thanks to the Senator for the trouble he has taken in | 
this question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on con 
the resolution of the House of Representatives. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


CHINESE EXCLUSION. 


Mr. GRAY. Inow renew my motion that the Sx 
to the consideration of House bill No. 3687. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agr 
motion of the Senator from Delaware to proceed to t 
eration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in ( 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H.R 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit the 
Chinese persons into the United States,” approved 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it is not necessary th 
detain the Senate by any extended discussion of th 
plaining an exigency which is believed by many is uj) 
regard to the situation produced by the unintended o 
of the act of May 5, 1892, entitled, ‘‘An act to prohibit t 
ing of Chinese persons into the United States.” 

That act as is known undertook to remedy what wa 
ered by those communities, in which this population has 
an important element, an evil which was obtaining u 
then existing laws. The act required that all Chinese | 
within the United States should, within one year from 
of the passage of the act of May 5, 1892, take out befor ead 
nated officer a certificate of residence, with certain oth 0 
visions to which it is not necessary now to refer. 

After the passage of the act there were certain nen 
members of that race who considered this law a gren ship 
upon their people resident in this country. Acco: { 
consulted very eminent counsel! in the United States, 1 
tion of whose names will at once show that they are men 
opinions are entitled to great consideration, Messrs. Car‘ 
ton, and Choate of the city of New York, and obtaine: 
these gentlemen an opinion that that act was unconstit 
and that there was no obligation of law upon any Chinese | 
to conform to its provisions. Thereupon the great body o! 
sons of that race in this country, amounting to over one hun 
and fifteen or one hundred and twenty thousand, declined t 
form to these requirements, and refused to take out the r 
tration which was prescribed. 

That the refusal was made in good faith I have no doubt 
it has created a great hardship upon those people, because 
this opinion had been rendered by these eminent counse! 
the constitutionality of this law, the cass was brought 
process of law to the Supreme Court of the United Stat: 
the Supreme Court of the United States, by a divided c 
think five to three—declared the act to be constitutional. hat 
decision was made, however, ten days after the expiration o 
time within which the act of May 5, 1892, prescribed that c 
tificates of registration should be taken out, and these pe: 
were left in the deplorable situation of being confronted \ 
the law being declared constitutional, contrary to their exp: 
tions, without their having conformed to its provisions 
without having at that time any opportunity to conform to th: 
So that over 100,000 of these unfortunate people are amenable 1 
the penalties of that law and are liable to deportation. 


} 


We find that the House of Representatives has sent us a bill, 


which has grown out of the pressure created by this exige! 
bill which in common justice extends the time within w! 
these unfortunate persons may take out certificates of regist 
tion, which they omitted to take out under the circumsta: 
have narrated. 

{ think that that portion of the act is clear, and I can nots 
that it requires any further commendation. 

In passing the bill through the other House it appears, «s was 
inevitable, that people on the Pacific coast and others who 
very decided opinions upon the whole matter of Chinese rvs 
dence and Chinese immigration, made their opinions fe!t in 
bill which has come to us, and as a result of that feeling | 
are certain provisions which have been added to the first + 
which extends the time for registration. The bill, I su) 
may be described as a compromise between extremes of opi 
and it seems to have been the very best bill which unde 
circumstances could immediately be passed through the 
House. 

The provisions following the first section do not entirely 1 
myapproval. I should have preferred simply to extend tlie time. 
Yet I do not consider them important enough, nor do I b 
they would operate inso material a degree of harshness as to pre- 
vent any one who appreciates the present situation from vo'ing 
for the bill as an entirety. 
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[have been informed at the Department of Justice that there 
are now aboutone hundred of these persons in the jail of San Fran- 
cisco. They can not be bailed, and they are lying there under a 
sentence of deportation. If the bill fails to pass we shall neglect 
to relieve this very oppressive and harsh situation, and immedi- 
ately there will be a very large number of Chinese persons under 
arrest, without bail, and with no provision yet made by law to 
defray the expenses of carrying into effect the sentence passed 
by the court under the act of M: iy 5, 1892. 

“Mr. DOLPH. The Senator does not mean to say that the 
money appropriated to execute the actcan not be applied to that 
purpose as well as to carry out any other provision 0 the law? 

Mr. GRAY. Iam informed that there is at present not suf- 
ficient money to execute the act. I am told by the Depa nt 
and by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that 
it would require an appropriation of between $6,000,000 and 
$7,000,000, to be taken out of our depleted Treasury, to carr) 
out the provisions of an act passed under the circumst 

hich I have spoken, which need not be spent at all if we would 
merely extend the time for registration. Chat large 
money can be saved, and at the same time the humanity of t! 
e of the United States will not have put upon it any stress 
such as is now being placed upon all right-thinking people by 
the situation of these people on the Pacilic coast. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should be glad to ask aquestion of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. 

Mr.GRAY. Cert 

Mr. HAWLI 
are in jail? 

Mr.GRAY. It will, I am informed by the Attorney-General 

Mr. HAWLEY. By what authority are they kept in jail? 
Does the act provide that they shall be imprisoned? 

Mr. GRAY. By the act of 1892 they are held under 
of deportati - 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
be confined in jail. 

Mr. GRAY. There may be something in what the Senator 
from Connecticut says. I am not at present prepared to state 
what the authority claimed by the courts is sien p them in jail 


tmen 
l 
nees of 
sum of 


peo 


inly. 
Will 


this bill relieve the poor fellows who 


a sentence 


Yes, but the act does not say that they shall 


It is sufficient for me to know that they are now in ja uit by 
the sentence and with the consent of the circuit courts of the 
United States, courts to whom has been given jurisdiction over 


this matter, and they are so held in obedience to the will of the 
judges of those courts. 
HAWLEY. The Senator 
am correctly informed. I understand that one 
judges, Judge L has given what would 
judgment— thit a Chinese person can not be so held, 
act, while awaiting deportation. 
Mr.GRAY. I understand that 
and perhaps it was creditable to his humanity; but other 
have declined to find any authority for ay ig his example. 
Whatever may 4. the law in the matt ke the man who is in 
the stocks, they are there. It shooks 1 my sense of humanity and 
appeals to me as strongly as any case which concerns individual 
liberty that has ever been brought his body since I have 
been a member o! it that these people should lie there without 
any fault of their own, as I conceive, and we should not relieve 
them. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


me whether 

of our acta 
seem a proper 
under the 


perhaps can tell 


comoe, 


that, 
judges 


Judge Lacombe did hold 


before t 


There is another question. I hardly know 
how to ask the question thatisin my mind. The bill 
certain resemblance to a treaty, because it is well understood, 
through the public prints, that there have been frequent com- 
munications between the Chinese Government and our Govern- 
ment upon these matters. I wishI knew, officially or unofficially, 
whether our State Department, as well as the Chinese minister, 
are tolerably well satisfied with this arrangement? 

Mr. GRAY. I wish I could answer the Senator, because the 
query that is in his mind has suggested itself to my own; but | 
am not able to answer him. I have an impression, though not 
gained from any official source, that there is no particular ob- 
jection on the part of the Chinese embassy here; but of that I 
can not speak with any certainty. However, I do feel that if this 
were an original proposition to establish a system of registra- 
tion, the other provisions in the bill would meet my disapprova 
and I should vote against them. 

But that is not the situation with which we are confronted 
The act of May 5, 1892, established: these conditions and mad 
the law such as I have described it. Under it there exists a 
exceedingly unfortunate situation which the bill certainly wil 
measurably relieve. With that understanding, and with that 
protest against this kind of legislation (although I am not op 
posed to proper legisiation to restrict the coming of Chines: 
persons into the country), I am willing and 
the pending bill in order to cure the evil which has grown up 
“under previous acts. 


XxXXV— 
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Mr. HOAR rose. 
Mr. HAWLEY. 


Just one word, and I will be out of the way 
t 
l 


| of the Senator from Massxuchuset [read with a good deil of 
mortification the history of our relations with the Government 
and people of China, It is not becoming perhaps to say so, but 
in fact | am ashamed of my country in that tte [ may vote 
for the pending bill, but $s no ‘ 

Mr. GRAY. AsI have said, I share so n h 
the Senator from Connecticut expresses on 3 
matter as carefully as | could; | have co ted the ] 10 
[ thought were familiar with the ex! 
my own consent to vote for it 1 eX { 
the country from the shame dn t 
pe e in large 1 ibe t ys ‘ 
from which we oug oO re t t 

Mr. HOAR. [I should tonsk the S try T) 

e he sits down two questions, | wil Kl er ) 
L¢ h tentl 
W cha uy ao Ss l 
ea of th N ( 3 } } , 
i Lhonut is e a ) ~ 

Mr. GRAY | ( ; | 

Mr. HOAR Pe ups L had bet i 
sit down, that the S« tor r bo 

i ‘ Oo a qu tion 1s whethe in Il n | the 
close ol t th page, t ennto it th rivl 
le f h eas corpu is dent to pel risoned the 
| ted States ma Lal ide L1 \ | oO ano 
tion, and, if it be not denied, whether the 1 sion that the 
perso iall not be admitted to bail, but s remain in cus 
tody,changes the existing practice on habe s corpus, which pe 
mits the court in its discretion to admit the applicant to be 

= poaning ‘the habe.is corpus proceeding vhich in this case 


mi 1t possil Ly be di 
L yx tition to the circuit cou 
peal or other proc 
Supreme Court of the | 

Now, my question is whether the Senator does not 
here is a denial to p 
cause of an order of deportation, of the right to 
tion of habeas corpus dealt with, they being at large 
return secured by bail if the court, in its discretion, 
the two questions. 


‘layed fora long time; 
‘tof the United Stite 
ss which would remove the question 
nited States? 


rsons alleged to be Chinese 


Those are 


Mr.GRAY. I willsay to the Senator as to the provision sub 
sequent to the first section, I would have been id had th st 
section constituted the whole act. Those provisions ire some 


consider thema little harsn: 


from voting t 


what irritating, pe 
but they are not suffic 


rhaps some ma: 


lentiy so to prevent me 


lieve the greater evil which exists in the present situation. 

| would have pref rred that 1t shoul b elt ot ts 
w he » I thi nk it properly belongs. to give an int rpretation and 
construction of the terms ‘** merchant ind iLbore ; athe 
thom’ to undertake in this proposed act, which is not unus in 
these lat ‘days, to give an interpretation and construction to 


those edie I think the law as it existed before the act of 1892 
left that construction to the court, where it would have been 
better to have left it. 

As to the other question, Iam not prepared to say t t 
provision to which the Senator from Massachusetts has « 
my attention denies to any of the persons who m ” 
fi ot having a certificate of registration the richt tot r 
of beas corpus. I believe that this proposed law | 3 it 
wh t nd it ought and must br 


M HOAR What is the significance of the nhnras that they 


‘* shall not be admitted to bail?’ 

Ii ( RA l. The provision that they Ma no ) if ted 
to b 3 another and a distinet rovision. \ man ma nk 
h tled to ne writ of havexrs corpus ma fe na b i 

ientirely if he should prove that he is not a Ch 
I il 1 has a certi cal » of ‘eristr tion and tl 
3 no ! le f ) this provision l i do 3 
Cr ial proceeding t 1s 1a ‘ 
‘ the United States un tak ) 
into the co intry and residence here of nde- 
sirad ( ses, and in ca ying that [ suppose > I e } t to 
sa 1ien an examination is ma ry courts and is 
iined that they sha deported they shall n ‘ 
? a to bail ; E 

M HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I thi he does 

not quite get oe » point of my interrogator The st part of 
rrog .Lsu pose would ¢ cit t e® answer t Sena 

to aus given: ‘that is, he does not deny the writ of habeas cor- 
[ do not at this moment think of any o ‘case where bail 


lawful oradmissible, except onan applica 


vould be 
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corpus in the discretion of the court. It may be issued by the 
Supreme Court returnable toa circuit court. Does not the Sena- 
tor think the provision that a man shall not be admitted to bail 
when he is in custody under an order of deportation is a pro- 
vision that he shall not be admitted to bail on habeas corpus; 
and therefore, if a person is alleged to be subject to deportation 
when he is not, or if a person be arrested, and when the marshal 
is about to execute the order of deportation he carries his ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court of the United States, must he not re- 
main in custody without bail if this provision be carried into 
effect and be constitutional? 

Mr. GRAY, I think so. 

Mr. HOAR, Now, is not thata great objection to it? 

Mr.GRAY. Ithink not. I am not prepared now to discuss 
the constitutionalit of the question. J hope that that and 
every other constitutional objection will be discussed and finally 
decided by the Supreme Court. But it strikesme that if, as the 
Supreme Court has decided, we have the right to pass such a 
bill as this, which I do not deny, by virtue of the inherent sov- 
ereignty of the United States to protect itself from undesirable 
immigration or the residence of undesirable aliens, then I be- 
lieve the measures here enacted in the exercise of that power to 
make it efficient or adaptable to the end in view are not unnec- 
essarily harsh or cruel. 

Ican not conceive how ageneral deportation of a large class 
of people could ever be efficiently carried out if upon the incep- 
tion of the act of deportation, in addition to allowing an inquiry, 
which they areentitled to, and by habeas corpusas to the legality 
of their arrest to determine whether they ace subject to the pro- 
visions of the law or not, the court should also be allowed to give 
bail, because if that were the case the whole object of the act, it 
seems to me, might be very easily defeated. 

But that is a matter, Mr. President, upon which I can not and 
would not like to commit myself in this sudden way. If it be 
unconstitutional there is a way of testing it, and I hope it will 
be tested. It is certainly worthy of consideration and suggestion 
by so distinguished a Senator as the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. PALMER. May Task the Senator from Delaware whether 
his statement that there is a way of testing it is not an abdica- 
tion on the part of the Senate of its own duty, which the Con- 
stitution reserves to Congress? 

Mr. GRAY. I think not, for I have more than once on the 
floor of the Senate stated my very clear and emphatic opinion 
of the duty of the Senate itself to decide a matter of constitu- 
tional duty. I can only say that Ido not see now a constitu- 
tional objection to the provision that will prevent me from vot- 
ing forthe bill. Iwiil not say that I am so clear upon the point 
as to be dogmatic about it, but Iam sufficiently clear to allow 
me to vote for the bill. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
Massachusette in any remarks he would like to make. 

ir. HOAR. Ido not propose to discuss the bill at length at 
this time, but I confess I do not exactly agree, if 1 understand 
him, with the Senator from Delaware, an eminent jurist, a mem- 
ber of the committee to whom has been intrusted the duty of 





reporting and advocating the pending bill. On asking him 
whether the bill, leaving the habeas corpus, as he thinks it does, 


to any person who undertakes to resist deportation from the 
country under its provisions, denies the right of bail during the 
pendency of the habeas corpus, although it may be pending six 
months or a year, he says, I understand, that he would not like 
to commit himself on the question one way or the other. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; the Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. HOAR. I did, if he did not say that. 

Mr. GRAY. I did not say one way or the other. I said just 
now, in answer to the Senator from Illinois, that Iam sufliciently 
satisfied as to the censtitutionality of the provision to vote for 
the bill this minute; but when the doubt was suggested from so 
respectable a source as the Senator from Massachssetts, I said 
I would not be dogmatic enough to say that it wasclear from all 
doubt; and I shall be very glad to see.it tested in the Supreme 
Court. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to put a question to the Senator 
from Delaware, who is an able constitutional lawyer. Does the 
Santor from Delaware conceive that it is a compliance with the 
Constitution of the United States in regard to persons to whom 
its protection extends to deny bail pending habeas corpus pro- 
ceedings? 

Ir. GRAY. I am not prepared to say that the Congress of 
the United States, in the exercise of the legislative power which 
the Supreme Court has decided that it possesses, may not do that 
thing. I do not see why it should not. There is nothing I know 
of express|y in the Constitution of the United States in regard to 
the matter of bail except the restriction that excessive »ail shall 
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not be demanded. It does not occur to me now that t] 
other provision on the subject. 

But, Mr. President, I was about to resien the floor. 
wished to introduce this matter and explain, as I un 
the exigency that is upon us to deal with the 
fronting us on the Pacific coast. 

I expect and hope to hear from both the Senato 
fornia. The seniorSenator from California (Mr. \ 
here, and he was one of the able counsel who ai 
before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
to us very instructively upon the constitutional | 
have been suggested by the Senator from Massachu 
undoubtedly has studied, as was his duty as a la. 


matter that was submitted to the court. 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Illinois will pa 
not desire to proceed now to address the Senate, bi 
like to move an amendment. If the Senator is about 
[ think he would perhaps like to address himself to 1 
ment I propose to olfer. 


Mr. PALMER. Certainly. 


Mr. HOAR. I offer an amendment in the nature « 
tute for the entire bill, and [ then propose, which | 
be in order, to move to perfect the original bill b 


stitute is voted upon by striking out all of the prov 
original bill after the first section. 
he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BUTLER in 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts desire to have 
ment read? 
Mr. HOAR. Yes; I suppose it should be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wi 
ry’ San ny a7T\ > ty ‘ =f} . S on 
The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the enactin 
the bill and insert: 

; Be it enacted, etc., That from and after the passage of this act t 
tion of Chinese laborers to the United States be, and thesame i 
pended (except as hereinafter provided) until such time as by tre 
the two Governments the subject of such immigration shall be 
by both, and during such suspension it shall not be lawful f{ 
Chinese laborer to come from any foreign port or place, or ha 
to remain within the United States 

SEc. 2. That any Chinese laborer already in the United State 
ing a certificate of his right to be here, who may be desirous of r¢ 
his native land with the purpose of again coming to the United Sta 
receive, free of charge or cost, acertiticate of identification, in su 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, which certificate 
a Statement of the name, age, occupatica, last place of resi 
description, and other facts of identificavion, and which sha 
time and in what vessel and from what port said Chinese pe 
Which certificate shall be sicned both by the collector of cus 
deputy of the district, including such port and by the Chinese « 
or his assistant, and shall be attested by their seals of office 
said Chinaman desires to return to the United States heshall re 
both to the Chinese taotai and the United States consul at the | 
parture, showi the certificate thus issued, signed, and viséed, at 
upon, if his right thereto be established before said officers of both 


















ments, shall be allowed a new certificate similar to the kind and for 
one previously issued at the port in the United States. 

SkEc. 3. That so much of the actof Congress approved May 5, 1892, a 
to the regulation and registration of a Chinese laborer or any Chi 
son, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“ That all Chinese aliens residing in the United States at the time« 
passage of this act shall receive, within a further period of three mon 
the passage of this act, and without charge or cost, a certificate of ide 
tion, in such form as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, \ 
certificate shall contain the statement of the name, age, occupation, } 
of residence, personal description, and other facts of identification, 
which may be a legal and useful means for distinguishing those Chine 
legally here from those illegally here or seeking to come here, and be agua 
anty of the full and equal protection of our laws, a passport to all the rights 
and privileges accorded to citizens ef the United States."’ 

Sec. 4. That so much of the law of May 5, 1892, as relatesto the punishmen' 
of Chinese persons violating our laws be amended so as to read as follow 

‘That all Chinese aliens, being subject to the laws and regulations of 
United States, shall, in case of any accusations or indictment, be acco! 
theregular and full process of laws, and for violations of any of the ‘ 
any of the provisions of this act or of the acts of which this is amenda 
the punishment of which is not otherwise herein provided for, shall be | 
ishable by fine not more than $1,000, or by imprisonment for not mot 
one year,”’ 

Sec. 5. That so much of the statute of May 5, 1892, as requires t} 
witnesses therein described shall be white persons is hereby repeals 

Sec. 6. That the provisions of the first six sections of this act are 
continued in force until suck time as by agreement with the Chinese 
ment, and the consent of the same, there shall be regulations estab 
treaty, duly made and ratified by both Governments. 

Sxc. 7. That all such part or parts of the acts of which this is ame 
as are consistent herewith are hereby continued in force, and a 
parts as are inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

Mr. DAVIS, I send tothe desk a proposed amendment t 
pending bill, which I ask may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will r 
amendment to be proposed by the Senator from Minnesot 

The SECRETARY. Amend by striking out all after the e 
ing clause of the bill and inserting: 

That those certain acts of Congress entitled severally, “An act to] 
thecoming of Chinese laborers to the United States,’ approved Septemb 














i888; an actentitied ‘An acta supplement to an act entitied ‘Anact to ex : 
certain treaty stipulations relaving to Chinese, approved the 6th day of M 

1882," approved October 1, 1888; and an act entitied ‘An act to prohibi 

coming of Chinese laborers into the United States,’’ approved May ! 


be, and the same are severally hereby, repealed 
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Mr. PALMER. My. President, I sympathize very much in |! . 

the feeling of the inhabitants of the Pacific coast in regard to | nativi that is all; bec ' vn in some oth 
hi ut at the same time there are cer- | tr) nd . 

tain considerations apart from that feeling. By the way, I may ant served, 
Tf rt 


it I member that this bill is a modification of an act} 2 































1 
t 


th xclusion of Chines 


pas i in th ist Congress, and, to some extent, it 1s an im- 
rrovement on that law | opposed th ict of 1892 f 


but slight bviated by the pending bill, but it is better | the ¢ en é 





and in the State in which [I live there is v exclusion of ‘ i i 
nesses on the ground of color. 

I can not consent to this provision. 1 donot b ’ th Lit ye | ( er to tl 
i : I do believe that juries and courts are com { 
whether, in any given instance, a pa 





1is innocence 1 Lé eliore so } ii¢ ( i 


[t is said that the bill does not treatthe presence ofa nati hat the person is le 


inction between that which punishes an act as a crime and tl ( ities, none of them elected, ny < 
which defines it to be a ‘rime, Vhat difference does it 1 e non 6D Bons i ) O l re ( 
to the imprisoned man whether that for which he is imprisoned | m inv be engaged in so i 
is « cribed by the law as acrime or misdemeanor or ' 
it is not treated as acrime at all? The man is punished by d: ] ) before 1d ge 


pe tion in one instance and by imprisonment in the othe ! ‘ I men can spenk hough he m 


and when I] am told that he is not charged with a crime nostie Paul, none shall be allowed to speak f 











l ask, if the consequences of the act result in sufferin 17 to on nel ( ‘ ) 1% } 


de ivatio of ilberty, what dilference does it make whet r we | in 1d nen } ‘ ) } u 


call the act by some gentle name or by the sterner name of : nd wl t man i 








yn may for cause obtain yy 1 other than 1 L ¢ I own 
urt perhaps, or he may p f 
: of a supreme court who m iy give him | 1 
ctice in some of the States, | ‘aus 


‘re mav be errors yrim 7 That n« 





writ of certiorari from a supe 


sent his record to a 





a ¢ 

the 

right to ret n to his business and enjoy 

q' 

admitted to bail while this contest l j 

main in the custody of the marshal. ( no t that stir 
Now, it is said that this provision is possibly in violation o h i 

the Constitution of the United States. Mr. President, the “( tl 

principles of justice, humanity, and right which are older ai ill oughtnot 

higher sanctions than constitutions. I do not inquire wheth my d 

the Federal Constitution covers this particular case; but ther t is possible t 

are principles of justice and right to govern us which are o ( nd under that 

and I say form a higher obligation than the Constitution—th 








right of a man, while the question of his guilt is being consid SIDING OFFI 

ered, to give bail for his appearance to answer the judgment of tion is on th 

the court when that judgment_shall be rendered against him. . ] ta [Mr. DA‘ 
Why should this not be so? Why should all these men who AVIS. Mr. P t, the o 

are contesting their right to remain in this country be denied | 1 t egislation of 1888 and 1892 

bail? I should be delighted to hear the reason. There isa stat of 1882 and 1884, whicl 

right in the State courts (and it is very important that that f carrying out the 1 

right should be recognized) to deny bail where the proof is evi- | | at this time of sub: 

dent or the presumption is great, but there is no such question | but simp! - 
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understind that the senior Senator from California[Mr. WHITE] 


proposes to address the Senate upon this subject, and also the | 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR]. While I have some | 


very clear and decided convictions upon this entire question, 
they are not irremovable, and I shall listen with great interest 
and attention to what the Senator from California has to say upon 
the subject. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr, President, [should perhaps content my- 
self by remaining silent and simply casting my vote on this meas 
ure as an expression of the feelings of the people on the subject 
whom I have the honor in part to representin the Senate; butit 
is aquestion of such vital moment, of such great importance not 
only to California, but to the whole country, that I feel I would 
be derelict in my duty if k did not briefly give my views, as I un- 
derstand them, of the facts before us under consideration in the 
pending bill. Ishall, however, in the discussion of the case pre- 
sented by the bill, content myself with the general principles, 
leaving it to my colleague [Mr. WHITE of California] to take up 
and argue the various phases of the question presented. 

CALIFORNIA DOES NOT ASK AN EXTENSION. 


{ may say in the commencement, however, in answer to the | 


distinguished Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER], that the peo- 


ple of California are not asking for this bill. It is the Chinese | 


and their attorneys who come here and ask for special legisla- 


tion in their behalf. We are satisfied with the law as it now is | 


upon our statute books and as it has been construed by the high- 
est judicial tribunal of the land. It is the Administration that 
is asking for a special act of Congress to relieve the Chinese 
among us who have refused to obey the law of the land as it has 
been judicially construed by our highest tribunal. 

The details of this question are most interesting, but in view 
of the very extended and various debates on this and similar 
bills in Congress, little has been left that has been unsaid. The 
measure inother forms has received consideration from the best 
minds of our land, and, though it has been strongly opposed by 
certain classes and sections, it has always been passed. 

THE IMPORTANCE OF THE QUESTION. 

The subject is certainly an important one, and though the 
Pacific coast of our country is probably the most interested as 
yet, it is important to all sections, for unless the tide was stopped 
it might not be long before it took a turn and affected other 
sections as disestrously. Both sides have had their day, and in 
deed weeks and months in court, and the contributions there- 
from have been very extensive and most exhaustive. 

‘To the people of the Pacifie States this is an old, old story. I 
believe that no one doubts us the right of protection, though in 
protecting ourselves it is urged we have not the right to injure 
the rights of others, especially as the others in this case are 
here by the power and right of a sacred treaty. 

THE DANGERS ANTICIPATED WHEN THE TREATY WAS MADE. 

All kinds of opinions and all kindsof theories have found their 
way into this discussion since the adoption of the treaty in 1880. 
But it will be remembered by the conditions of that treaty we 
reserved the right to ‘‘limit or suspend the coming of the Chi- 


nese.” There were fears then, by those who have examined the | 


question, that there might be danger in it, and experience since 
has proven that the fears were not without foundation. 


. . . . | 
The various exclusion acts which have been passed are suffi- | 
cient in everything, except that they do notexclude, and it was | 


to enforce them and to remedy their imperfection that the act 
of Congress of May 5, 1892, was found necessary. 
EXCLUSION ACTS DO NOT EXCLUDE. 

Experience has demonstrated that the Scott exclusion act did 
not exclude, for the reason that it was delicient in not properly 
showing the Chinese who were here by right and who were 
here in violation of the law. 


To ascertain exactly the Chinese who are here by right, it was | 


proposed that they should be registered, the same as we are reg- 
istered, before we have the privilege of voting at the various 
polls in the different States of the Union. 


There were no harsh features or expense to the Chinaman in | 


the remedy, which was simply intended to carry out our exist- 
ing law, and which, under the treaty which we had entered into 
with that Government, we had the right to do, for it says, ‘‘ to 
limit or suspend the coming of the Chinese.” But the Chinese 
refused to assist us in ascertaining who were here lawfully by 
declining to register and openly defying our laws, In this re- 
fusal they did not act on their own volition, but were governed 


by orders of their Chinese superiors, and not by the mandates | 


of our courts or officials. 
CHINESE NOT FREE AGENTS. 

\nd here I desire to state one of the most important factors 
in this case. The great mass of the Chinese who are among us 
are not their own free agents, but they are controlled and gov- 
erned by organizations as separate and distinct from our own as 
China is distinct from the United States. 
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Many of these Chinese, to my own pers6nal knowledo 
willing to register and were deterred only by fear of pun 
by their respective companies. They recognized the f 
they were subject to the law of the land in which they sojn 
and were in no sense superior to our people, that th, 
amenable to the laws and regulations of our Governmen 
edict issued by their organizations which recognizes ( 
courts of control, the organizations and associations whi 
| them and which control them, was too powerful for the 
they refused to register. It issaid in extenuation, that 
| find they made a mistake, and that, if the time for re; 
is extended according to the provisions of the pending 
will comply with the law and register. 

Mr. DOLPH. i shouldlike to ask the Senator fromC 
who said that? Will the Senator specify who has said it 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend from Oregon simply ant 
the answer I am about to make. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. If it is not satisfactory, later on |] 
pleased to have the Senator ask that or any other que 
relation to this subject-matter, for it is one in which o 
are deeply interested, and if I can not answer satisfa 
I know that my colleague on the other side can do so: 
fore the Senator will not disturb or interrupt me in th 
asking any question relating to this subject. 


or 


THE PEOPLE DOUBT THE PROMISES OF THE CHINESE. 


As I stated, it is possible that they will register, but 
from our past experience the people of California ha 
doubt about it, and I find that this doubt is not limit 
to the people of that State but to the people of the who 
try who have a knowledge of the Chinese and thei: 
character; and it may not be long before there will be 
for further legislation on the subject, as those who 
refusing to register may continue to disregard our laws 

Petitions and memorials have been received here fr 
Chinese showing that they acted under legal advice, 
that our courts have decided that this advice was bad, t 
dicate a disposition to comply with the law and regist 
special act of Congress is enacted for their benefit. 





SIX MONTHS’ EXTENSION OF TIME ASKED. 


Under these circumstances, this extension of six months is 
asked for, but what guaranty have we that the same legal : 
visers will not combat the law in their interest and again d 
the registration the law compels beyond the time for which t 
present measure extends?’ Who makes the request for this « 
| tension of time? The Chinese Government, which is th« 
power that should ask it? Oh, no; it is asked by the atto 
| who gave the Chinese the advice to defy the law. It i 
that the Chinese minister has admitted that the “ addit 
opportunity to register would afford his Government great 
isfaction;”’ but there is no guaranty from him, and he gives: 
assurance or promise in all of the correspondence which has 
submitted that the Chinese subjects will register. All th 
savs is contained in the communication asked for by Congress 
from the President, and submitted to us for our information 
| few days since. 

WILL AFFORD THE CHINESE ‘GREAT SATISFACTION 
It is as follows: 


To the Senate of the United States: 


In response to the resolution of the Senate of the 10th instant, « 
the attitude of the Government of China with regard toan extensi 
for the registration of Chinese laborers inthe United States und 
of May 5, 1892, I transmit a report of the Secretary of State on the su 

GROVER CLEVI! 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Washington, October 18, 1898. 





| The PRESIDENT: 
The undersigned, Secretary of State, to whom was referred the r« 
| of the Senate of the United States of the 10th instant, requesting 
| dent, “if not incompatible with the public interest, to inform th: 
whether the Government of China has requested of the United Stat« x 
| tension of time for the regi tration of Chinese laborers in this col 3 
| required by the act of Congress entitled ‘An act res the co 
Chinese persons into the United States,’ approved May 5, 1892, or | 
to the United States any assurance thatifthe time for such registratio. ’ 
| be extended such Chinese laborers will register and take out certificat: 
| ifsuch a request has been made or such an assurance has been given | 


mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence concerning the sam 3 
the honor to lay before the President the following report, to the « that 
it may be communicated tothe Senate should the President deem it prope! 
so to do: 

While the Government of China has not formally requested that the time 


| for registration provided by the act of Congress entitled *‘An act to prob 
the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,’ approved May ©, |S’- 
beextended, and no formal assurance has been given that if extended Chinese 
laborers in the United will take out certificates as provided by the act, the 
Chinese minister has repeatedly asserted, in conference with the un Or 
| signed, that his countrymen residing in the United States at the time of the 
assage of the act, on the advice of eminent counsel and in good faith, re 
ained from registering within the time allowed, and that it would be un- 
just to deny them another opportunity to register. The minister more 
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than once has given assurance that an additional opportunity to register 
ild afford his Government great satisfaction 
’ 


Respectfully submitted 





W. Q. GRESHAM 
DEPARTMENT OF STATI 

Mr. President. we s! ratified to know that 
vy toregister woul 


peopis 


ould be g 


Perhaps, 
the ‘‘ additional opportunity 
Government great satisfaction,” but 

in this. It would gratify my colleag 


demand more th 9 
) 


d afford the Chinese 


very prope ly 





our 








elf exceedingly if we were able to say that the people ol 
l’acifie States are pleased at the pro pect, Db it we ¢ ot do so 
Chey are not pleased, for they feel confident, rexrsoning from 
st experience that this is but another form ol Le Lay, to post- 
none the enforcement of if not to abré ite the statutes of ou 


y 
d, which every good citizen O i feels not OnLy a 
‘ 


ral obligation, but a moral obligation 


tepublice 
1 


oO obey. 


THE CHINESE LIK} Y TO AGAIN TES THE LAW 
Che result will probably, then, be that the Six Chinese Com 
s that cont ol, bod and SOUL, the ( linese Who are he 
nong us, will again contest the pending measure should it be 
come a law. andas it is an amended law, newissues can be joined, 


may place a ditier 


it construction pon it from 
upon the original 


and the courts 
ich they place a 


We would then be where we are now, and all because there is 








no guarantee about it, but simply because it would give the 
Chinese Government ‘ great satisfact Possible delay and 
prospective postponement probably is the cause of the * gre 
itislactlo 
The same eminent unsel, with the same ‘‘ good faith” and 
d fee will, in all probability give the advice which they 
desire. The Chineseare a peculiar, as they are in many respects 


versatile 


onderful, people. One of our most humorous and 
\ merican writers has tersely photographed their character when 
he says: 
Which I wish to remark, 
‘ my iar 1a is piain 
That for ways that are dar 
And r tricks that are vain 


Phe athen Chinee is peculiar 


ONLY THE LOWER LASSES COME TO US 





ience and observation tend tocon- 
is only the lower classes of the Chinese 
this class that the bill proposes to 
few things as our people look at 
and their friends thought 
rnest in passing the present regis- 
They have an all faith and confidence in 
nd power of mon and they imagined that by money 
t the} law by undue influences 
vith our courts and our public officials. 
| ceptions to all rules, but they have no 
conception, as a class of people, of the high moral law 
understand it. They think that everyone who has any connec 
tion wit ; bribed, and th 
there isnosuch thing tiple, and character among 
our peo le, when weighed in the seale with money. Money is 
one of their idol gods, to which they pay homage and burn sa- 


n 
cred ince nse, 


I and my exper 
firm the opinion, that it 
who come here, and it is for 
legislate. ] at but 
them. The great ma ority of them 


is not in e 


Vi 





that Congress W 


abiding 


tration law. 
he use: 


hey could defe ovisions of the 
ihere are honorable e 
as we 
h the earrying out of the law can be 


as hon ~ 


WE SEEK ANY REMEDY TO CURE THE DISEASE. 

hly considered the subject-matter can 
ence in the pending bill doing any more 
and our peo- 
any remedy that will cure, or 


it, though we would prefer somethi 


Those who have thoro 
have but little confi > 
than its predecessor did. But the disease 
ple are willing to adopt t) 
that even promises to cure 


is here, 
ils or 


more. We would prevent the disease. Certain it is that the 
people of the Pacific coast are looking fora cure, for they pain 


are s 


Yering from the dreadful scourge 


fully re vliz e that they 
i and they are willing and anxious to s« 


of Chinese immigration, 
cure a remedy. 
NOTHING HUMILIATING IN THE PHOTOGRAPH. 

Criticism has been mide of the provision for photographing, 
and | regret that some of the members of the Committee on For 
eign Relations, which reported the bill, do not look with favor 
on the provision for photographing Chinamen and attaching the 
photograph to the certificate of registration. It is claimed b 
some that the photographing is very humiliating. There is 
nothing, Mr. President, in this criticism Che Chinaman himseli 
never thought that there was anything humiliating in photo 
graphing and has never made any compliint. Humiliation can 
not enter or play any part in an organization which is as stoical 
as that of the Chines 

The photographiig clause is rather for the benefit of the Chi- 
1aman himself, as well as others, for there is no other way by 
which a registry of their description can be kept, thit is, a reg- 
istry that will amount to anything. They are not 
other people are. Theyall havea tan-colored skin. 
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black hair and almond-shaped eyes, and re about t same 
height 1 build. one ind of ¢ na line and "1 
5 ors nl des yn 3 for « one oO +h " 

, ssib >t 4 ive sort 3 
with legree of accuracy he old andt \iddle-aged look 
som alike. that men who hav C 

bio to 1eas Within ten o n ve ( = 
m 
Mr. DAVIS. Will'the Senat } 
Mr. PERKINS. ¢ \ 
M DAVIS If all that ist e.o 
M CK NS [ a Lh hi to ry ) \I x 
sitil y ticipated W l 0 i 
tnswered his question 3] l o ito 
A PH RAPH I \ N 
y . ; i ' 
who ¢ tan ; ; 
L iit who ha riven greata n to tl 
pe ‘ cor! ( that the + oO oO ¢ 
t Ss t Claimed that ¢ I pine 3 
ago , the fe res a I ‘ ) 
{ ) Ly ientl t if the ] y 
0 3needed. However, there is no 
in t it Lk ow of, and | do not rate ee my ‘ a ir l nne 
sot i esta D é mode rman ft 1 ) t 
is dt en t oto :, 
ton LD ul b the LULA ipl < ( ‘ 
ch £ ( aol \ “rogues el 3 at na 
Ww oO reason. 
one has ever thought of such a th ' 
te evs of the Chinese eem to | m i ‘ l 
P< ts than ne Cnt < ure 
every Chinaman who has been conv ted of any s ‘ 3 
crime in California has been I hotographed No other w y 4 
been found by which the keepers of the prison r 
them and thus be able to t exactly when their terms « 
tent nave expired. 

Chis feature is, in the opinion of many, the m np 
th iw, and without it, it is almost certain that th l 
not be enforced, fe r departing Chinamen by he thous 

would leave this country and turn over 1 r cert es of 
residence to others to come in. There is abs 
wav of preventing such a tratiiic, except Dy the pi toor 


that even will not work effectually in all ¢ 

HOW THE LAW MAY BE EVAI 
\ few days since | eived aletter from a well-infor Lf l 
in California, in which he pointed out how the Chine ite acl 
to do even istering, prov 
at all, and if this bill passes to permit t 


the case so well that I quote from his letter 


more reg iding they decide to! ter 





By the extension of ti for registration afforded he McC : 

ihat is the pending bill 

ry Chinaman will register no dou f their com 3 perm 
he will no op at one registration, | Ww egiste dozen time For 
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| lay at id Ah Jo e next By 
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‘tice that in the bill under consideration no penalt 3 ate 





t ( to Ah Sin for laving done th 2 . . rT 
I ! times as h pleases, pre ded he docs not rep 3 
is A Sam when it is Ah Sin. There is no pen nd 
( Ca il & ( of 
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ti i 1g 
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! 4 . St 1 t t c i 
‘ e | el ‘ an 
{OUT THE PHOTOGRAPH NO sr y WHATEVI 
\ e there may be some ex rvrreratior ; tothe n er of 
( ese who will thus falsely register, I a f convinced in 
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my own mind that, even with the photograph, there will not | youth have ‘copied only the injurious traits and h 

be entire safety, and without it there would be none whatever. | Chinese. They have copied their vices instead of 1 
[oo much care cun not be given in this matter to the meaning | In this respect it is hardly possible va] te +) 

of the terms “ laborer” and *‘ merchant,” for upon that much of | Chinese have done us, and those wl] 

the success of the operation of the law will depend. In this rHE CHIN A VI 

whole matter we are dealing with a very remarkable cla f The Chinese have no respect for our laws, 

people whose cunning has 


f : i ‘ : s vre itilv out < f p oportio1 

o . fy Rwy) 4 : , oo nbher of ;: . 1,4 : : 

a fee of from $20 to $00 ca member Of &@| among us. In this connecti 
Si & Co, in 


cently received a letter 

cisco, owiy ing his experien 
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opinion upon this question can 


his personal experi 
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iy the firm of Quong Lee L 


med and other sums, may have already ov 

ibout t 1e only business « 1e by the firm j 

in Chinese. There is no limit to their number 

the money can become ‘‘ cojperative mem 

>from it an imilar firms certificates of nx 

‘tificates have already be Li 

f Chinese who had no 

continue to be used 


‘tion of the word ‘‘ laborer 


i A PARTVISAN POLITICAL QUI 
ime com i 
, : a sn . — eS . lasses juesting my ym ¢ it the influence for 
since ceased to be a partisan political question. Jien Of all par- ine have upon our young | you are informed tha 
ties and creeds who have a knowledge of these people agree th: hese arrested for years ending June 30, 1893, is 20,000 
they are a blight upon our industries and citizenship, and nee ee 
to our people. At the general election held in the of ‘i rincipal offenses ed by Chinese are 
i879 in California, in accordance with a statute providing the robvery,” \ murder, . i murder, 
wr, the question 3 submitted he neonle of that State ‘for’ ee Worn oe ee 
fo1 ne qu tLo a submitted to the p —s that _ te ee about every offense known to law. 
and *‘ against” the policy of permitting the unrestricted Immi In the cases of all other class¢ 
ion of Chinese to continue, and out of a total vote of 161,405 | ‘ ikennes 
» were deposited in the ballot box only 883 votes for sucl Mr.HOAR. What percentage of the populati 
n. Every day since that election has served only to Mr. PERKINS. About 15,000 are now there. 
the then almost unanimous opinion of our people that | tion is about 300,000. The chief of police contin 
y 1 ht. The Chinese do not, they can not, they will mong the Chinese not 3 per cent are arrested for 
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with us. That is,for drunkenness. In that re 
THE CHINESE WILL NOT LEAR om that evil of American civilizati 
nothing about our free Gover 
or American citizenship, 
thing and care nothing about our institutions, an The influence of the Chinese for evil over our young 
»desire to learn about them. Our y ople of Ca i- | 3 l )in the direction of imm ty, gambling, 
»in churches, in schools, in families, and the home: | 4 sé at, Wita sow OxCepton 
‘citadels of liberty. The Chinese, on the contrary, —— re 
*about such matters. They i lnb 
is a servile labor, a slave | 
mtracts of their own making, whi 
se than slavery: their servitude e: lever l. gal way ut by ‘ cunning, ‘of which they can 1 
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no m¢ interest in out affairs than if t! - cutrageous acts 1 nerous that the pr 
here. It matters not how long ey remain witha ‘ » | 4 erely and forcibly, which caused me to assume the 
away ignorantof our American institutions, s i whicl 


do not want to learn 


ute the , ula be at least 15,000, a1 
rHEe PEOPLE WILL YIELD NO FURTHER f » the ter se ) se they fi : nis piace 
or fear that we might in some way violate our treaty obliga- 
tions our people have yielded point after point in favor of the 
Chinese. They do not want to yield any further, and insist that 
the law shall be enforced. They want a law so adjusted and + 
vere in its penalties that it can not be evaded or discarded or 
ovenly violated. They know that the ordinary Chinaman, b hese things are sufficient for consideration bj 


; process of reasoning, thinks that he represen’ it they are notexactly what we should consider no 


THE LAW I t THEM OUT OF THE Col 


: a 
ons enacted which will prevent them from clandes- od ur pledge that they are to receive the sam: 
yr into this country against the lawsof ourland. But | as the ple the most f red or desirable nati 
‘ognize the fact, for fact it is, that tl normity o if Ss yt intended by the pr nt law to force 
stion is not understood or realized on th i the | rel e those who are here rightfully, but to pri 
ntains, for out of the 107,000Chinese in this country,ac l soming Of a class sh are a ittedly objection 
o the last census, nearly 80,000 of them are living in Ca isting law requir hose who are here to be regis 
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ig able to 


» of civilization than our people occupy, and they are h ; they are here inlarge numbers; and tl 


\N UNDESIRABLE, A CONTENTION-PRODUCI icate istry, it car >} 1ed that they 
thinese are an undesirable class of people. This is 
diced judgment of people who know them, after years 
perience. ‘They are, it is admitted, a remarkable people \ not desire to allow the number 
in many respects, and many things can be said in their favor, | cl 3—t lies—to be increased in this cc 
for no one can be so biased as not to recognize this, but on the | more than those of the Pacific coast recognize 
whole, considering their good and their bad points, we would be | nobility of labor, for ‘‘ honest labor bears a lov 
much better off if they had never come among us, or if they | people ever had so much of it to do, to build up t 
would now go back again. Many industries that depend upon | now enjoy, to build upa great Commonwealth o1 
their labor would, it is admitted, temporarily suffer in Califor- | shores of this continent, as the people of 
ut in time these would right themselves. Their presence | to dig out of the rock the gold and silver that 
has kept up a continual contention that has done us | world, and they had to level mountains in doing s 
arm. It has caused factions among ourselves, politically | tivated the fields, they planted the vines and tree 
L isly, and it has created misunderstandings and sec- | furnish breadstufis and fruit to all parts of th: 
ial strifes that have resulted injuriously to our common in- | tremendous iabor they performed, and are perform 
[t has separated us, and it had caused us to some ex- | prise to the world, and it was only by it that the; 
o lose confidence in each other's judgment. Bitter quar- | civilization possible and secured the comforts which th 
ive resulted from their presence and, worse than all, the | to-day. There are none among them who do not glo 
mi s of our youth, the promise of the future manhood of our | resultsof labor. But thereis laborand labor. The la 
country, have been underminded, for it has happened that, con- | by the Chinese is a debasing, a degrading labor. Why, : 
trary to the expérience with the people of other nations, our ! of the principal curses of slavery in our midst in this fal 
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was. that the labor of the slave degrad d instead of elevat od nize th every ch h L Oo 

our people, that it injured instead of benefited all who came in | b or law and good s thes \ 
j i abor given b' 

the Chinese it produces results Yes, but the res lts are no t of motive 
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the ser contract labor of China pollute this great Re 

















rope and « where. Wehave been misrepresented. Yo 
man has ever been there assaulted or i 
danger at ny time of 
any citizen of the Commonwealth of 
ple will not tolerate, and have never t rated, ar ; , 
position to wrong the humblest resident among them, no matt: 3 { { 
whether he comes from the isles of the Pacific, from China, xes and bo r of 1 

from any other country. ‘ 
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ad that the Ch aiier 1 

We want to convince the good people of our own land. We | oth ss of people ) come amo ‘7 

want to convince the church-going people, who have so numer- | is made is not one of filial love or brot | fectior 
ously petitioned Congress ia behalf of the Chinese, that the peo- | service of shipping the bones of Chin mist done b} 
pie of California are in full sympathy with them for the stand | sorrowing friend who gathers them and ds them back that 

they take for good government and good morals. They recog-! they may rest in peace in the home cemetery, but by these 
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cold-hearted agents of the Six Companies, 
service for so much consideration, which is * 
bond.” 

The United States collector of internal revenue in San Fran- 
cisco, and also some of the ablest statisticians of the leading 
journals of the West have made a computation, and they esti- 
mate—and they are very competent to do so—that the Chinese 
have sent 01 tbe yn back to China in the thirty years they have 
been in this country the enormous sum of $810, 000,000. This, in 
the minds of those who have had experience with the Chinese 
is sufficient to satisfy them that the Chinese, leaving all other 
questions aside, are undesirable, not to use a harsher word. 

[I have not gone into the details of this question to show in 
what munner these people live and how they are crowded to 
gether, contrary to : ull sanitary laws and toall regulations which 
everyone recognizes who w ishes to enjoy health. I shall not 
attempt to describe to you their food, 6 per cent of which con- 
sists of rice and tea. They contribute nothing to the support of 
of our country. 


O ONGRESSIONAL 


who perform the 
nominated in the 


DEGRADING TO AMERICAN MANHOOD, 
In answer to what I have said it may be replied, ‘‘ they have 
contributed of their labor, have they not? They benefited you 
by giving you their services in building canals, in building rail- 


roads, in cultivating the land, and in bu lilding ditches.” Yes,I 
must answer in the affirmative: but asT have said before it is a 


contract, a servile labor, which is contrary to our laws and 
which is degrading to American manhood. It is,I repeat, a la- 
bor more humbling and more debasing than slave labor. Ifthe 
same labor had been given to others—and it would have been 
except for the presence of the Chinese—the result of the labor 
would have been left in our country by those who, from love of 
our institutions, would have become citizens of this great Re- 
public; who would have built up their homes, raised their fami- 
lies, supported our public schools and other institutions, and 
thus have become factors in this great Government. 
THOUGHTFUL PEOPLE DEMAND EXCLUSION. 

The demand for exclusion, and for registration as a means of 
aiding the exclusion, I reiterate does not come from the so-called 
‘hoodlums” and ‘‘sand-lotters,” of whom so much has been 
printed in the public press in the Atlantic cities; but it comes 
from the thoughtful people of our State, who are most interested; 
it comes from the fathers, from the mothers, from the guardians 
of the youth of the State, and from those who are interested in 
the advancement and prosperity of this great country. It isa 
universal demand, and it is for this reason that I do not think 
the Chinese have any claim upon the country or upon Congress 


to ask for this extension of the law which they have violated de- | 


liberately, 
gress. 

But, Mr. President, in marked contrast to those who have re- 
fused to obey the law, in marked contrast with the Chinese, I 
wish to say that the people of the Pacific coast, from the State 
of Washington to California, all over that beautiful land which 
waters the western part of this great Union of States, will bow 
in submission to the will of Congress, for they are a law-abiding, 
liberty-loving, and patriotic people. 

We of the sunsét land of the nation have an abiding faith in 


intentionally, and contrary to the mandates of Con- 


the wisdom, justice,and patriotism of our fellow-citizens of these | 


great United States. We believe that as soon as you investigate 
and understand the real question at issue we shall have your 
sympathy and coiiperation in banishing from our midst this 
growing evil. 

STAND SHOULDER TO SHOULDER AND REPEL ANY INVASION. 

As common citizens of a progressive Republic it is our duty 
to stand shoulder to shoulder in repelling the invasion of not 
only the coolie of Asia, but also the pauper, the criminal, and 
the contract laborer of Europe. 
their peals from hill and dale, from the mountains to the sea, 
from every hamlet in the land, that we have resolved it to be 
our bounden duty, first, to educate and rear the children of our 
own citizens and prepare them for the high duty of American 
citizenship, before we permit others to come in and usurp their 
places. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES ON WORLD'S FAIR EXHIBITS. 

Ir. CULLOM. Before another Senator addresses the Senate 
on the pending bill I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to 
amend the actapproved April 25, 1890, relating to the admission 
of articles intended for the World’s Columbian Exposition, which 
has come from the other House and been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance, 

lhe joint resolution refers to foreign goods on exhibition at 
Chic: go, and the proposition is to reduce the customs duties to 
one-half on all the goods there at the time of the passage of the 
joint resolution. Iam informed by members of the committee 


L shall not weary the Senate with these details. | 


Let our school bells ring out | 
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| of each and e 


| any Senator objects to it; 
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that they are not in favor of any of the provisions of the ‘ 
resolution but the last clause, which reads as follows: _. 

And provided further, That all foreign exhibits at such Fair acq 
contribution or purchase by the Columbian Museum of Chicago f 
use shall be wholly released from all customs duties. 

The portion which I have read is all of the joint reso 
which I desire to have passed at this time. Since the ap; 
of the close of the World’s Fair there has been organize 
is known as the Columbian Museum of Chicago; and as Sen 
have probably noticed from the press, Mr. Iield, a very | 
nent merchant there, has contributed a miilion dol! 
many foreigners are disposed to give or to sell articles 
have been on exhibition, which they prefer should go int 
museum. 

i think, under the circumstances, the portion of the joint 
lution which I have read should be allowed to pass, if n 
it. Lask that the joint resolution be taken up for consi 
with a view of securing that provision at least. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to 


| quest of the Senator from Lllinois? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to state that the Senato: 
[Illinois was not quite correct when he said that all the 
of the Finance Committee objected to the provisions of 1 
resolution. Speaking for myself, | wish to say that lam 
every provision contained init, At the sim 
I take no exce ption to the action taken by the Senator. | 
he is quite right in saying that a majority of the commit 
opp ee = the resolution in its entirety. 

Mr. LLOM. I ought to have said that the committ 
not eats to the passage of the entire joint resolution 
stand corrected by the Senator from New Jersey. All | 
that the joint resolution may be taken up and that all of it 
be stricken out but the last clause. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. So far as I am individu 
cerned, I have not looked at the joint resolution parti: 
and [ do not know that I have any objection to it, but it s 
to me that at least the chairman of the Committee on I 
ought to be present before any action Sa taken, as the joint 
olution has not been considered ir n the mmittee for amendm« 


anc : hi 1s not been acted on favorably by the committ 


- MORRILL. I think the Senator from Llinois 7 id b 
ie the joint resolution to remain until the chairman of th 
‘ conidiaee: returns to the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. . In justice to myself I desira to say that I con- 
sulted with the chairman of the committee before I saw any of 
the other members of the committee, and told him it would bea 
little odd for me, not being a member of the committee, to r 
port the joint resolution. 

Mr. MORRILL. The joint resolution can not be consider 
by the Senate without first discharging the Committee on 
nance from its further consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not seek to press the joint resolution 
but I saw the chairman of the co 
miitee |[Mr. VOORHEES}, the Senator from Ohio| Mr. SHERMA? 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Senator fre 
Missouri [Mr. VEST], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES 
the Senator from Tennessee |Mr. HARRIS], and the Senato 
from New. . MCPHERSON], and I supposed it was p 
fectly proper for me to submit the motion I have. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should not object to the prese 
consideration of the joint resolution individually, but I do not 
believe that the practice e of passing measures in this way, whicl 
have not been considered by committees, is a good one; and | 
think it ought not to be indulged in. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould not have requested that the resolu 
tion be taken up but for the fact that [ am anxious to go away 
and I was desirous that the little provision to which I have r 
ferred, should at last be saved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
quest of the Senator from Illinois. 





Ibjection is made to the r 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill ( i. R. 1) to rep 
part of an act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act directins 
the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treasury not: 
thereon, and for other purposes.” 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3289) to author 
ize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Companies to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson River between 
New York City and the State of New Jersey; asked a conferenc 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GEARY, Mr. BARTLETT, and Mr. 
FLETCHER managers at the conference on the part of the House. 
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t ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

' The message further announced that the Speaker had signed 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were 
t eupon signed by the Vice-President: 
~ A Dill - repeal a part of an act approved July 14, 

en t directing the purchase of silver bullion 
and the i sury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” 
a oint resolution (S. R. 36) transferring the exhibit of th: 
N Department. known as the model battle ship Lllinois, to the 
State of Illinois. as a naval armory for the use of the naval mili 
of t State of Illinois, on t termination of the World’s 
( imbian Exposition. 
NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
fouse of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 3289) to authorize 
New York and New Jersey B:idge Companies to construct 
aintain a | g ss the Hudson River between New 
Ci nd th o! few Jersey, disagreeing to the 
ndments of the Senate and asking for a committee of con- 
FRYE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend 
nd ee to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
1e motion was 
By unanimo ( nt was authorized 
point the ce nat und Mr. VES'1 
G [AN, and l. 
e Senate, as in ; ! the yn 
S ation of the bil ) t entitled An 
» prohibit the ns Oo » United 
es,” approved May 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. |! ry the Sen- 
it, this by dis¢ nese laborers 
n this e the imber of the 
e, the history of th sTislation in 
ded to restric or pr 3a labor s to 
iscountry. At an ¢ ving that the 
nese question was: immediately 
ind the attention robably of 
( l S, | TOOK OCe secary act, and 
ecessit ran ai execution. 
L tox oceasion then inder our forn 
( overnment the po ivided betwee 
e great departmen z 
ely conferr m Congr that the execu 
etion but to er 1 law of Congress, and th 
t is as much bo a by a law ot Congress as the 
ividual 
\s I said on that oe yn, the extend nga the time for Chinese 
) to register is not incompatible with the general purpose 
f the so-ca i Gearv law. ‘hat the purpose of that act is to 
enable the Government to distinguish between the Chinese labor- 
s lawful in this country and those who had or should come 
into the country unl ully. It was supposed that a system of 
stration was the only practicable method by which the Gov- 
ernment micht be et r to do so. ; 
lL then exp connection with the so-called G ary law, 
e fact that I ‘eed to a provision for registration under 
rt of comy ll t existing legislation in regard to the 
oming of Chinese laborers into this country being about to ¢ 


a provision which differed 


ire by limitation; that 1 had drawn 
f i provision contained in the bill as it 
; + 


ater! 





ume to the Senate from the House of Representatives: and tha 
n my judgment, as finally enacted into law, it was neither a vio- 
on of the treaty with China, nor was it degrading to the Chi- 
nese in this country. Itook oceasion then to say, and I repeat 
now, that the only palpable violation of the treaty with China 
in regard to the coming of Chinese laborers into thiscountry was 
16 so-called Scott exclusion law of October 1, 1888. I then de- 
scribed the manner in which that measure had been introduced 


into Congress,and had been passed. I propose now to fortify my 
statement in regard to the character of that measure by reading 
a quotation from the speech of the senior Senat 


r from Colorado 
Mr. TELLLER] made in the th 


Senate » day after the Scott bill 
came into Senate. He said: 











Ne Mr. President. what is the condition of this bill and what are the cir- 

is *S under which it mes to u Yesterday, as t enate Was pro 

ng with its business int sual way, there came in li which I learn 

how 1s never en a committee of any body, of either this House or of any 

; her. It never ran the gauntlet that every bi ticism; it has never 
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I do not know that I am atli t ’ ho introduced it in 
[ do not know how far I can go upon a ques 
I can state what [have seen in the public press, and I sup- 


s n printed 
4 House of Representatives 
n of that kind 






pose I have aright to read what isin the RecorpD, and if I have perhaps | 
have t 





‘ave the right to say that this appears t een introduced by a gentle 
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man who is not a member of the « I illy takes 1 3 
of these things, not only not a mem l but I may i \ 
out offense to him, a gentleman that n! nse an inder n l 
stances has a right to speak fo AY 
Without going to a con ee the | 1 e House mes 
here The Senator from S h Car ir. B WW ! ink 
ness that it Was a political move Ldor I R RI rt this 
ll was drawn in the Solicitor's office, | I hea : : L he ati 
was sent down from the ex itive mel rn >t 
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is so; I only say that thatis the ru that is [su ’ 
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was so thi more than a desire to prot Ameri abor 
cursions of Asia labor 
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fitly represent the American } hard 
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. x Brown of Georgia, the Senator from Massuchu \ir 











the nator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and that the 

Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] voted for it in the 

! l stice hus ever been done to China in ti e 
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ers to this country, it wasdone by the Sex i n \ 
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ns for it, and do ne cal to re em 
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| repeat that if the act of is a violatic the 
treaty or was unjust to the nto ( 36, 
subjectsin this country, it w t t it ext i 
Scott act for ten years long and that the Scott act isSap 
p ble vio on of the treaty. It not only took aw r Ch 
nese laborers lawfully in this country, who had a right ur t 
treaty of November 17, 1880, to go and come at free will 
the country and return, but it cut off the right of Chine 
‘ 1 departed from this country w eertifierte tit 
ling thei return from the right to return, and i 
their cert eat { think th something o O00 ¢ ne 
| 1 s at et the act 3} passed we { tes 
enti in the to retur 

[am ne oing to defend the Seott I l ne ‘ tit 
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between British Columbia and the United States, and by steam- 
ships coming into our ports upon the Pacific coast. The United 


States having a right to restrict the coming of Chinese laborers | 


into this country, had the right to enact all necessary legisJa- 
tion to enable it to do so. 

If a system of registration was necessary to enable the Govern- 
ment to distinguish between those Chinese lawfully here and 
those coming unlawfully into this country, certainly the Gov- 
ernment had the right under the treaty to enact such a pro- 
vision for registration. The pretense that that provision was 
either in violation of the treaty or was degrading to the Chinese 
or unjust to China, can not be maintained. It was no more de- 
grading to the Chinese than the provision that a citizen of the 
United States, as I said on a former occasion, should be com- 
peiled to register in order to be entitled to vote in his own State 


or in his own municipality, no more degrading than the require- | 


ment of a foreign government that a citizen of the United States 
shall bring a passportfrom his government to be entitled to enter 
or remain within the jurisdiction of that foreign government. 

‘he 13,000 Chinese laborers who did register under that «act 
have not been degraded; on the contrary, they have been bene- 
fited. Chey c rry about with them the highest evidence of 
their right to be here and to remain here unmolested, a shield 
for their protection. 


| 
} 


Mr. President, having said so much in regard to the provision | 


for registration, I desire to say that I have not been very will- 
ing to excuse the defiant refusal of the Six Companies tocomply 
with it. It was not the Chinese Government which objected to 
registration. The Chinese Government hast roubled itself very 
little about this matter of registration. It was not the Chinese 
laborers who refused to register; they were quite willing to rog- 
ister: it was their masters. the Chinese Six Companies, who; 

out their orders that the Chinaman should not register. 

[ have felt from the start, and that has been my trouble with 
this bill, that it was not consistent with the dignity of the 
United States, unasked by the Chinese Government, without any 
request from any Chinese authority, without even a request 
from the Chinese subjects in this country, to voluntarily back 
down, and in the face of the defiance of a class of aliens in this 
country who have refused to comply with a law of Congress to 
grant them an extension of time. 

| notonly discussed that matter in the speech I made early in 
the session, but I introduced in the Senate a resolution calling 
for information upon the subject, in order that there might be 
no mistake as to whether the Chinese Government had or had 
not asked for this legislation. The answer to that is as follows, 
without reading the whole of it: 





While the Government of China has not formally requested that the time 
for registration provided by the act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act to prohibit 
the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,’’ approved May 5 
1892, be extended, and no formal assurance has been given that if extended, 
Chinese laborers in the United States will take out certificates as provided 
by the act, the Chinese minister has repeatedly asserted, in conference with 
the undersigned, that his countrymen residing in the United States at the 
time of the passage of the act, on the advice of eminent counsel and in good 
faith, refrained from registering within the time allowed, and that it would 
be unjust to deny them another opportunity to register. The minister more 
than once has given assurance that an additional opportunity to register 
wouid afford his Government great satisfaction 


| 


| read from the letter of the Secretary of State in response to 
a resolution offered by myself. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding I have felt that a vigorous 
prosecution of the law of Congress would have brought the mat- 
ter to the attention of China, so that the Chinese-— 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. DOLPH. I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is from the Pacific coast, and knows 
a great deal more about these matters than we on this side of 
the continent would bo expected to know. Am I to understand 
that the Senator from Oregon is, under the circumstances, op- 
posed to extending the time for registration? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shallcome to that. 

Mr. GRAY. I want to know if I am to understand that from 
what the Senator has said? 

Mr. DOLPH. I shall come to that point directly. 

Mr.GRAY. Can not the Senator answer either ‘‘yes” or ‘‘no’’? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; [ will not answer ‘‘yes” or ‘“‘no’. I do not 
choose to answer just now. 

Mr.GRAY. All right. 

Mr. DOLPH. I had already stated that there was no serious 
objection in my mind to the extension of the time of registra- 
tion, it not being inconsistent with the purpose of the original 
act; that the purpose of the act of May 5, 1892, was not the de- 
portation of Chinese, but that that provision for deportation was 
merely intended to provide a punishment for a violation of the 
act. My troub.e had not been because I was unwilling, upon a 
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ter, in my State, employed in machine shops, working on shoes, 
or attending looms or spinning machines, would be called ‘‘ man- 
ual laborers.” 

Mr. SQUIRE. They are called operatives. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido think the phrase ‘‘manual labor 
to where the chief mechanism is the human hand itself. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is the literal meaning. 

Mr. HOAR. 


” 
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Mr. DOLPH. I think the Senator hardly states my rer 
correctly. I did not mean to say that it was the policy vf 
Administration that there should be no appropriation. 
in effect that I thought it was doubtful whether we could 
| the appropriation, not that the Administration does 1 


one. 


This bill may have some other objections. It | 


seems to me, at any rate, that the gentlemen who propose to | 


pass a law, and pass it with a full warning that if the courts 
anywhere in this country say you have so amended the law that 
it does not apply to a tenth part of the persons the old law did, 
are tiking something of a risk. 

Mr. DOLPH. Iam not going to defend the provisions of sec- 


tion 2. I have already given my views in regard to both sec- | 


tion 1 and section 2. Eurly in the session I introduced a bill to 
appropriate $509,000, which I thought would be ample and more 
than enough to execute this law to the 30th of next June. I 


| understood, it was not the policy 


found } could not procure the report of that bill from the Com- | 


mittee on Foreign Relations with any recommendation, but it 


mittee on Appropriations, and [ have no idea, from what I un- 
derstand to be the temper of Congress, that Congress is disposed 
to appropriate a large amount of money to carry out the ex- 
isting law. I should much prefer that China had requested 
some action on the part of this Government before we proceed to 
legislate, and should prefer, if we are to extend the time, that 


be taken, and which I think ought to be put in better shape if 
they are to be enacted into law. 

| recognize the fact that we are not likely to have a vigorous 
enforcement of the existing law; andas I can not geta bill to suit 
me entirely y 
not amended in the Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. How would the Senator suggest that it be 
amended? Willhe propose some amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH. The Senator knows that I proposed an amend- 
mentin the Committee on Foreign Relations, where I proposed 
to strike out all but the first section. 

Mr. GRAY. Does the Senator offer that as an amendment? 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I do not offer it. The Senator from Dela- 
ware has reported the bill, I presume, after securing a majority 
of the committee in favor of the report, and I am not going to 
antagonize the committee or antagonize the majority in the Sen- 
ate; but | am not afraid to say that I believe it would be best to 
pass the bill simply extending the time for registration, leaving 
out the other provisions which I consider very crude, as they 
stind; but I understand the request of the Department is that 
this bill be passed without being amended in order to secure its 
enactment at this session, by preventing the necessity of its 
further consideration in the House. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not propose to address the Senate at this 
time, except to call the attention of the Senator from Oregon 
and of the committee to the proposition of the Senator from 
Delaware and of the Senator from California. 

We have, unless I err in my recollection—and the Senator 
from Oregon does not differ with me, so far as I know—a law 
applying to laborers, and we now come here with a bill amend- 
ing the term “laborers” so that itshall mean ‘‘ manual laborers” 
only. Then the bill goes on to say that it shall include certain 
enumerated classes, fishermen, etc. 


There is, therefore, aceording to the lawmaking power, a 


distinction between “laborers” and ‘‘manual laborers.” This | 
bill if it becomes a law will not include hereafter anybody but | 


manual laborers. Now, itis probably in the power of the gen- 
tlemen who favor this policy to pass this bill as it stands, with- 
out amendment. If they do it, they will not, I am sure, after 
this warning, when the Administration or the courts hold that 


desire to reach, come in next year and rebuke and complain of 
either court or Administration. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I submit an amendment to the 
pending bill, which I ask may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecReETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill as section 
3, the following: 

Spo. 3. That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as shall be required 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated for the enforcement of the several acts of Congress regulating and 
prohibitihg Chinese immigration. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I ask the consideration of the 
amendment which I have submitted, in order to make some re- 
marics referring to the matter at the present time, because the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. DoLPH] has just spoken on that point 
himself, and has said that he believed it to be the policy of the 

Administration that there should be no appropriation made in 
support of the various acts. 


y I shall vote for the pending measure, even if it is | 


Mr. SQUIRE. 
his statement. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; I do not modify it. 
such statement. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thought the Senator had made t!] 
ment. 

Mr. DOLPH. If the Senator raises any question of 
I shall ask that my remarks be read by the Reporter 

Mr. SQUIRE. I[ am notraising any question of v 
understood the Senator from Oregon to make the state 
it was not practicable to propose an appropriation beca 
of the present Admir 
to allow a feature of that kind to be incorporated int 


Iam very glad that the Senator has 1 


[ did not 


| . 1 | 
| or to be passed in the present Congress. 
was reported without recommendation and referred to the Com- | 


Mr. DOLPH. That is so serious a matter that I mu 


| mitted to say that I did not refer to the Administrati 
| connection with the appropriation. I ssid substan 


e: uly in the session [ had introdnced a bill to appropri 
million dollars for the purpose of executing ha s0-ca 
law until the end of the fise i year, that th: it bill was 


| to the Committee on Foreign Relations, nes I was 
it be done without these other provisions to which objection can | 


| entered at the port of San Francisco. 
they have let out a large number of the persons they seem to | 





secure a report from that committee with a recon 
that the bill was reported back without recommend 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and that | 
from what I could ascertain that this Congress was not 
to make an appropriation of a large amount of mon 
purpose of executing the law. I spoke about Congre: 
about the Administration at all. I did not mention th: 
istration in connection with an appropriation. 

I said that the Administration certainly asserted thro 
proper officers that there is not sufficient money to execut 
law. I have criticised them, but I have not intimated that 
Administration does not intend that Congress shall m 
appropriation to enable it to execute the law. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Itis on this point that I desire to addr 
few words to the Senate. 

At the time of the passage of the last act relating to the « 
clusion of Chinese, | took occasion to address the Senate at sor 
length in regard to the general question and the necessity 
some method of identifying the Chinese under the law. 
prior to that time, or within the previous year, I had 
member of a select committee of the two Houses of Cong: 
which had proceeded to the Pacific coast and taken testi: 
extensively on that subject, of which testimony I hold a 
my hand. I am familiar with the subject. The com 
took a great deal of pains and was very industrious to i 
into all the facts relating not only to the condition of th 
nese and to the relations between them andt he other peo 
the Pacific coast, but as to what measures ought to be 
restrict their coming into the United States illegally. 

It was plainly shown bsfore the committee that th 
coming into this country in large numbers over the bor 
British Columbia into the State of Washington, whe: 
were great facilities existing for their ne so. It was 
shown conclusively by the testimony of the United Stat 
ney in San Francisco, and the U nited States commissix 
by the offic ers of customs and other officers of the law, t 
law had been persistently evaded by the Chinese, and | 
tificates which were notcorrect had been substituted for ¢ 
certificates; that the original certificates had been h 
Chinese not entitled to them upon which certificates ‘ 
Many other fa 
brought out. All those interesting questions relatin 
Six Companies and their contro! of the Chinese in this 
the subject of the Highbinders’ Association and the V 
Chinese organizations were fully brought out in the 
ny, and that testimony is before Congress. I am n 
into that subject extensively to-day; it is not needful t! 
should. 

I have been, however, a interested in the rema 
the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS]. I indors 
he has said in relation to the character of the peop! 
Pacific coast and in relation to the Chinese there, d 
show to the people of the East that the people of the | 
coast are not unchristian, that they are not unreasonab! ut 
they are simply desirous of protecting their youth, protecting 
their laborers, and protecting their society. It is not necessary 
for me to go into the subject generally now. 

I propose, however, to draw the attention of the Sena te \ 
one point. The great fault of the last legislation en: et ted by 
Congress on this subject was that no provision was made for the 
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execution of the law. This has been perfectly evident, as indi- 
cated by the decisions of the United States courts. It was sup- 
nosed, I believe, at the time of the enactment that provision 
would be made in one of the appropriation bills for the purpose, 
but the appropriation was not included in the act called the 
Geary act, and yo sufficient subsequent appropriation was made. 
We have all seen the lack of vigor which the law possessed by 
reason of there being no appropriation to carryit out. I[tseems 
o me it is high time that we address ourselves to that part of 
1e subject, if we are in earnest as a Congress in this policy 
since 


hich the Government of the United States has long 
adopted, and which it is consistently pursuing 
lhe votes of the members of the House of Representatives, as 
| understand, have been unanimous—I do not know that I have 
} 


richt to refer to that in a parliamentary sense here—but it is 
well known and widely published, I may say, that there was not 
asingle opposing vote in the House of Representatives, and I 
might have said, perhaps to-day it is evident, that the senti- 
ment of the people, regardless of party, is in favor of the execu- 

on of the Chinese exclusion act, and that a suitable appropri 
ation should be made to inforce it. Then why 
mean this in exrnest? Why not make a reasonable 
ation? That will show the people that we have acted in wood 
faith: that will show the Chinese that we mean business. What 
s the use of this firing in the air all the time? If we do nota 
propriate the necessary money to carry out the provisions of the 
’ be of no account, comp iratively 


not show that we 


ipproprl- 
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act those proy isions will 

o, 

6 a : : 
Mr. President, I have in my hand two letters from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, which have been addressed by the Secretary 
to the Vice-President of the United States, in answer to resolu- 
tions of the Senate. The first of these letters goes on ite 


[ will only read a part of the letter, as it may not be necessary to 


Speak 


to st 


read it all 


It will be seen that the balance available on the 7th instant 
Chat is the 7th of September 
for the current fiscal year amounted to #63,502.13. This amount includes the 


inexpended balance of the appropriation for the last fiscal year, $20.69 

It is estimated that $38,000 will be required to pay the salaries and necessary 
expenses of the officers regularly e nployed to enforce the Chinese exclusio! 
acts for the remainder of the current fiscal year, leaving an estimated ba 

available for the deportation of Cl found to be unlawfully with 


nited States, 2. 





ance linese 


the | of $25,502.13 


Then, the Secretary goes on to make an estimate as to the cost 
of deporting 10,000 Chinese on the assumption that that number 
may be disposed of by the courts within the present fiscal year. 
[am quite willing to have the whole of the letterappear, and per- 


hapsit would be better that it should. I ask that it may be in- 
corporated in my remarks. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The communication referred to 


will be inserted in the RECORD in the absence of objection. 
The communication is as follows: 

Letter from the Secretary of the Tr 
Senate of the 7th instant, and 
appropriated and expended in the enfort 


acts 
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transmitting 


in answer 
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ren the 





nt of 


September 12, 1893.—Laid on the table and ordered to be printed 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., September 12, 1893 


; 


Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution 
dated the 7th instant, wherein I am directed to inform the Senate to what 
extent the appropriations heretofore made for the enforcement of the Chi- 
nese exclusion acts have been expended, and what portion of the funds so 
appropriated are now available, and whether in my opinion it is necessary 
that a further appropriation be made by Congress in order to carry out the 
provisions of said acts, and if so, What amount will be required for the cur- 
rent fiscal year 

in reply Linclose herewith a statement showing the amounts appropri 
ated for the purpose above indicated and expended for each year since 189. 
It will be seen that the balance available on the 7th instant for the current 
fiscal year amounted to 963,502.13. This amount includes the unexpended 
balance of the appropriation for the last fiscal year, $20,692.33 imated 





Itisest 











that $38,000 will be required to pay the salaries and necessary exp s of 
the officers regularly employed to enforce the Chinese exclusion acts r the 
remainder of the current fiscal year, leaving an estimated balance available 





for the deportation of Chinese found to be unlawfully within the United 
$5,502. 13. : 
It appears by the census report hat hinese population in th 
nited States in that year was 106 Of thisnumber 95.47 
the Pacific States and Territories. The number who registered m 
act of May 5, 1892, is 13,243, leaving 93.445 who failed to avail themselves of 
the privilegesof saidact. Assuming that about 10 per centof these wou 
be entitled to exemption as merchants, students tors, and others of tl 
exempt class, there would remain, say, 85,000 liable todeportation under the 
law. The lowest cost for transporting Chinamen from San Francisco to 
Hongkong is $35 per capita. Other expenses incident tothe arrest, trial, and 
inland transportation would average not less than #35 per capita. If, there 
fore, all of those above referred t> who are not registered should be trans 
orted to China, the cost involved would aggregate in round numbers, say, 
36,000,000, This, in my opinion, would be a moderateestimate of the amount 
required to carry out the provisions of said act. 

Tam unable to furnish an accurate estimate of the number who might be de- 
ported during the remainder of the current fiscal year, the matter being 
largely dependent upon the action of the courts. Assuming that the courts 
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would be able to eee of ten isand cases during such period the 
amount required would not be less than $700,000 
Respectfully, yours 
+. CARLISLE, 8 
Hon A. E. STEVENSON, 
} President, United States S 
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Mr. SQUIRE. In the first letter the amount has been ced 
at S700.000 re juired to dispose of 10,000 cases during the period 
of the present fiscal year, ending June 30 next. 
I bmit the second letter entire, as it is short. 
he letter reierred to is as follows 
L from the Secretary of the Treasury, giving additional inforr nir 
recard to the enforcement of the Chinese exclusion a n ré ‘ el 
ate resolution September 7 
October 6, 1893.—Referred to the Committee on Appropriations an ered 
t be printed. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 
Washington, D. C., October 4 
S Referring to the official communication sent to mu on u 
tir n reply to Senate resolution concerning the ap priatio eI 
forcement of tl Chinese exclusion act. I have the ho to infor t 
tl Depa ne! has since been advised that the steams! p com] 
ea the rates for the transportation of Chinese from Sar 
to Or l TSO per capita to $51 per capita fi erage } 
Ler shou erefore be added the sum of B16 per « ipita tothe ated 
ost f cde ta n, or $1,360,000, makir % total « ted 
| na sis of It 000 to be deporte luy current ur 
‘ 7 q ed would be #860.000 instead « a7 Oy ‘ sheret j 
w ew py « r from the ! \ yr. in WwW 
s th ‘ e not less t 2 1ea 
a ‘ nd trie ider the ¢ na 
! VY ay } t 
i ion t the nate i ‘ 
* — (uM 
ir 
cs AMI 
I 4 ENSO} 
fthel led 1 
ASURY DEPARTMEN E OF TH 
IR Permi me to respectfull f t 
ing up the estimates of cost to thel Stat a 
exclu no mention is madeo ir } t m 
the regular appropriations for the { Ll Stat 
It my eto make even an appro ly a \ € 
aI int for which the judiciary appropriat wi ible 
best information obtainable | am of the « niou th to per | 1 De 
a very low estimate for California, while the cost per capita for such ¢ nese 
persons resident in other States will be much greater than the sur umed, 
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As an example of the maximum of such costs I have before me an account 
of the United States marshal for the State of Washington, in which his 
fees in certain deportation cases reach $450 per capita. The consensus of 
opinion of those who handle such accounts places the cost of arrest and 
trial at #50 per capita throughout the whole country, including California 
You will understand that the expenses herein noted all occur before the ap 
propriation for enforcement of the Chinese exclusion act 
all ch expenses are payable from the several judiciary appropriations. 

I beg also to call your attention to gection 4 of the exclusion act, and in 

connection to state that the estimates hereinbefore made do not include 

e cost of continement as provided for in the section referre a to 

The cost to the United States of each convict confined in California is 50 
cents per day, in Washington #1 per day, and in addition each prisoner re 
ceives on his release ‘‘a good suit of clothes and $15 in money I do not 
presume to place an interpretation upon section 4 above cited, and 
the « milinement in or you may have the informat 
Sary to an amended estimat em suc yurse expt 


Respectfully, 


tof « ler tha ion neces 


iyouad 


bk JOUN G. CARLISLI 


Secretary of the 77 su 


In the second letter there has been an additional calculation 
based upon the additional cost percapita of deportation; so that 
the Secretary estimates that the total cost for transporting the 
same number would be, including the court expenses, which are 
estimated to be $35 per capita, in all $10,335,000. 

Mr. President, the amendment proposed by me is simply that 
an appropriation be made of $100,000. Of course that amount 
seems very smull in comparison with the amount stated to be re- 
quired by the Secretary of the Treasury, but itshould be said in 
this connection that no one expects that the Chinese will be de- 
ported in wholesale numbers. 

It issimply in the exercise of such judgment as Congress may 


+ 
t 
>~ 
) 
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is called upon, and | 


NOVEMBER | 


illegal denizens and actually to deport them, then t} 
panies will take notice accordingly and will advise 
residents on the Pacific coast to promptly register. 
Therefore it is, Mr. President, that I hope that t] 
very small sum of $100,000, may be appropriated in t 
if it be not deemed best that the amount should r 
sum as that, then I think certainly the sum of # 


| appropriated. 


only give | 


| reside on th 
| done 
| coast that the Congress of the United States ar 

| to show the Chinese that they can not defy the 


[am not speaking unadvisedly on this subject 
ferred with those who have been active in eitn 
gress upon it, and I believe it is vish of tho 
best informed on the subject, those members of ( 
Pacific coast, that there be somethii 
Congress at this time to show the people o 


the \¥ 


by 


© in 


punity. 

Now, Mr. President, I feel confident that my p 
according to the Chinese their full rights and their 
tion under the law will acquit me of any disposit 
upon these aliens any injury. It was believed that 
of my life,as it was my bounden duty to do, I prot 


| of them against the attacks of great, angry, tur 


possess that it will apropriate a reasonable amount of money to | 
show good faith, to give notice to the Chinese that they are to | 


be dealt with if they do not register. That is all there is of it. 
It is just like any other penalty for the commission of a misde- 
meanor or a crime. As I understand, the Chinese have been 
dealt with in the State of California for misdeme: 
infringing upon the vari 
cisco; they have been pl and he jails of 
that citv until these places of confinement were crowded, and it 
became impossible to inearcerate all of those convicted. In that 
way the Chinese were enabled to set the law at defiance. They 
saw that the ordinary machinery of the law was not sufficient 
and that provision be made for their 
Therefore understand the matter, } in 
the act which at present exists, and which it is proposed to 
amend, for the deportation of the Chinese as a penalty. 

Would it not be wise and proper for us to make an appropria- 
tir In every year prior to the present there been an 
appropriation made. In the year 1889 there was an appropria 
tion of $50,000; in 1890 an appropriation of $30,000; in 1891 
appropriation of $50,000; in 1892 an appropriation of $60,000; in 
1803 an appropriation of $100,000, and for the year 1894 an appro- 
priation of $50,000. 

Mr. President, I am not proposing to provide a sufficient fund 
to deport the Chinese in very large numbers. I do not think it 
is necessary in order to sustain the dignity of the law, but I do 
think it is necessary to provide a sufficient appropriation to show 
the intention of the Government. Senators will perhaps remem- 
ber the old story of Lord Eldon, who for about forty years sat 
upon the bench, an illustrious chancellor of the court of Great 
Britain. 

When a criminal was brought before him charged with steal- 
ing a horse which was just above the value of an English shil- 
ling, and was asked by the judge what he had to say why sen- 
tence of death should not be pronounced upon him he replied, 
‘*My Lord, it seems very hard that a man should be sentenced 
to death for stealing a horse of just above the value of ashilling.” 
(The crime of-horse-stealing was one of about sixty offenses pun- 
ishable at that time by the death penalty.) The memorable 


ved in the prisons in t 


could not incarceration. 


,as I provision was made 


has 


an 


when these Chinese were attacked in the Territory o 
ton, of which I then held the office of governor. 
Chinese had been violently driven out of the city of 
masse, and after their habitations had been burned, | 
at the request of the honorable Secretary of State, to 
all the history of this and other attacks upon the Ch 
Territory of Washington, and to ascertain the dam 
inflicted upon them. Upon this investigation I h 


to make a report to the Secretary of State, then 


| and to receive his thanks therefor. 
nor, and for | 
us ordinances of the city of San Fran- | 


| stated, I 


; com 


answer of Lord Eldon was, “Sir, you are not to be punished be- | 
cause you have stolen a horse of just above the value of a shil- | 


ling, but that horses may not be stolen.” 

Chis involves the whole principle, as I understand it, of the 
criminal jurisprudence of this and all otherlands. The penalty 
is to be as a deterrent. If the sum of money be provided and 


the machinery of the law shall go into effect so that these Chi- | 


nese who fail to register shall be actually deported inexemplary 


number, the effect as a deterrent will be immense upon those 
who have failed to register. 
ceed to register in any event. I believe they have been led to 
see that they erred in judgment in failing to register hereto- 
fore. But there will be others who will be encouraged by 
shrewd and abie attorneys to resist, unless Congress shall make 
plain and emphatic the intention of this Government. 

We do not know positively what attitude the Six Companies 
will take on the subject. I believe if a sufficient appropriation 
be made to show that the Government intends to prosecute these 


I believe many of them will pro- | 


I may also stat 
f the thanks of ' 


an expression Ol 


sequently 


in this 


ecelved 


country. 


ci uli 


fam not now in favor of pers 
ing them uifairly. 

Althougii widely different in habits and character fi 
of our own race, although utterly unassimilative to « 
instil .cions, these children of the Orient are here un 
sof the law. Theyshould be protected while they a: 

provisions of the present law, coupled with those 
| enactment, seem to me to be for their benefit and 
tection, if they would only avail themselves of these benefit 

The people of the Pacific coast have had a hard fight 

juestion. Their motives have been largely misund 
and misrepresented among the philanthropic peop! 
East. The provisions of the proposed enactment are s 
prevent fraud and evasion of the existing law of th 
States. I have thoughtcarefully upon the subject, and : 

have made investigation as chairman of th 

ittee which was last deputed to inquire into the 
this body, and I see no other way to make the po 
United States Government effective except by providi: 
registration and accurate identification of the Chines 
entitled under the law to remain in this country. 

[ believe that all treaties agreed to by this Govern: 
their nature subordinate to the laws of this country. 
to reason that no act of the Executive and of the Sen 
superior to a law enacted by both branches of Congr 
proved by the Executive. Ifsuch a law contraven 
that treaty must either give way or be relegated to t 
diplomacy for modification into accord with the 
United States. All nations, or at least all denizens, wv 
limits are bound totake noticeofour laws. Itisclai 
people that our legislation has violated our solemn 
gations to China. This 1 do notadmit. But I wil 
ter into a discussion of this branch of the subject. 

Suffice it to say that the attitude of the United S 
been already taken. Itis simply a question of providil 
safeguards, and, as I hold, what is still more imp: 
means to be provided for the execution of the existing 
policy of this Government has been declared and est 
Are we to recede from it, or to make it effective by su 
ditional legislation? It seems to me that the digni 
Government and its attitude on this question require 
able appropriation to provide for the execution of 
This Government has said, ‘‘I will;’’ now let this G 
say, “*I do,” otherwise, we only say, This is what we \ 
but we are not able to doit. [am unable to conceive t 
present Administration can refuse its assent to the pro) 
propriation. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, I rise to say merely a wo 
T have already said there are some things about the bil 
would have had differenily if I could have had my way 


cuting these 


people, « 


{ 


po 
“> 


The 


propose 


this 








lize the fact that any 


ght in 


amendment to the bill if adopted will 
however wise it mi be, c I 














‘ and no ment, 
J y consent to vote for, be ise I would consider it inimic: 
the matt of 1 appre ition, it would be well enoug! 
other cireumstances, but Iam informed and be 
{ h rie nt fur j sition of the Depart- 
te 1y immediate expenses 
may be it d upon ent if the bill should 
§ ! that ther ould be a 
le o1 » ex iditur oney if the 
ni 3 $100, 0 ould be as inadequate as 100 cents; 
d tike six or seven n ion dollars. I hope that no ame 
will be put upon the bil owever plausible or hows 
it ma em, becaus m ns hostility to the bill. 
VICE-PRESIDEN Che estion is on the amend 
osed by the Senator from Washington | Mr. SQUIRE]. 
RYE. Mrr President, I simply desire to say, because I 
to occupy the time of the Si te atall, that as am 
Committee on Foreign Relations, I was not in favor 
m not now in favor of th pending bill I believe that t 
(rf ay 3 it passea Co ss was a violati n of a of « 
ty ivations: that it dishonored the nation I believ« 
] he vw crime, and commercially, lknow itwasa 
nder { have no friendship for the bill or forany bill of a 
IUTRI c l from De 6 to exp la 
{ 4 uh } nk avot ) 1 \ n II 
oO i « Vo lr t he ll. 











‘ 1] 5 
imbered v I to adopt y al a i 
be passed in the ot of Congress 
FRYE It yuld t 0 to tl Com! 
in the other H« 
GRA "| are I L¢ é 1 ] ha e oO ed 
ss the only t to relieve the present situation is to 
( 4 I i Ge Unl ss tl re is S50me > n to 
eit] ie who wishes to dress the Senate on the bill, I 
ve that the S« ts oceed to the consideration of execu- 
ne t this d let the r 1 ro over nti Oo 
morro 
i V\ LT of ¢ tO l L W Sta to the Senator from 
Lh ied there are twoor thi ‘ 
a vho de to d senate on tl ibjec und I m 
§ ire to do so, m« for tl rpose of answe ig questions 
11oO thing « é ( er, the two « three S 
| re to addr the Senate 
i ‘ » other Sx tor hod re to 
euk i wish to s that it 1s ex ingly lt ol 
i I na opinion of thos oO agre with 
me out the ll, that w hould have a vote up it at as ear 
a ¢ | ct I Ln < th nat to to vote 
the bill to-morrow at 4 o’cloc ne the debate ould ¢ Se 
bef tLhnat time, 
Mr. DOLPH (to Mr. GRA’ S l yu can I obtain LD 
( nsent 
Mi GR LY I as ul ( on nt.o oul 
r. DAVIS rose. 
Mr.GRAY. There is a great desire, as Senators well know. 
to adjourn after the ex! stive labors of the present session, 
nd it seems to me that all that need be said on either side of! 
th cal be lid to-morrow by the time I have named 
m e appeal in the interest of the publie service that ws 
rea vote to-morrow bé we adjourn. If any hour 
te l o’cloc it S Oo rse that hour can be 
I. la inanimous consent that we shall take the vote upon 
bill to-morrow at 4 o'clock, unless some later hour to-morrow 
more agreeable. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the : 
of the Senator from Delawar¢ 
Mr. DAVIS. | have no impedient to offer to the spe V dis- 
position of the bill. I desire to address the Senate briefl pon 


it [ can not do it to-day, for I ‘wish to obtain some data. and 1] 
( ot want to be cut out by any arbitrary fixing of the hour to 
I w when the vote shall be taken. How many Senators 


desire to speak upon the 
or from Ca 


vO any object 


vill 


raq 
Vi 


[do not know. I understand t] 
|[Mr. WHITE] designs to speak in rep 
may be offered to the passage of the bill, 
pleasure of hearing him before I sub- 
own, for | sine rely d en- 


‘ 





j ions which 
3 and I hoped to have the 
mitted any remarks of 

; lightened upon the subject. 

a Mr.GRAY. I will merely say there is a hope expressed on 
= ‘wi sides over here that we may be able to adjourn the day after 
to-morrow. I should be one of the last to wish to debar the 
Senator from Minnesota from saying all that he wishes to say. 
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Lieut. (junior grade) Thomas S. Rogers, to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Hugh Rodman, to be a lieutenant, junior grade. 

Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate October 31, 1898. 

CONSUL, 

Kdgar Schramm, of San Antonio, Tex., to be consul of the 
United States at Montevideo, Uruguay. 

Kexecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 1, 1898. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Edwin F’. Uhl, of Michigan, to be Assistant Secretary of State. 
CONSULS. 

John R. Meade, of New London, Conn., to be consul of the 
United States at Santo Domingo. 

Jacob E. Dart, of Georgia, to be consul of the United States at 
Guadelowpe, West Indies. 

Doctor H. Sommer, jr., of Pennsylvania, to be consul of the 
United States at Bombay. British India. 

J. Edward Nettles, of Darlington, S. C., to be consul of the 
United States at Trieste, Austria. 

Henry C. Morris, of Illinois, to be consul of the United States 
at Ghent, Belgium. 

John D. Hall, of Connecticut, to be consul of the United States 
at San Juan, Puerto Rico. 

Robert P. Poole, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to be consul of the United 
States at Sierre Leone, Africa. 

David N. Burke, of New York, now consul at Pernambuco, 
Brazil, to be consul of the United States at Malaga, Spain. 

Robert J. Kirk, of South Carolina, to be consu! of the United 
States at Copenhagen, Denmark. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Medical Department. 
Capt. Edward T. Comegys, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon. 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF NEW MEXICO. 

Needham C. Collier, of New Mexico Territory, to be associate 

justice of the supreme court of the Territory of New Mexico. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Preston A. Griffith, of Kearney, Nebr., to be receiver of pub- 

lic moneys at Sidney, Nebr. 
INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 

Henry L. Dawes, of Pittsfield, Mass., Meredith H. Kidd, of 
Wabash, Ind., Archibald S. McKennon, of Clarkesville, Ark., 
commissioners to negotiate with the Cherokee, Choctaw, and 


Chickasaw Nations, the Muscogee or Creek Nation, and the 
Seminole Nation of Indians. 
POSTMASTERS. 

William R. Ker, to be postmaster at Calais, in the county of 
Washington and State of Maine. 

John D. Hanrahan, to be postmaster at Rutland, in the county 
of Rutland and State of Vermont. 

Bright B. Nunnally, to be postmaster at Marianna, in the 
county of Lee and State of Arkansas. 

Fannie T. McMillan, to be postmaster at Arkadelphia, in the 
county of Clark and State of Arkansas. 

Thomas W. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Argenta, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Arkansas. 

James R. McAlister, to be postmaster at Bowling Green, in 
the county of Pike and State of Missouri. 

John Dailey, to be postmaster at Monett, in the county of 
Barry and State of Missouri. 

Joseph A. Black, to be postmaster at Carrollton, in the county 
of Carroll and State of Missouri. 

John P. Ehlinger, to be postmaster at Lagrange, in the county 
of Fayette and State of Texas. 

Mrs. Nora Boothe, to be postmaster at Del Rio, in the county 
of Valverde and State of Texas. 

Sloan M. Young, to be postmaster at Savannah, in the county 
of Andrew and State of Missouri. 

Benjamin F. Howard, to be postmaster at Tuskegee, in the 
county of Macon and State of Alabama. 

Lee H. Vance, to be postmaster at Clarksburg, in the county 
of Harrison and State of West Virginia. 

Mrs. M. J. Gardiner, to be postmaster at Anaheim, in the 
county of Orange and State of California. 

John A. St. Clair, to be postmaster at Benton, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Illinois. 

Henry C. Feltman, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county 
of Marion and State of Illinois. 

Minnie Pulford, to be postmaster at Opelousas, in the parish 
of St. Landry and State of Louisiana. 

William H. Camp, to be postmaster at Canaan, in the county 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 

Daniel F. Davis, to be postmaster at Columbus, in the county 
of Platte and State of Nebraska. 
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Reuben J. Rushing, to be postmaster at Pinckneyville. 


county of Perry and State of Illinois, —— 
Frank M. Roth, to be postmaster at Norwalk, in the coun: of 
Huron and State of Ohio. ie 
Palmer K. Shankland, to be postmaster at Jamestown 8 
county of Chautauqua and State of New York. 
John K. Stuart, to be postmaster at Lakeville, in the . y 
of Litchfield and State of Connecticut. 
Silas J. Brandon, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the co f 
De Kalb and State of Indiana. 
Lucius O. Bishop, to be postmaster at Clinton, in the county of 


Vermilion and State of Indiana. 

George W. Lewis, to be postmaster at Santa Rosa, in the c 
of Sonoma and State of California. 

Thomas R. Kyle, to be postmaster at 'Tecumseh, in thec 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan. 

Alphonso Brown, to be postmaster at Frankfort,in the county 
of Benzie and State of Michigan. 

Patrick Dillon, to be postmaster at Haughville, in the cou 
of Marion and State of Indiana. 

Duane E. Geer, to be postmaster at Ellendale, in the county of 
Dickey and State of North Dakota. . 

Hattie A. Lynch, to be postmaster at Oakes, in the county of 
Dickey and State of North Dakota. 

William H. Todd, to be postmaster at Spearfish, in the county 
of Lawrence and State of South Dakota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, November 1, 1893. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
proved. 


Prayer by Rev. E. B. BAGBy, 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, [ submit the resolution 
I send to the desk, and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That Edward B. Bagby,of the City of Washington, D. C i 
he is hereby elected Chaplain of the Fifty-third Congress, to fill the y y 
caused by the death of Samuel W. Haddaway. 

The resolution was adopted. 

On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, a.motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table 
The Rev. Mr. Bagby then appeared at the bar of the 

and was sworn into office by the Speaker. 


IN, APPROPRIATIONS 
OFFICE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the ‘ 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communi 
from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimat: 
ficiencies in the appropriations for the expenses of the 
Office for the current fiscal year; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRIES UNDER THE DESERT-LAND ACT, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House an act (S. 592) toextond 
the time for making final payment on entries under the de 
land act; which was referred to the Committee on Irrig at of 
Arid Lands. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a bill (H. R. 279! 
provide for the time and place of holding the terms of United 
States circuit and district courts in South Dakota, with 
ments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I had som: 
sation with one of the gentlemen representing South 
[Mr. Lucas], and I understood that he desired concu 
the Senate amendments to this bill; but this morning | 
ceived a telegram from Mr. PicKLER, the author of th 
pressing a desire that it be postponed until he can look 
subject. I therefore ask that the bill lie on the Speake: 9 
for the present. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this bill will li 
Spexker’s table until the return of the gentleman from ~ 
Dakota |Mr. PICKLER]. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

NEW YORK AND NEW JERSEY BRIDGE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. |’. 28°) 
to authorize the New York and New Jersey Bridge Com) ny ‘0 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Hudson [tiver be 
tween New York City and the State of New Jersey, with «mead: 


ments of the Senate thereto. 


Vouicnd 


@Q 


DEFICIENCIES FOR EXPENSES O ND 


= 


C 
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with the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a committee of 


conference. 
Che SPEAKER. The amendments will be read. 
rhe Clerk read the amendments, as follows. 
we 1, line 17, strike out ‘‘lay upon” and insert “ locate, construct, and 
laintain 
Page 1, line 18, after “ bridge,”’ insert “ and the approaches thereto 


Pace J, line 19, strike out all after **road’’ down toand including * thereto 





line 22 
Page 2, line 1, strike out ‘‘their’’ and insert ‘its.’ 

Page 2, line 2, strike out “tracks” and insert * and.” 

Page 2. lines 2 and 3, st eout *‘and connections 

Page 2, line 4, strike « their und insert * its.”’ 

Pace 2. line & strike out all after ‘“‘the’’ down to and including “ pre 
ribed.”’ 

Page 2, line 11,insert ‘Secretary of War.’ 

Page 2. line 15, strike out all after ‘‘New York” down to and including 
New Yo in line 27 

Page 4, line 3. strike out ‘‘and”’ where it first occurs and insert ‘‘or.” 
Page 5, line 7, strike out all after reserved ’ down to and including 

ume,” line 12, and insert And the provisions of subdivision 3 of this 
uct shall be extended to anv other bridge company heretofore authorized 

Conecress to bridge said river at New York City: Provided, That such 
mpany shall submit plans and location of its bridge pursuant thereto to 

Secretary of War within one year after the passage of this act. 


The motion of Mr. DUNPHY that the House disagree to the 
mendments of the Senate and ask a committee of conference 
was agreed to, and the Speaker appointed as conferees on the 
partofthe House Mr.GEARY,Mr. BARTLETT, and Mr. FLETCHER. 


RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution [S. R. 36] transferring the exhibit of the Navy De- 


partment, known as the model battle ship Illinois, to the State of 
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Mr. DUNPHY. Mr.Speaker,I move that the House disagree | Mr. ALLEN. AsTI understand, the 


S057 


proposition of the gentle- 


man from West Virginia is to only partially stifle debate by the 
previous question. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] will take the House into his confidence 
We can not hear him. 

Mr. BLAND. Lhope the gentleman from West Virgir Mr. 
WILSON!, who is in charge of the bill, w permit the de to 
go On until he sees proper to ove the previous questi 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The parliamentary di 
in the way of that, Mr. Speaker, is that if I call up the bill ona 

| motion to coneur, without demanding the previous question 

| lose control of the bill upon the tloor of the House, and th 
bate goes on with opportunities for all sorts of amendmen 
Therefore I feel constrained to insist upon my motion for the 


illinois, as a naval armory for the use of the naval militia of the | 


the termination of the World’s Columbian 
Speaker signed the same. 


SILVER BULLION. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 1) tore 
peal a part of an act, approved July 14, 1890, entitled **‘ An act 
directing the purchase of silver bullion and the issue of Treas- 
ury notes thereon, and for other purposes,” with amendment of 
the Senate thereto. 

The SPEAKER. 

The amendment 


ois, on 


State of Illi 
iixposition; when the 


Pl 


RCHASE OF 


The Clerk will report the amendment. 
was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That so much of the act approved July 14, 1890, entitled ‘An act directing 
the purchase of silver bullion and issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for 
other purposes ts the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from 





as alre 


time to time silver bullion to the aggregate amount of 4,500,000 ounces, or so | 


much thereof as may be offered in each month at the market price thereof, 
not exceeding $1 for 371.2 grains of pure silver, and to issuein payment for 
such purchases Treasury notes of the United States, be, and the same is 
hereby, repealed. And it is hereby declared to be the policy of the United 
States to continue the use of both gold and silver as standard money, and 
to coin both gold and silver into money of equal intrinsic and exchangeable 
value, such equality to be secured through international agreement, or by 
such safeguards of legislation as will insure the maintenance of the parity 
in value of the coins of the two metals, and the equal power of every dollar 
at all times in the markets and in the payment of debts. And it is hereby 
further declared that the efforts of the Government should be steadily di- 
rected to the establishment of such a safe system of bimetallism as will 
maintain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or issued by the 
United States, in the markets and in the payment of debts.” a 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr.Speaker,I move to con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate to the House bill which has 
just been read, and on that I demand the previous question. I 
wish to say, however, to my friend from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
upon the other side that I have no desire to press for a vote im- 
mediately after the lapse of the half hour which will be allowed 





under the rules for debate if the previous question is ordered. | 


If the previous question can, therefore, be considered as ordered. 
[ am perfectly willing that the half hour allowable under the 
rules may be extended to such reasonable time to-day as the gen- 


tleman may desire for debate upon the question—say three | 


o’clock or half-past three. 

Mr. BLAND. 
cerned I have no desire to unduly delay the consideration of this 
bill and the final vote upon it. 

[ had hoped, however, that the friends of the measure would 
permit it to come up in its regular order for debate in the regu- 
lar way. The gentleman in charge of the bill has a majority 
with him. Under the rules of the House he can move the pre- 
vious question at any time, and I do not see the necessity on this 
occasion for demanding the previous question and afterward to 
have the debate. 

It seems to me we could let the debate go on, and when the 
geutleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] thinks and the 
House thinks that debate has proceeded far enough, the gentle- 
man can then demand the previous question. I hope the bill 
will remain open for debate at least until that time. 


XX V—192 


Mr. Speaker, so far as I am personally con- | 





previous question. 


Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois and others. 
Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from West 


That is right 


\ irginia Mr. WIL- 


SON] has control of the bill 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. [would say to gentlemenon 
the other side that I am perfectly willing to extend the half hour 
allowable for debate under the rule, after the previous question 
is ordered, to one hour, two hours, or three hours, if gentlemen 
desire that time for debate. 

Mr. BLAND. In reply to the gentleman's suggestion that he 
will lose control of the bill, I will say that he will not se con- 


trol of the bill unless the House takes it away from him. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. May lI ask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill a question? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. [namoment. I donot he 
the remark of the gentleman from Missowri|Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. I say the gentleman will not lose control of the 


ar 


bill unless the House takes it away from him. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. May lLask the gentleman in charge of 
the bill if he will consent to this: To consider the previous 


) 
question as ordered and allow five-minute speeches until 4 





o’clock this afternoon, simply for the purpose of allowing mem- 
bers to give reasons for their votes, and to give opportunity for 
such amendments as may be olfered, and t o'clock let the 
voting begin and be closed before the House adjourn? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. [I have made the only mo- 
tion that it seems to me I can properly make, that is, the de 
mand for the previous question with the offer to extend the half 
hour to an hour, or two hours, or even three hours, if gentlemen 


upon the other side desire that time for debate 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not desire that the gentleman shall 
control of the bill. My proposition is that the pr 
question be considered as ordered, and th yr begin promptly 


»>votin 


at 4 o’clock upon all amendments, and finally upon the sub- 
stitute as adopted by the Senate, allowing members five minutes 
each 


+ 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. There is noamendment, ex- 
cept the amendment offered by the Senate. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. There may be. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Iwish to makean inquiry at this stage of 
the proceedings, 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state it. 

Mr. HUDSON. I would like to ask the gentlemana ion. 

The SPEAKER. One moment. The gentleman from Miss 
sippi [Mr. STOCKDALE] rises to a parliamentary inquiry 

Mr. STOCKDALE. I would like to ascertain, if possible, w] 
it is 


NI 


q ue st 


r. WILSON of West Virginia. Somany gentlemenare speak- 


ing to me that I can not hear the questionsthat are being put to 
me. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Then I will suggest, Mr. Speaker, that 

| we seem to be in the handsof the gentleman from West Virginia 

{[Mr. WILSON], and whatever is granted to us is by his leave, if 


we can not make an inquiry. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I made no objection to the 


inquiry. lI simply said I could not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. STOCKDALE. The gentleman will pardon me, [ thought 
he declined. My inquiry is, why is it that this bill is to take 


a different course from any other bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is not. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Why is it that the gentleman from West 
Virginia |Mr. WILSON] says he can only consent to move the 
previous question now, and then to extend the priviledge to 
members to speak who wish to be heard, cutting off all amend- 


ments? Is the bill so defective that it can not bear scrutiny, and 
that amendments can not be offered? Are there no rights belong- 
| ing to gentlemen in this House except those who favor this 


bill? Or are we to look to any gentleman on this floor for the 
privilege of exercising the rights of American Representatives 
here: 

Mr. REED. 


The one-man power. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. STOCKDALE. The one-man power that has ‘‘come 
down to us from a former generation.” 

Mr. REED. Notthe one-man power that is now in operation. 

Mr. M(CREARY of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order, 
Mr. Speaker. it is utterly impossible, owing to the confusion, 
to hear what is proceeding upon the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to maintain order 
on the floor if gentlemen will keep their seats. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to say to the gentleman from 


West Virginia, in charge of this bill, that the friends of silver | 


do not intend to obstruct the passage of the bill—— 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia to be in the line of expedit- 
ing a vote on the bill. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Undoubtedly. 
some of us who have been here 
from Missouri has been gone five or six weeks in the 


We are just as anxious, 
tleman f 
short session 


go home as anybody else. 


fore the country in proper shape, to endeavor if possible to se- 


cure harmonious actionamongst the Democrats, and at the same | 
time give the silver men every opportunity to be heard on this | 
Now, L appeal to the gentleman to give this time that | 


matter. 
[ have requ sted up to 4 o’clock, and then let the voting begin. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I have made the proposition 
of the gentlem 'n from Georgi: to the other side. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then if the gentleman in charge of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures will not accept 
the proposition I will accept it. [Laughter. | 

Mr. BRYAN. I wish to ask the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia a question. Do we understand that the reason for moving 
the previous question is to prevent the House from having the 
right to vote oa amendments if desired? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. That is one reason; but 

Mr. BRYAN. I want the RecorDtoshow that those incharge 
of this bill are not willing that those who are opposed to it shall 
have the right toexpress themselves on amendments to be offered. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. The opportunity was given 
and we voted on all of the amendments offered from that side, as 
the gentleman is well aware. 

Mr. BRYAN. Let me ask the gentleman if that has not been 
about three months ago? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I understand the chairman of the com- 
mittee agreed that amendments should be offered and debated 
up to 4o0’clock. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, no.”] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I made no agreement about 
amendments. 

Mr. LIVINGTSON. Whether the gentleman from Missouri 
can speak for his side of the question or not I think that the 
proposition submitted is not an unreasonable one. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Will the gentleman from Geor- 
gia kindly state which side he is on? 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from 


Missouri [Mr. BLAND], speaking for his side if he can do so, | 


state whether or not he will accept my proposition? 

Mr. BLAND. I can accept no proposition except that this bill 
shall be acted upon in the regular way. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
obliged to insist on my motion for the previous question. 

[Cries of “Vote!” “*Vote!”] 

The SPEAKER. 
mands the previous question on his motion. 

Mr. BRYAN. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. er 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 
126, noes 180. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
3 o'clock. 


The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes | 


21, noes 191, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr.Speaker, I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it be to meet on Friday at 12 o'clock. 


The quest'on was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | 


noes seemed to prevail. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I eall for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

Mr. BRYAN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were refused. ; 

Mr. BRYAN. [ask for a count of the other side. 

The SPEAKER. There is no other side. The rules provide 
that one-fifth of a quorum may order tellers, so as to that ques- 
tion there is no other side. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Mr. BRYAN. Imove that the House now adjourn. 


I understand the proposi- | 


all the time, although the gen- | 


we are just as anxious to get away from here and | 
We only want to have an opportunity | 
to explain our yotes upon this proposition, to put the matter be- | 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I am | 


The gentleman from West Virginia de- | 


I movethat the House take a recess until | 


The question was taken; and on a division there we 
23, noes 185. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr.SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker, I move that when t] 
adjourns it be to meet on Thursduy next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That motion has just 
morrow is Thursday, and the House 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 
11 o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 


peel! reiec 
has just refused 1 


I move that it adjourn until Th 


I make the point of order on that 1 

| that itis a recess. The rules of the House provide that 

the House adjourns it be to meet at 12 o’clock, and the fixi 

| a time prior to that is simply in the nature of a recess. W 
not change the time of adjournment by a motion. When wi 
journ we adjourn to a time fixed in the rule, and to adjourn 
any other time must, in the nature of things, be a r cess. 

Mr. HOPKINS of Illinois. It is a motion to change the | 
of the House in that regard. 

: Mr. OATES. I think the gentleman from Illinois i: ist 
in saying that the rules fix 12 o'clock as the hour of meeting. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The effect of the m 
the standing order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the attention of the g 
| man from Tennessee to the fact that this would be in eff 
change of the order of the House. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then I modify my motion and mo 
take a recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion « 
SNODGRASS). The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. [ask for a division. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 10, foes 181. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I call for the yeas and nays on this « 
tion. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nay 
were—ayes 29. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I call for the other side. 

The negative vote being called for on ordering the yeas 
nays, the result was announced—ayes 29, noes 185, not oue-fi! 
voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. BRYAN. ILask for tellers on ordering the yeas and na 

Tellers were not ordered, only 20 voting therefor. 

So the yeas and nays were refused; and the motion of M 
SNODGRASS was rejected. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move that when we adjourns it be to meet 
Saturday next. 

Mr. WELLS. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLS. Have not the Committee on Rules got ar 
made rule that will operateinthiscase? [Laughter.] If so, \ 
is it not presented? 

The SPEAKER. That is nota parliamentary inquiry. 
gentleman from Nebraska moves that when the House adjo 
to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRYAN, th 
| were—ayes 24, noes 196. 

Mr. BRYAN. lIask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 25 voting in fa 
thereof. ’ 

So the motion of Mr. BRYAN was rejected. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman fr 
Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON | rise? 

Mr. HENDERSON of fowa. To makeamotion. I move t 
| the House take a recess for thirty minutes, in order that 
| five “‘ezars” constituting the Committee on Rules may bri! 

a cloture rule to put an end to this time-dishonored foolis 
{Laughter and applause. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to put the motion. T 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. SNODGRASS] moves that | 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRYAN. I move toamend by fixing the time to whi 
the House shall adjourn as Friday noon. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to adjourn is not amendable. 

Mr. BRYAN. Then I move to adjourn till Friday noon. 

Tne SPEAKER. Pending the motion of the gentleman 
Tennessee that the House adjourn the gentleman from Nebr 
moves that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to | 
on Friday next. 

| Mr. SNODGRASS. 
| til Saturday. 

The SPEAKER. The motion ot the gentleman from Nebra 
[Mr. BRYAN] takes precedence of the motion of the gentlem 
from Tennessee [Mr. SNopGRASS]. The question will be tir 
taken on the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BRYAN, tho' 


ition would be to chan 








I move that the House take a recess un 
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when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday | ous tion is to « 
next, there were—ayes 24, noes 180, l to this bill; side ” 
Ir. BRYAN. I call for the yeas and nays. t ny amendmen 
The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 21 voting in favor SPEAK m or . i 
the of. : l L é l 
So the motion of Mr. BRYAN was! cted WILSON W 1 
Mr. SNODGRASS. 1 ) to tal vr for one a ( q ’ } 
The SPIE LK ER. There is pend ng a motion of the re ntle I 
man from Tennessea [Mr. SNODGRASS] to adjourn, which takes he SPEAKER. N } 
pre edence of the motion for a recess. . ( d. [" } h 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I withdraw the motion to adjourn, and | nays on the 
move to take a recess for one hour, | q t l t 
Mr. BRYAN. Pending that I move that we do now adjour ‘he SPEAKER. T . 
Mr. SNODGRASS. | move that when the Hous ad Ourns, | py t [ tl aem or tl \ 
adjourn until Saturday next. ‘ 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the position of the BRYAN | 
question The gentleman from Tennessee moves that the Hous YUN \ of « 
take a recess for one hour; the gentleman from Nebraska moves SPEAKER, 1 t 
that the House do now adjourn. The question will be taken on IUNN. I] 
the motion of the gentlemin from Nebraska. t ! rt 
The question having been put, t ' ve a right to 
The SPE .K ER. The noes seem to hay Lt. S EAKER () ( 
Mr. BRYAN. I call for a division. ye nd 1 ord O 
The question being again taken, there were—ayes 21, noes 178. | | rut ft , 
Mr. BRYAN. Idemand the yeas and nays. 1 States, may have the 
The question having been taken on ordering the yeas and Mr. DUN! t not their ) } 
nays t to that privilege wit le to 
The SPEAKER. Twenty-five gentlemen have risen in favor | ris 
of ordering the yeas and nays—in the opinion of the Chair, not r SPEAKER. O th of t r the ¢ 
a sufficient number. stitution, may have t yn the Jou 
Mr. BRYAN. I demand tellers. 7 t wogentlemen hav t cond the demand 
The q icstion was taken on ordering tellers. and | l I ! ) Lior t oO t 
The SPEAKER. Twenty-one gentlemen have arisen in sup- nded t ( 
port of the demand—not a sufficient number, and tellers are re- es have it, ithe f uses to 
fused. The noes have it, and the motion is not agreed to. BIN LN ! for 7 o the « ] 
Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a respec | na! 
motion e SPEAKER The genth de ls t fe has 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending. What is the | th cht to muke that d an 
motion? Ch suesti lr 
Mr. MORSE. Idesire to move, Mr. Speaker, that the House The SPE R. Nin c n ve not 
take cess for fifteen minutes to allow the Committee on Rules | f mnt nu er, and t r . The noes h t, and 
to act. th louse fu ; to djo ! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hardly thinks that motion is in Mr. SNODGRASS. I move that the House takea 
ord to ( tlloclo 
Mr. REED. A point oforder. The committee have the right Mr. SHAW. Ap iment it 
to act now, under the rules The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion for a recess pending. \ SHAW It is evident that an er ntl ( ; 


Mr. REED. The committee have a perfect right to act. loor of this House have made engagements elsewh this aft 





The SPEAKER. The Chair did not suppose the gentleman | noo to inquire if it will be in « t 

from Massachusetts to be s:rious. {| Laughter. } in nee to all who d © toret I 
Mr. REED. I beg pardon; I supposed he was. [Laughter. ssion 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that SPEAKER. That w d not be in order. 


the House take a recess for one hour. r,. SHAW. It 
The question vas taken, and the Speake r announced that the . BRY AN. I move the House do nov adjou 
noes seem to have it. ! CTRACEY. I submit that that motion is out of orde1 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Division. | is the last motion submitted 
The House divided: and there were—ayes 22, noes 167. | The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of t 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask for the yeas und nays, Mr. Speaker. | tl n from Nebraska to the fact that th oti 
The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. of higher privilege than the motion to ta 
The SPEAK ER. Sixter hnge itiemen have arisen nota suffi- Ho i) : St voted at 1 moi n to adjourn _ v 
cient number. ‘st have to be taken on t motion to adjourn, v 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I eall for the other side. otition of the motion without intervening b 


The other side was counted. Mr. SNODGRASS. l move to take a r I 

The SPEAKER. Sixteen gentlemen have arisen to second | 1 ‘row. The last vote was taken on t mot t 
the demand, and 165 have arisen in opposition—not one-fifth, EAKER. 17 ntleman from Ten l 
and the yeas and nays are refused. ' 1 is in or . a 0 10 

Mr. SNODGRASS. L demand tell 3 is out of or 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. SRYAN. Inorderto obviate thut « 


The SPEAKER. Ten gentlemen have arisen in support of yve that when we adjourn to-day it be t 
the demand for tellers—not a sufficient number, and tellers are | « M 
refused. The noes have it, and the motion of the gentleman SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker,I 
from Tennessee is not agreed to. m ‘om Nebraska by stri 


Mr. BRYAN. I move that the House do now adjourn Friday. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the SPEAKER. The Chair w tood t the 
noes seemed to have it. nan from Nebraska [M tYAN] t > tl t 


Mr. BRYAN. Division. House adjourns to-day it adjourn to me« 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 164. SNODGRASS, Then ] » t 

Mr. BRYAN. I demand the yeas and nays. lay. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. A parliamentary inquiry. [he SPEAKER. The Ho ould meet to-morro ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it thout any such o 
Mr. WILSON of Washington. The proposition I desire to ir. BRYAN. 





submit possibly may interest the gentlem iu from West Virginia he question being taken on Mr. BRYAN’S motion, that when 
[Mr. WILSON}. Do I understand, and does this side of the | the House ad i , 
House understand, because when this bill or what was known as | S er decl 
the Wilson bill was up before all the amendments that were Nr. BRYAN. lLask for a divisio 
offered came from the other side of the House, that if the previ- The h li 
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Mr. BRYAN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, 18 
members voted in the affirmative; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BRYAN. lI ask for the other side. 

The other side was counted, and 146 members voted in the 
negative. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers on the demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, 13 members 
voted in theaffirmative; not a sufficient number; so tellers were 
refused. 

The SPEAKER, The question now recurs on the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [|Mr. SNODGRASS], that the House 
take a recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

The question being taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 180. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Idemand the yeas and nays on my mo- 
tion for a recess. 

The question being taken, the yeas and nays were refused, 
only 18 members voting in the affirmative and 160 in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee demands tellers on his demand for the yeas 
and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering tellers, they were re- 
fused, only 17 members voting in the aflirmative. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise now to aparliament- 
ary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If the previous question is ordered by 
the House will not a motion to commit the bill with instructions 
let in an amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is inclined to think that a mo- 
tion to commit with instructions would be in order after the 
previous question is ordered. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Then I want to say to the gentlemen 
who are fighting this proposition in this way that they can get 
in their amendments after the previous question is ordered 
upon a motion to commit with instructions. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If this bill is to be forced through in the 
interest of the plutocrats and bankers of Wall street, we do not 
intend to lie down and consent to it. 

The SPEAKER (having put the questionon ordering the pre- 
vious question). The previousquestionisordered. [Applause.] 
There will now be fifteen minutes for debate on each side. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from West Virginia |[Mr. WIL- 
SON] to control the fifteen minutes in favor of the proposition, 
and will afterward recognize the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] to control the time in opposition. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. [rise to make a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] had been recognized. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that, the gentleman from West Virginia being on the 
floor, the gentleman from Tennessee can not make a motion until 
he yields. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iwant to know whether, notwithstanding 
the ordering of the previous question, we shall not still have the 
right to make these motions; and if so, whatadvantage have the 
gentlemen gained? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry, the 
Chair thinks. The gentleman from West Virginia is recognized 
for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. BLAND] desires to occupy his fifteen minutes, I hope 
he will do so now. I reserve my time. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I make the point of order that the gentle- 
man from West Virginia had not the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had announced that-he recog- 
nized the gentleman from West Virginia for fifteen minutes and 
would subsequently recognize the gentleman from Missouri for 
fifteen minutes. That was the announcement of the Chair. Un- 
der the rules, after the previous question is ordered, thirty min- 
utes are allowed for debate—fifteen minutes on each side of the 
proposition. 


I ask for tellers. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
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Mr. BRYAN. 
ing? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia 
WILSON] has the floor. 

Mr. BRYAN. I thought he reserved his time. 

The SPEAKER. If he does, the Chair recognizes the gon 
man from Missouri. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read at the 
Clerk’s desk an amendment that I expect to offer to this bill. 
At the proper time I shall move to recommit this bill to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, «nd Measures with instructio 
to report it back with this amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the Senate amendment the following: 

“And to provide for carrying into effect the policy of the foregoing declar 
tion and that so much of the act of January 18, 1837. in regard to the « 
lishment of a mint and relating to the coins of the United States as re 
to and provides for the coinage of the standard silver dollar of 41 
of standard silver, be, and the same is hereby, revived and retnact: 
full force and effect.”’ 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, we have now reached the time 
when a vote must be taken on the all-important question of re 
turning to the Sherman law of 1873—a pitiable condition | must 
confess, as a Democrat on this floor; for since that law was par- 
tially repealed in 1878 I have witnessed in this House struzgle 
after struggle wherein the Democratic party stood almost solid 
in favor of the unlimited coinage of silver. But in an evil hour 
the moneyed interests of this country, as I believe for the pur- 
pose of aifecting legislation, have precipitated what probably 
might have been troubles early in the future, have encouraged 
and brought on in this country a panic, and have insisted that 
it was the silver-purchasing clause of the Sherman law of 1890 
that has brought this panic upon the people. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, this law is to be wiped from the statute 
book. It is a law with which I have no particular sympathy. I 
had hoped that it might not be wiped off until that great politi- 
cal party to which I belong may have performed its pledges in 
this Houseand restored silver tounlimitedcoinage. Lhad hoped 
that the existing law might have for the time assisted in sus 
taining the value of silver until we could have fully restored it to 
free coinage. 

If the proposition were that which has been proclaimed on the 
floor of this House from time to time during the last iifteen 
years—that if we are to coin silver we should put more silver in 
a dollar and thus make it nearer the commercial ratio, that 
would be a reasonable proposition. We made concessions upon 
that point for the purpose of testing the sincerity of those who 
made such statements, and we found them utterly false. 

I shall offer this amendment, Mr. Speaker, as the platform on 
which the Democratic party of the South and West wil! do 
battle in the future. It contemplates the repe.l of the Sherman 
law of 1873 to follow the repeal of the Sherman law of 189). It 
practically repeals the Sherman law of 1873, and places the finan 
ces of this country on that broad basis of bimetallism where 
they stood when that infamous act of 1873 was enacted. 

Mr. Speaker, I would have despaired of the future of my party 
had I not seen in this House and at the other end of the Capito! 
a stalwart unterrified force that have battled here for the last 
three months seeking to establish the principles announced in 
the Democratic platform. But when [see those Representatives 
and those Senators who’have stood steadfast in all this storm, I 
find a nucleus wherein and whereby on the platform announced 
in the proposed amendment the Democratic party inal! sections 
west of the Allegheny Mountains will stand; and, in my opinion, 
the great mass of the eastern Democracy will finally stand with 
them, and we shall triumph on that platform. 

We are not discouraged, Mr. Speaker, but, on the contrary, 
when this law is enacted and placed on the statute books and 
the whole issue is made up whether this country must go to gold 
monometallism, that has already practically bankrupted Europe, 
or whether we shall reéstablish the financial system of the Con- 
stitution as given to us by our fathers, I can not doubt the result. 
Bimetallism as of the days before silver was demonetized will 
yet be decreed by the voters of this country, and that, too, in 
such way as Representatives will be compelled to obey. 

We have been promised, Mr. Speaker, that when this law shall 
be finally repealed, and we shall have returned to the single 
gold standard, that the great banking institutions of the coun- 
try will pour out their money, that business will revive, that 
prosperity will come to this people. Wait and see. 

Mr. Speaker, there might possibly be a spasmodic revival of 
business under these promises, but it can not last. It will be 
temporary. It can not be permanent. It is impossible that it 
should be. Because we have seen it tried in Europe—in England 
and in Germany—and what is the condition of their people at 
this time? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Stocks are even now falling. 


Has any one the floor at this time for 
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Mr. BLAND. My friend from Tennessee reminds me that 
stocks have already begun to fall; andif anything should riseon 
account of the repeal of the Sherman law, and going to a gold 
stand ird in this country. it o ight to be stocks, for the whole 
legislation has been thrust into this House and before this Con- 
cress as a stock ae ing operati ion. [ \ pplause. | 
~ ‘They had suppost 1 th t by making their bonds and stocks, on 
which the hose of ‘water has been turned many many times 
over again in Wall street—that these watered stocks, now de- 
pressed and having much of the water wrung outof them, would, 
when made sure of being paid in gold, rise in value to par, water 


and all. 

But it so happens that the Old World is in distress: and in- 
c 
to us, notwithstanding the repeal of this law. And since we 
have repealed that law in the interest of stock- oe and 
sent down wheat, cotton, and farm products generally, I stand 
here in the face of these representatives of the gre it South and 
weet who have stood firmfor silverand congratulate them that 

hey have stood steadfast in the interests of their people, and I 
oaae the people will stand steadfast to them in the future. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The amendment to be voted upon is submitted. 

The Clerk read as follows 


Add to the Senate amendment thet following: 

‘And to provide for carrying into effect the policy of the foregoing decla- 
tion that so much of the act of January 18, 1837, in regard to the establish 
ment of a mint and relating to the coins of the United States as relates to 
and provides for the coinage of the standard silver dollar of 412} grains of 


standard silver, be, and the same is hereby, revived and reénacted into full | 


force and effect 


It was theact of January 18, 1837, the Sherman law of 1873 re- 
pealed. 

We propose to revive and reénact the law of 1837, which was 
a free-coinage law—a law that authorized and required the un- 
limited coinage of the standard silver dollar of 4124 grains stand- 
ard silver. With this act revived the Sherman act of 1873 
demonetizing silver will stand repealed. The battle cry from 
this time forth shall be for the repeal of the Sherman law of 
1873. 

This must be done first of all—no compromises, no discordant 
notes as to ratios or limitations. Unconditional repeal of the 
Sherman law is still the battle flag under which we will fight, 


but this time it is the Sherman law that stopped the coinage of | 


silver. 

When we shall have repealed this, the most odious of all the 
Sherman silver laws, and restored silver where it was before its 
demonetization in 1873, it will be in order then to talk of ratios. 

W hen the decks are cleared and silver is given an equal chance 


with gold, should any necessity for the changing of the ratio be | 


developed, we can then take counsel whether we should change 
the silver dollar or the gold dollar, or both, butnottillthen. Re- 
pealthe Sherman law of 1873 is the platform on which the Democ- 


acy of the West and South will lead the people to victory, forthe | 


masses of the laboring and producing pe ople of the East are with 
us in the fight. W ith this one purpose in view and one thing 
to be done, there need be nodiversions or dissensions on this 
platform—the people will stand with us. 

This platform has no uncertain sound, no doubtful construe- 
tions, no straddles 

Since the crusade against silver began in this country and 
Western Europe in 1873, we have witnessed the greatest depres- 
sion in price s that has occurred in the same period for the last 
century. Especially is this so in the fall in prices of agricultu- 
ral products. 

This decline will, in my humble opinion, continue from year 
to year. Whether the people will patiently bear it is to be seen. 

If my predictions are unfounded, these yarns ought to go up, 
prosperity ought once again return to our people. "The agricul- 
turists have not prospered heretofore,even though we had a 
partial silver coinage. 

Nothing but the full r storation of silver will give relief to 
our money stringency. It is said, however, that now we have 
returned to gold and gold only, times will be better than ever 
before. We will wait and see. Ido not believe it. Ihope for 
the best, but fear the worst. 

I yield now five minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [M 
BRYAN]. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. BLAND. Then I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Nebraska|Mr. BRYAN] and two to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, nothing that can be said at this 
time will affect the fate of this bill, but those gentlemen who 
vote for it should do so with a full and clear understanding of 
what they are doing. We have been told, sir, that the Demo- 











stead of buying our bonds and stocks, they are returning them | 
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cratic platform adopted in 1892 demanded the unconditional 1 
peal of the Sherman law. Noperson has broughtinto this | 80 
a single platform utterance which will bear out that assert 
The platform does not even dem L rey , not to speak o - 
conditional repeal. It says We inet . ) I gy 
islation known as the Sherman act of 1890 as a cowardly make- 
shift, fraught with possibilities of danger i: ie future, which 
should make all of its supporters, as well as its author, anxious 
for its speedy repeal.” Its author does seem to be ** anxious for 
its speedy repeal,” and in this desire many of its supporters 1 
with him; but why should a Democratic Congress 

repeal without first restoring, at least, the law which the She 
man law repealed? Then, too, the denunciation cont 1 in 


the platform is directed against the whole law, notsimply against 


the purchase clause. Ye t we are urged to support this b oO 
the unconditional repeal of the purchase clause on yasa Demo 
cratic measure. W hat is the history of this t ill? Itis identical 
in purpose and almost identical in with a bill ro- 





duced by Senator SHERMAN Teh L4, 1892, 
‘o show the similarity between the bill introduced then by 
Senator SHERMAN and the bill introduced since by Mr. WIL- 
SON of West Virginia, I place the two bills in parallel columns, 
and indicate by italics the words which appear in both bills: 








Fifty-second Congress, first session Fifty-third Congress, first : sion, 
| S. 3423, introduced in the Senate H. R. 1, introduced in the House 
July 14, 1892, by Mr. SHERMAN August 11, 1893, by Mr. WILSON 
| A bill for the repeal of certain parts | A bill to repeal a part of an act, ap 

of the act directing the purchase proved July I4, 1890, entitled “An 
of silver bullion and the issue of vet dire the pur ’ lver 
Treasury notes thereon, and for bullion and the is wsury 
| er purposes, approved July 4 notes thereon, and for other pur 
| 1SYO poses 
enacted bythe Senateand House Re it enacted by the Senate a House 
Py / fe, TW i States f Rep for ; States 
j tin Co ress aaser ed. That r Ar ica ( That 
s horth t entitled in act di » much of t f 7 y 14 
? the nurchas f silver bullion 1890, entitle { irecting the pu 
issue o notes ther 18 f i i 40 
I ro r} 8é8, pp oad dain é ‘ry? , her 
14. 1890, as directs the Se ‘y of the| purposes tsa a fe the S ry of 
Treasury to purchase, from to time, | the Treasury pu hase, 17 
si bullic (fo the aggregateamount | tim ¢ lion to the 
or 4 0.000 ounces, or so much thereof a? fora 0 OV a 
aan “ay b fered in each month, at the | thereof as may be offered 
a t price thereof, and to issue in mon at the irket price 
pay ment for such purch wes Of silver not exceeding 81 for 371.25 5 . 
bullion 7reasury notes of the United | of pure silver i to issue in pay 
States, ts hereby repealed, to take ef- | ment for such purchases Treasury 
| fect on the ist day of January, 1893 notes of the United States, be. and the 
Provided, That this act shall not in | same ta hereby, repealed; but this re 
any way affect or impair or change | peal shall not impair or in any man 


the legal qualities, re demption, or | ner affect the legal-tender quality of 
use of the Treasury notes issued un- | the standard silver dollars hereto 
der said act fore coined; and the faith and credit 
of the United States are hereby 
piedged to maintain the parity ef 
the standard gold and silver coins of 
the United States at the present le- 
gal ratio, or such other ratio as may 

be established by law 
Does the Senator from Ohio originate Democratic measures? 
The gentlemen who favor this bill may follow the leadership of 
Senator SHERMAN and call it Democratic: but until he is con- 
verted to true principles of finance I shall not follow him, nor 
will I apply to his financial policy the name of Democracy or 
honesty. [Applause. | The Wilson bill passed the House, buta 
majority of the Democrats voted in favor of substituting the 
Bland law in the place of the Sherman law before they voted for 
unconditional repeal, showing that they were not for uncondi 
tional repeal until Republican votes had deprived them of that 
which they preferred to unconditional repexl, namely, the Bland 
law. When the bill in its present form was reported to the Sen- 


ite, four of the Democratic members of the Finance Committee 
opposed the bill and only two Democrats favored it. When the 
bill passed the Senate, twenty-two Democrats were recorded in 


favor of the bill and twenty-two against it, and that, too, inspite 
the fact that every possible influence was brought to bear to 


secure Democratic support for the measure. Before a vote was 

iched thirty-seven Democratic Senators agreed to a compro- 
mise, so that this bill does not come to us expressing the free 
and voluntary desire of the Democratic part 

Not only does unconditional repeal fail to carry out the pledge 
made in the last national platform, but it disregards the most 
important part of the financial plank in not redeeming the 
promise to maintain ‘‘ the coinage of both gold and silver with- 
out discrimination against either metal or charge for minta ” 


That promise meant something. It was a square declaration in 
favor of bimetallism. The tail to this bill, added in the ft 

as an amendment, pretends to promise a future fulfillment of 
platform pledges. We are not here to promise, but to fulfill. 


We are not here to renew platform pledges, but to carry them 
out. But even if it were our duty to postpone bimetallism and 
record another promise, the Senate amendment does not con 
The Senate amend- 


' tain the vital words of the financial plank. 
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ment eliminates from the platform the important declarationin 
favor of ‘ the coinage of both gold and silver without discrimi- 
nation against either metal or charge for mintage.”’ To show 
the important difference between the Senate amendment and 
that part of our platform, I arrange them in parallel columns 
and designate the discarded words by italics. 


DEMOCRATIC PLATFORM. 


We hold to the use of both gold 
and silver as the standard money of 
the country, and to the coinage of 
both gold and silver without discrimi- 
nation against either metal or charge for 
mintage, but the dollar unit of coin- | trinsic and exchangeable value, such 
age of both metals must be of equal | equality to be secured through inter- 


| THE SENATE AMENDMENT. 

| 

' 

| 
intrinsic and exchangeable value or national agreement, or by such safe- 

' 


And it is hereby declared to be the 
policy of the United States to con 
tinue the use of both gold and silver 
as standard money, and to coin both 
gold and silver into money of equalin 


be adjusted through international | guards of legislation as will insure 
agreement, or by such safeguards of | the maintenance ofthe parity in value 
legislation as shall insure the main- | of the coins of the two metals and 
tenance of the parity ef the two | the equal power of every dollar at all 
metals and the equal power of every | times in the markets and in the pay- 
doliaz at all timesin the markets and | ment of debts. And it is hereby fur- 
in the paymentof debts. ther declared that the efforts of the 
Government should be steadily di 
rected to the establishment of such 
safe system of bimetailism as will 
maintain atall times the equal power 
of every dollar coined or issued by the 
United States, in the markets and in 
the payment of debta. 


Were those important words stricken out by intention or was 
it simply «a oversight? No, Mr. Speaker, those words were pur- 
posely left out because those who are behind the bill never in- 
tend to carry out the Democratic platform; and, if we can judge 
their purpose by their acts, those who prepared the platform 
never intended when it was written that it should be fulfilled 
after it had secured the suffrages of the American peonvle. 

When they had astrike at Homestead some time ago they used 
force to remedy what they considered their grievances. Wesaid 
then thut the ballot, not the bullet, was the means by which the 
American people redressed their grievances. [Applause.] What 
shall wesay now when people elected upon a platform and pledged 
to a principle disregard those pledges when they come to the 
legislative halls? It is a blow at representative government 
which we can not afford to give. We are not sent here because 
we know more than others and can think forthem. Wearesent 
here to carry out the wishes, to represent the interests, and to 
protect the rights of those who sent us. What defense can we 
make if this bill is passed? It is not demanded by the people; 
the farmers and laborers who constitute the great bulk of our 

sople have never asked for it; those whospeak for their organ- 
zations have never prayed for it. 

So far as the laborer has been heard from, he has Genounced 
unconditional repeal; so far as the farmer has been heard from, 
he has denounced unconditional repeal. Who gave the Eastern 
capitalists the right to speak for these men, It is a contest be- 
tween the producers of wealth and those who exchange or ab- 
sorb it. We have heard a great deal about business interests 
and business mendemanding repexl. Whoare the business men? 
Are not those entitled to that name who are engaged in the pro- 
duction of the necessaries of life? Is the farmer less a business 
man than the broker, because the former spends three hundred 
and sixty-five days in producing acrop which will not bring him 
ever a dollar a day for his labor, while the latter can make ten 
times the farmer's annual income in one successful bet on the 
future price of the farmer's product? I protest, Mr. Speaker, 
against the use of the name business men in such a way as to ex- 
clude the largest and most valuable class of business men in the 
country. Unconditional repeal stops the issue of money. With 
this law gone, no more silver certificates can be issued, and no 
more silver bought. There is no law to provide for the issue of 
greenbacks. We mustrely for our additional currency upon our 
share of the limited supply of gold, and the bank notes which 
national banks may find it profitable to issue. 

Does anybody deny that our currency must increase as our 
population inereases and as our need for money increases? Does 
any one believe that our need for money can be supplied without 
affirmative legislation? Isitany more wise todestroy the present 
means for increasing our currency before a new plan is adopted 
than it would be to repeal the McKinley tariff act without put- 
ting some other revenue measure in its place? Our platform 
says: ‘‘Wedenounce the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty- 


first Congress as tlie culminating atrocity of class legislation,” 
and ‘‘we promise its repeal as one of the beneficent results that 
will follow the action of the people in entrusting power.to the 
Democratic party.” We also demanded atariff for revenue only. 


Is there any more reason for separating the repeal of the Sher- 
man law from the enactment of bimetallic legislation than there 
is for separating the repeal of the McKinley bill from the enact- 
ment of a ‘‘ tariff for revenue only” measure? Having harmon- 
ized with Mr. SHERMAN, shall we proceed to harmonize with Mr. 
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Mr. McKinley? There are many Republicans who tell u 
that the prospect of tariff reduction has destroyed confide; 
a greater extent than the Sherman law has. 

In order toavoid another manufactured panic will it be 
sary to abandon another tenet of the Democratic faith and 
up «ll hope of tariff reduction? Unconditional repeal will m 
more difficult to restore free bimetallic coinage. It can 
bimetallism without disappointing the dearest hopes of thos 
tlemen whoare mostactiveinitssupport. Ifitwerenot s 
amatter it would be interesting to note the mortification 
must come either to the gold supporters or to thesilversuppo 
ers of unconditional repeal. They are working in perfect 
mony to secure exactly opposite results by means of this 
Who will be deceived? This is only the first step. It wi 
followed by an effort to secure an issueof bonds to maintai: 
payments. Senator Sherman, the new prophet of Den: 
has already stated that bonds must be issued, and we kno 
last spring the whole pressure of the moneyed int 
brought to bear to secure an issue of bonds then. Do 
that Congress would not dare to authorize the increase 
public debt in time of peace? What is there that this Co: 
may not dare to do after it has givenits approval tothe ini 
tous measure now before us? 

It has also been suggested that the silver dollars now on ha: 
be limited in their legal-tender qualities. We need not be s 

rised if this suggestion assumes real form in attempted leg 
aien, It has already been proposed to increase the circulati 
of national banks and thus approve of a policy which our par 
has always denounced. But we need be surprised at nothin 
now. The party can never undergoa more complete transform 
ation upon any question than it has upon the silver question, i 
the representatives really reflect the sentiments of those who 
sent them here. We have been told of the great blessings which 
are to follow unconditionalrepeal. Every rise in stocks has been 
paraded as a forerunner of coming prosperity. I have taken oc 
casion to examine the quotations on one of the staple produc 
of the farm, and in order to secure a basis for calculation, [ hay 
taken whe it for December delivery. 

I give below the New York quotations on December wh: 
taken from the New York Price Current. The quotations a 
for the first day of the months of June, July, August, Sept 
ber, October, and October 30, or as near those dates as could 
gathered from the Price Current, which is published about twi 
a week. 

June i, December wheat, 83}. 

(Special session called June 30, tomeet August 7.) 

July 1, December wheat, 81}. 

August 1, December wheat, 75. 

(Congress convened August 7.) 

September 1, December wheat, 74}. 

(Senate debate continuing. ) 

O -tober 1, December wheat, 74§. 

(Compromise abandoned and repeal assured about October 23.) 

October 30, December wheat, 71}. 

(Unconditional repeal vassed Senate evening of October 30.) 

October 81, December wheat (Post market report), 69}. 


The following is an extract from the market report touchi! 
the general situation in New York and the grain market in Chi- 
cago. The report appears in the morning issue of the Washin 
ton Post, November 1. 


BIG SCRAMBLE TO SELL—THE CHANGE OF SENTIMENT WAS ASURPRISE TO THE 
STREET—LONDON BEGAN THE RAID—THOSB WHO BELIEVED THE PASSAGE 
OF THE REPEAL BILL WOULD LEAD TO HBAVY BUYING ORDBPRS, AND HAD 
PURCHASED FOR A RISB, ALSO TURNED SELLERS AND SACRIFICED THE! 
HOLDINGS—RALLIED A LITTLE AS THB MARKET CLOSED—THE BUSINESS 
"CHANGE. 

NEW YORK, October 3 
Yesterday's vote by the Senate repealing the Sherman silver law did n 
have the effect on the stock market that the bulls expected. In the first pla: 

London cabled orders to sell various stocks, much to the disappointment 

local operators, who were confident that the action of the Senate would resu 

in a flood of buying orders. The liquidations for foreign account indu 

selling by operators who had added to their lines on the belief that the repe 

of the silver purchase act would instantaneously bring avout a boom. 
When it was seen that instead of buying the outside public was dispo 

to sell the weak-kneed bulls tried to get out. 

CHICAGO, Octobe? 


Wheat was very Weak throughout the entire session to-day. The ope: 
ing was about 1 cent per bushel lower than the closing figures of Sa’ 
day, became weak, and after some minor fluctuations prices further 
clined 1] to 2, then held steady, and the closing was 2} to 2§ lower t! 
the last prices of Saturday. There was some surprise at the course of | 
market, which became consternation, and at one time amounted aim 
to a panic, when little or no reaction appeared and the price continued 
sink. The fact of the matter was that traders were loaded with wheat a 
were merely waiting for the opportunity to sell. The bulge toward the « 
of last week gave them this chance and they wee quick to take advantage 
ofit. The silver repeal bill having been discounted for several days had 
tle or no effect in the matter of sustaining prices. New York stocks were 
weak and mach lower ani this speculative feeling was communicated | 
wheat. New Yorkers who have been the big bulls for so long were selling 
to-day, and it was said that there were numerous orders from abroad ou 
that side of the market. 

Corn was duil, the range being within fhree-eighths of acent limit. The 
tone was steady and at times an undertone of tirmness was noticeable, al- 
though prices did not show any essential changes. The accumulations of 
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cash corn during the past three days were the cause of a somewhat liberal 
“ering of futures early, but after a time they became light and the market 
: ‘Phe opening was ata lecling of } to§. but on a good demand an ad 
Val of § Was made, receding 3? tog later, and closing to j, under the final 
{ of Saturday. 
“a were featureless, but the feeling was steady There was very little 
a rand price change were within } cent limit, the closing sing at ow 
Satt iay. 
Fyrom the statement given it will appear that wheat has fallen 


more than 14 cents a bushel since the beginning of the month 

ich President Cleveland issued his call for the extra ses- 
sion. The wheat crop for 1892 wus about 500,000,000 b ishels. \ 
fall of 1 cent in price means a loss of $5,000,000 on the crop if 


those figures can be taken for this year’scrop. Calculated upon 


December wheat the loss since June | has been over $70,000,000, 
or one-sixth of its value at the beginning of the decline. ‘he 


fall of 2 cents on yesterday alone, after the repeal bill passed the 
Senate and its immediate passage in the House was assured, 
amounted to $10,000,000. The fall yesterday in wheat, corn, and 
oats calculated upon a year’s crop amounted to more than $17- 
000,000, Are these the first fruits of repeal? Wall street was 
terribly agitated at the prospect of a slight reduction in the gold 

Will they take no notice of this tremendous reduc 
in the farmer’s reserve? The market report above quoted says: 


reserve. tion 





Yesterday's vote by the Senate repealing the Sherman silver la ot 
have the effect on the stock market that the bulls expected. | rst 
place, London cabled orders to sell various stock, much to th n 
Ment of local operators, who were confident that the action of the te 


would result in a flood of buying orders 

Is it possible that instead of money flowing to us, it is going to 
flow away in spite of repeal? The argument most persistent 
made by the advocates of repeal was that monev would at once 
flow to this country from Europe and relieve us of our stringency 
in the money market. rs became impatient 
because the Senate insisted upon a thorough diss 
of the papers even suggested that the Senate ought to be abol- 
ished because it stood in the way of the restoration of confidence. 
Finally the opposition was worn out, the bill was passed, just as 
the metropolitan press demanded, and behold it was greeted in 
the market by a general decline. We may now expect to hear 
that the vague, indefinite, and valueless tail added in the Senate 
as an amendment has prevented returning confidence, and that 
it is our highest duty to repeal the caudal appendage of the Wil- 
son bill, just as the repeal of the purchase clause of the Sher- 
man law wasdemanded. For twenty years we have denounced 
the demonetization act of 1873, and yet we are now prepared 
with oureyes open, fully conscious of what we are doing, to per- 
petrate the same crime. We leave silver just where it was left 
then, except that there was provision then for trade dollars 
which this bill does not contain. You may assume the responsi- 
bility, I shall not. 

The line of battle is laid down. The Presiden t’s letter to ¢ rOv- 
ernor Northen expresses his opposition to the free and unlim- 
ited coinage of silver by this country alone. Upon that issue 
the next Congressional contest will be fought. Are we depend- 
ent or independent asanation? Shall we legislate for ourselves 
or shall we beg some foreign nation to help us provide for the 
financial wants of our own people? 

We need not fear the result of such a contest. The patriot- 
ism of the American people is not yet gone, and we can confi- 
dently await their decision. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. PENCE. Iask unanimous consent tl the gentleman 
from Nebraska have ten minutes more time in which to discuss 
this amendment, which never has been discussed in this House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PENCE] 
| i -onsent that the gentleman from Nebraska have 
ten minutes more time. Is there objection? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


Mr. PENCE. Who objected? 
I objected. 


The business cent 





ission. Some 





asks unanimoi 


Mr. OUTHWATTE 

Mr. PENCE. That is the most effective work the gentleman 
has done this session. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
BRYAN} wasted the time of the House for an hour here thi 
morning in dilatory motions, which time he might have had 
for debate. 

Mr. PENCE. The time may have been wasted, in the judg- 
ement of the gentleman from Ohio, but no one else in the House 
thinks that of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN]. 

Mr. BLAND. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama {[Mr. WHEELER}. 


[Mr. WHEELER of Alabama withholds his remarks for re- 
vision, See Appendix.] 





The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. WHEELER] has expired. 
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currency has disappeared, commercial loans of good character are sought, 
and, with good collaterals, money lends at 3} percent ontime. The New 
York banks then Lad less than $92,000,000 reserve, and now hold over #157,- 
000,000; the deposits were then 8374,000,000 and are now nearly $433,000,000. A 
similar change has beenseen at other cities. The clearing-house certificates, 
which banks here were compelled to issue for settlement between them- 
selves, have substantially ali been retired, as well as all issues at Boston, 
more than three-quarters of the amount issued at Philadelphia, and the 
amounts issued at nearly all other cities. In general, the banking and cur- 
rency paralysis has passed away, and whereas the liabilities of banks failing 
in August, not including mortgage, loan, and trust companies, exceeded 
$25,000,000, the amount fell in September to about $1,000,000, and, though 
larger during the present month, is yet comparatively small. 

The failures of commercial houses and wralers numbered 1,833 in August, 


to about 1,550, but the decrease in importance has been greater, the aggre- 
rate liabilities of firms failing for the month nearly ended being about #20,- 
00,000, 

Prices of stocks began to rise as soon as the House had acted on the silver 
bill, and the average for the sixty most active stocks, which was $45.61 per 
share August 28, has advanced to $53.24 per share, while the average of four- 
teen most active industrial and trust stocks, which was $44.86 August 28, has 
advanced to $61.54 per share. In the journals forwarded to you will be found 
prices every day of a few stocks having the largest sales each week, with the 
average daily of the two classes above named. 

Prices of products have generally advanced, though rather for such as are 
handled in speculative markets than for those which depend upon actual 
consumption to fix prices. The general advance in prices of all products of 
which records are kept has been about 2 per cent, but in most manufactured 
products there has been no advance or somedecline. Inthe moreimportant 
staples of commerce prices August 28 and at this date compare thus: 


October 28. |August 28.) Increase. 
i 


‘nil a de isdn in cligncngincieis: : 
| 


Wheat.. : } 80. 7050 80. 6750 #0. 300 
oo eee sob ectde sckeadasbategraetiuett . 4700 4525 175 
Oats “ . 8475 . 8000 475 
Lard ; . 1050 | . 862 | . 188 
Butter > soneat . 2700 . 2400 | 
Sugar, raw ; 3825 | . B00 
I I ee ol . 562 . 562 
Coffee ii eel a oh a i ce ee . 1837 
Cotton | -819 | 
Petroleum ..... ctptubuieel i sik - 7212 
Print cloths ......... ddiabaiicin . 287 
Pork en 19. 50 
Hogs .. 6. 50 
[ron 14. 00 
Steel rails ........ e my cotati 29. 00 
Beef 4.70 
I icin d icant 8. 25 
Tin plates 5. 30 
3.90 


The volume of business represented by exchanges through all clearing 
houses outside New York, which was but $1,413,000,000 in August, has risen 
to about #1,700,000,000 in October, and forthe two weeks ending September 2, 
it was #572,000,000, but for the last two weeks it has been 8837,000,000. Much of 
this increase is due to the regular change in business from August to Octo- 
ber. The movement on railways also shows improvement. Last week, for 
the first time in several months, the earnings reported exceeded those on 
the same roads for the corresponding week last year, though but slightly. 
In August the decrease on over one hundred and thirty railroads was 13 per 
cent, and at the close of that month over 16 per cent, while the decrease in 
October, as thus far reported, is less than 4 pér cent. 7 

Industries have to some extent recovered from their prostration in July 
and August, though not greatly. Until the latter part of August, reports’of 
establishments closing or reducing force every week exceeded the number 
resuming work or increasing force, but now each week brings some increase 
in the number reported in operation. Comparatively few of the iron works 
which stopped have yet resumed, though the output of pig iron, which de- 
clined from 181,551 tons weekly May Ist to 83,434 September Ist, and still 
further to 73,895 tons weekly October Ist, appears to have recovered alittle. 
The consumption in manufacture is still less than half the usual quantity. 
The sales of woolat the principal Eastern markets, which amounted to only 
6,484,787 pounds in four weeks of August, have been 9,207,152 pounds in three 
weeks of October, and though only part of the woolen machinery is yet in 
operation, there has been a considerable increase. 

The takings of cotton by Northern spinners, though 101,000 bales or 37 per 
cent less since a 1 than for the same period last year, has been 
larger of late, and most of the cotton milis have resumed. The shipment of 
boots and shoes from Boston are not yet larger than in August and are 
about a quarter smaller than a year ago, but more of the factories are now 
employed and the rubber worksare busy. Ingeneral, however, the evidences 
of improvement are not yet as distinct in the larger industries of which 
statements are obtainable, as in banking and monetary affairs, in failures, 
and in prices of staple products and of securities. 

Very respectfully, 


Commodities. 





R.G. DUN & CO. 
Hon. W. M. SPRINGER, 
Chairman Committee on Banking and Currency, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Mr. HUDSON withholds his remarks for revision. See Ap- 
pendix.] 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON]. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, this is a vital question to 
the people I have the honorin part to represent, and {shall vote 
against this bill for these reasons: First, the tendency of the 
measure, if it beeomes a law, is to decrease the volume of cur- 
rency, and to enhance the purchasing power of money, and to 
depress the prices of products. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, | simply want tosay this: ThatI donotsee 
how any man who is in favor of better prices tolabor and for the 
products of the farm and shop can vote for this measure. I am 
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| opposed to it for another reason. 





NOVEMBER 1, 


That is, this declarat 
the amendment of the Senate places the whole matter und 
international agreement. [am not willing to submit ¢} 


| tinies of this great people to the whims and the wishes o 
| don, of Germany, or any other European power, or any fin 
| power across the waters. 
|} as a member of the United States Congress, I declar 


As an American, us a Souther: 


place that in my opinion it isa shame that this great co 
should adopt a bill containing such a declaration as this. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to m 


| ale : « 
being most numerous about the middle of the month, and the aggregate of | suggestion there? 


liabilities was over $55,000,000. In October the number of failures has fallen | 
| agreement with Germany, England, indeed withall Euro) 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Submitting this matter toan interna: 
mitted against silver and in favor of asingle gold standar 
being creditor nations, we a borrowing nation, is equiva 
‘* going to hell for justice and the devil sitting as judy 
this is the hope for silver as a money equal and upon a 
with gold, we might as well save the expense of such a1 
national conference and bow the knee to such financial leo 
tion as may ba dictated from beyond the waters. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And are you not also opposed to it fo 
reason that this bill is a travesty upon the platform and record 
of the party? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam also opposed to it because it is not 
in harmony with the platform upon which, you, Mr. Sp , 
and [ were elected. I am opposed to it for that additional rea- 
son. 

Mr. Speaker, this Senate amendment is a square dodge, anda 
reckless abandonment of the Democratic platform upon the sil- 
ver question. What will the Democratic masses say of it, and 
our promises unfulfilled. To them and to them only can w» ap- 
peal from and after this day. If they are benefited by it, then I 
am satisfied and shall stand ready to recant my opinions and re- 
verse my action; if not, then I commend this Democratic House, 
Senate, and Administration to their tender mercies, when the 
day comes for them to pass upon our action upon this question. 
I yield back tothe gentleman who so kindly gave me three min 
utes whatever remains. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gent'eman has exp 
The gentleman from Illinois stated that he desired to print 
something in the Recorp. The Chair will submit that propo 
sition. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The letter from which I read. 

The SPEAKER. And which the gentleman did not have t 
to read. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent | 
gentlemen may have leave to extend their remarks in the Rr 
and also that gentlemen desiring to do so may print remarks 
the RECORD on this subject. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. We have had no opportunity for debate, and | 
ask unanimous consent that gentlemen have leave to print r 
marks on this bill in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unamious consent for 
general leave to print remarks on this bill. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. As we have not had time to reply io t! 
statement read by the gentlemen from Illinois, I shall object to 
having it printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I would like to ask in con- 
nection with that, that there be unamious consent given for any 
gentleman who has spoken to extend his remarks, or those who 
will speak upon it to extend their remarks. ; 

The SPEAKER. That has been granted on the motion of the 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BOATNER. I understand that extends to all those who 
have spoken and those who desire to print remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so undgrstands it. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. That was submitted and agreed to, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Rep]. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I have not the slightest desire to 
mingle in the discussion so far as it has proceeded, nor do | 
intend to make this the occasion for any suggestion as to the 
natural disappointment of orators who have preceded me. | 
told the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. BRYAN] some time «go 
that he would find out the difference between promise and per- 
formance when we came to actual business. That the country 
is undoubtedly better off whenever the Democratic party dis- 
appoints it, donotdobut. [Laughter.] Insome respects I might 
hope that this disappointment would continue. 1 have given at 
length my reasons for the view which I have taken of the ques- 
tion which is before the House. I have nothing to add to that 


I yield five minutes to the 
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statement of reasons. With those reasons and w ith the result, 


I have not that confidence which some gentlemen have, who | 


either know more than I do or less thanI do. [Laughter. | 
This is a very serious and important experimentin the history 
of this country, which had to be tried in obedience to the wish 
of the people. , 
people in every way. has at last, after a long time 
done its duty, but it has robbed the measure of a very greatdea 
of the advantage that it would have had under other circum- 


Congress 


stances had it been sooner disposed of. I have suggested that 
thissilver legislation, begun in 1878, was an exciting cause of 


our troubles; whether it was any more than that, time willshow. 
For my part I shall not be surprised to see great industrial mis- 
fortunes happen to this country In my judgment it will be 
found that underneath this situation is the general difficulty 
which I have already pointe out, that this country cloes not 
know and never will know until the action takes place, what the 
purpose and intention of the parties in power are. 

Those parties themselves do not know. The consequence 1s 
that thiscountry is prostrate under general uncertainty. More- 
over, the whole industrial system of this country is subject to 
change. That change is imminent and threatening. It will be 
found that this underlies our present condition, that this is the 
main cause of the misfortunes which have happened and which 
will happen to us in the coming winter. However much such 
misfortunes might inure to any temporary party advantage, I 
sincerely hope that they may not prove to be as great as those 
who are wiser than I anticipate. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I yield one minut 
centleman from New York [Mr. TRACEY]. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I have but a minute. I could 
easily consume many minutes, and even hours, in expressing 
my sense of gratitude to the gentlemen here, my colleagues, 
who have intrusted me with thedischargeof certain duties dur- 
ing the discussion of this bill which we are now about to vote 
ipon. 


e to the 


[ hope it may turn out to be advantageous to the | 


its friends will be justified, and its opponents 
history as honest. patriotic, b mis uke n D 
| Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. BRYAN. 1 hope the t wi 
| ceed a minute longer 
Mr. WILSON of West Vire If. on ¢ 
should bring one-tenth of the ils w 
then the judgment of its opponents w b 
friends will stand before history as honest 
taken men 
Mr. Speaker, I ask a vote on the bill: and 
and nays. 
The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Misso 


In behalf of those who were associated under the command of | 


the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WILSON] in the active 


work of organizing the forces favoring the bill, permit me to | 


thank the Republicans on both sides of the question, and our 
friends the Populists,allof whom have treated us with great kind- 
ness during the time of debate in connection with this measure. 
Mr. Speaker, the vote which is about to be taken is the cul- 
minating event in the long struggle which has been carried on 
for years by friends of the people who are in favor of sound 
money- 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. 
gentleman’s time be extended. 

Mr. BRYAN. ! ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from New York be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, [ do not desire more time. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
New York one minute more. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, in that additional minute I sim- 
ply desire to say that I regard this as the end of a great strug- 
gle wherein the American people ave finally and in decided 
terms expressed their purpose that nothing but an absolutely 
sound currency shall be issued by the Government of the United 
States. During the debate to-day one of our friends who is op- 
posed to this bill has claimed that we have been following the 


Mr. Speaker, I ask that the | 


I yield the gentleman from | 





directions given us by one of the Senators from the State of | 


Ohio. Iwill not take issue with him as to what his opinion may 
be; but, Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, and those gen- 
tlemen on the Democratic side with whom I have acted, we know 


that we have been following the lead of the man whom the peo- | 


ple of this country elected by an enormous majority, Grover 
Cleveland, the present President of the United States. [Ap- 
plause. | 

The SPEAKER. 
minute remaining. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the argument 
upon this bill has been closed. Both Houses of Congress have, 
alter long and deliberate consideration, recorded their judgment 
upon it with an emphasis that cannot be misunderstood, and 
which now can neither be strengthened nor weakened by any- 
thing that might be said at this stage of its history. 
recognized from the beginning, sir, that there were honest and 
sincere differences of opinion upon this measure by honest, sin- 
cere, and patriotic representatives of the people. Which side 
has been right the future alone can decide. If the passage of 
this bill shall bring to this country buta small part of the bless- 
ings which its friends prophesy concerning it, if it shall restore 
confidence, quicken enterprise, and bring once more returning 
prosperity to the people of the country, then the judgment of 


The gentleman from West Virginia has one 


I have | 


| 





as the Chair 


it back with the 


underst: 

Mr. BLAND. 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measu 
i amendment which I ask the C 
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I move 


1) 


to recomm T 


nds, desires to make a n 


18 bil 


m > 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
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lishment of a min at ) { 
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of tndard silver is here ive 
»>SPEAKER. The question is on the m 





as made by the 


gentleman [ro 


Missouri. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I demand 
tion on that motion. 


The 


SPEAKER. 


will be considered as ordered. 


rr 
} “A 
nere 


was no objection. 


Without objection, th 


ot 
ot 


es, with inst 





illowed to pro 
ot} } it 
S 1! \ 
ric 
lea ‘ 
Vi 1 ANT 
on to recommit 
»>Com ttee 
ctions to 1 ort 
LCren to re a 
regoin r 
ira ) t 
t i i 
; ‘ 
on to re mit 
r pre viou ques 
ous < stion 


The SPEAKER (having put the question on the motion tor 


commit). 
Mr. BLAND. 
not voting 68; 


Aitken, 
Alderson, 


Alexander, 
Allen, 
Arnold, 


Bailey, 

Ba .er, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Beil, Ce 

Bell, Tex 
Black, Ga 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan 
Burnes 
Cannon 
Capehart 
Clark, Mo 
Cobb, Ala 
( 
( 


Cal 


sockrell, 


Tex 


Jooper 


Cox, 


Apsley 


sre inridge, Ark 





Caruth 
Catchings. 
Causey 
Chickering, 
Clancy, 
Cobb, Mo. 


Che noes seem to h 


ive lt. 


I call for the yeas and nays. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 109, nays 176, 


as follows: 


YEAS—109. 


Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
Denson, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle 
Fdmunds, 
Ellis, Oregon 
Epes, 
Fithian, 
Funston, 
yan 

Geary, 
Grady, 

Hall, Mo, 
Harris, 
Hartman, 
Heard, 
Henderson, N, C 
Hermann, 
Hilborn, 


Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
[kirt 

Jone 3, 
Kem 
Kilgore, 
Kyle, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Livingston, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marsh, 
Marshall, 
MeCulloch, 
Mc Dearmon, 


McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
Money, 


Morgan, 
Moses, 


Holman, Neill 
Hopkins, Pa Pence, 
Hudson Post, 
NAYS—176. 
Cockran, Haines, 
Cogswell, Hall, Minn 
Compton, Hammond, 


Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Ind 
Cooper, Wis 
Cornish, 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y 
Daniels, 
Davey 

De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Draper, 
Dunn 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
English, 
Erdman, 
Everett, 
Fellows, 
Fielder, 
Fitch, 
Fletcher, 
Forman, 
Geissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. ¥ 
Goldzier, 
Gorman, 
Gresham, 
Grout, 
Hainer, 


Harmer, 





Harter, 
Haugen, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Hendrix, 
Hines 

Hitt 

Hooker, N. Y 
Hopkins, Ill 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, Tenn 
Johnson, Ind 
Johnson, N. Dak 
Johnson, Ohio 
Jo 

Kiefer 

Krib 
Lapham, 
Layton 

La ver, 

Lill 

Linton, 

i 


Lockwood, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 

Lynch, 
Magner, 
Mahon 
Martin, Ind 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McAleer, 


Richardson, M 


Richardson, Tenn 
Robbins 
Robertson, La 
Savers, 

Shell, 

Sibley, 
Snodgras 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Sweet, 


albert, S. C 
Tarsney, 

Tate 

Taylor, Ind 
Terry, 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Wheeler, Ala 
Whiting, 
Williams, Tl! 
Williams, Miss 
Wilson, Wash. 


McCall 
McCleary, M L 
McCreary, K} 
Mc Dann ! 

Mc Dowel 
MecEttri 
McGann 
McKaig 
McNagny 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer 

Meyer 
Milliken, 
Montgor1 

Moon 
to! 
Mutel 
i‘) 
Neil 
Outhwaite 
Pascha 
Patterson, 
Payne 


®Paynter, 


Pe 4srson, 
Pendleton, W.Va 
Phillips, 

Pigott 

Powers, 

Price, 

Randall, 

tay, 

Rayner, 

Reed, 


Reilly, 
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Reyburn, Sherman, Stone, W. A. Wanger, In our opinion it is a measure fraught with infinite po 
Rich Ohi Sickles, Stone, Ky. Warner, 


ewe Sipe Seamer. Washington, for mischief if not remedied by subsequent legislatio 
Ru Smith. Talbott. Md. Wauzh. We have believed it would bring g to this country more « 
Rus Ll, Cont Somers, Thomas, wetls, ian as someone has said, ‘‘ than war, pestilence, and fam 
athe er Sorinuer, aches Wilson, W. Va. feeling impressed w ith _the importance of the measure 
Settle Stevens, Turner. Wolverton, people we felt justified in exercising every parliament 
Shay Stone, C. W. Van Voorhis, N. ¥Y. Woomer. given to us under the rules of the House to prevent i 
NOT VOTING—63. We have seen those who believed with us in the Senat 
Abbott Sane Hull. Simpson, up for two months protesting against the passage of 1 
Bartholat, Gardner, Lacey, Stephenson, ure and in opposition to what we consider a crim 
~~ Se bel Gitte. Mass pace. Soom. them refusing within two hours of the time when the 
Brattan Goodnicht, Loud, Taylor, Tenn. finally taken to consent to allowa vote. We sawthem 
Breckinridge, Ky. Graham, Murray Updegraff, that those who favored the measure should pass it wit 
Hurrows, Grosvenor, Newlands, Van Voorhis, Ohio | shadow of consent from its opponents. 
Cami i Haver Northway, Wadsworth, aoe a - -- : c 
Chil aa O’Ferrali. Walker, This proceeding is aot new. This House has tim 
Clarke, Ali Hatch, oO Neill, Pa, Weadock, on important questions, seen the minority refuse to 
a Heiner pass mdieton, Tex White’ part in the proceedings or aid in any manner to pass 
Cousins Henderson, Ill Perkins, ‘Wilson, Ohio the House measures to which they were conscientious! 
Dalzell Hepburn, Pickler, : Wise, They have even refused to vote, so that those in fa 
ain tn Miss. ab well. Gi _ = Weasht, Ma ae proposition might be compelled to make a quorum of t 
Enlo Hulick, Scranton. Wright, Pa members. It was our desire to ¢ ompel those in favor o 
. to use every means in their power to ce: wry out the 
| view, so that there should be here . 2 for” 
Mr. ENLOE, Has the gentlemanfrom Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE] | assert that we had vielded a ey r ne Gh Se wee 


ee E> , : measure and thereby permitted it to become a law. 
Che SPE \KER pro tempore | Mr. DocKERY). He has not. [ made dilatory motions and intended to do so until the ' 
Mr. ENLOE. Iam paired with the gentleman from Maine. | mittee on Rules bro: ight in arule, and the House adopt 
he were present [ should vote in the affirmative. making it impossible to carry such proceedings any furth: 
The following pairs were announced: was on my feet,and [ thor wht in time, to make a dilator y mo 


Until further notice: w Me : the demand for the previous question was submitted 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr, BURROWS. the Chair. I found that there were too few of those who we 

Mr. SIMPSON with Mr. GILLEYT of Massachusetts. ened to the measure willing to join in dilatory opposition t 
the extent even of calling for the yeas and nays. 


Ir. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

> a >t = i “ > a ah 4s 

Mr. Russeuy of Georgia with Mr. BARTHOLDT. Realizing that there are too few of us in the opposition w} 
are w ling | to longer delay a vote, we believe it is useless to ce 


Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. STEPHENSON. our opposition further. If I thought that refusing to vote w 

Mr. CONN with Mr, CHILDs. compel the friends of the measure to bring a quorum here, 

Mr. PAGE with Mr, PICKLER. | that by so refusing 1 could prevent the passage of this | 

r. COPPEEN with Mr. Lacgy. delay it, carrying out what I believe to be my duty to m 
. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O'NEILL of Penn- | stituents, [ would gladly refuse to vote and would gladly a 
sylvania, thing else in my power to prevent the perpetration of w! 
Vir. LESTER with Mr. NORTHWAY. lieve to be a crime against the people. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Having said this much, Mr. Speaker, and explained why 

Mr. CLARKE of Alabama with Mr. HAGER. | not carry dilatory tactics further, I simply desire to add, i 

Mr. ABBort with Mr. WALKER. | clusion, that if we are right in the opposition we have m 

On the silver question: this bill time will vindicate the correctness of our posit 

Mr. PENDLETON of Texas with Mr. NEILL. Mr. PENDLETON | hope that we are wrong. I hope that the influences bac 
would vote against free coinage, and Mr. NEILL would vote for | measure are not what we believe them to be. [ hope it 
free coinage. | poses are better than we think they are. I hope that this 

Mr. HARE with Mr. Loup. | lation will be far more beneficial to the people of this « 

Mr. Hayes with Mr. Bowers of California. | than we can believe it will be. If we are right,and the b 

Mr. WOODARD with Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois. | about to be passed produces the misfortunes which we 

Mr. HATCH with Mr. COUSINS. will follow its enactment, I warn the people responsible 

Mr. BANKHEAD with Mr.GBAR. Mr. GEAR would vote for, | passage that there will be a day of reckoning. 
and Mr. BANKHEAD against, unconditional repeal. | Ifthe bill means that this country is not able to legis! 

or this day: itself and must ask some foreign nation to assist. I for on 

Mr. Hooxer of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR. Speaker, do not believe that the American people, when | 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN VoorRHISs of Ohio. come to speak on this question, will ever assent to such a } 

Mr. Evuis of Kentucky with Mr. DALZELE. osition. ; 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. DOLLIVER. The lines of battle are laid down, and in the next Conger 

Mr. Wisk with Mr. STRONG. sional election the battle will be fought out, and unless I mist 

Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland, Mr. Speaker, I have just re-| the patriotism of the Americgn people they will deelare 1 
ceived a telegram from my colleague, Mr. BRATTAN, stating | this country is great enough and grand enough and 
that he is too sick to be present to-day. If present he would enough to legislate for its own pe ople onevery question \ 
vote ‘‘no” on the proposition.of the gentleman from Missouri | the aid or consent of any foreign nation, either expr 
to recomumit the bill with instructions, and would vote ‘‘aye” | implied. You may think that you have buried the caus: 
on the general question. | metallism; you may congratul: ite yourselves that you h 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. | the free coinage of “silver away ina sepulchre, newly ma 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion to | the election, and before the door rolled the veto ston 
concur. sirs, if our cause is just, as I believe it is, your labor has 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. On that I demand the yeas | vain: no tomb was ever made so strong that it could im) 
and nays. righteous cause. Silver will yet lay aside its grave clot! 

Mr. BRYAN. Will the gentleman from West Virginia yield | its shroud. It will yet rise, and in its rising and its r 
to me for an explanation? bless mankind. [Applause. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. How long? Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I now 

Mr. BRYAN, Only three or four minutes. the previous question on the motion to coneur in the 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Certainly. amendments. 

The Palen, KER. If there be no objection, the gentleman from The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Nebraska will be allowed to proceed for five minutes. The question was taken; and there were — yeas 194, nays 

There was no objection. voting 65; as follows: 

Mr. BRYAN. Mr. Speaker, when this question came up to- YEAS—194 
day, on the motion of a gentleman from West Virginia, a de- | ,gams. Baker, N. EH. Relteheover. Beauties. 
mand for the previous question was made at the time the main | Alderson, Baldwin, Berry, Breckinridg 
question was submitted. There were.some of us who believed | Aldrich, Barnes, Bingham, Bretz, 
that those in favor of the bill should take all of the responsibility, | APS! eee ee ae a, 


Avery, Barwig, Black, Tl. Brookshire 
and provide all of the means for its passage through this body. Babcock, Belden Blair, Brosius, 


So the motion of Mr. BLAND was rejected. 
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to wit, the first Monday in December, 1893, in lieu of being engrossed, 
every bill and joint resolution in each House of Congress at the stage of the 
consideration at which a bill or joint resolution is at present engrossed shall 
be printed, and such 7 copy shall take the place of what is now known 
as, and shall be called, the engrossed bill or resolution, as the case may be, 
and it shall be dealt with in the same manner as engrossed bills and joint 
resolutions are dealt with at present, and shall be sent in printed form, after 
assigg, to the other House, and in that form shall be dealt with by that 
fouse and its officers in the same manner in which engrossed bills and 
joint resolutions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That when said bill or joint resolution shall have passed both 
Houses, it shall be printed on parchment, which print shall be in lieu of what 
is now known-as and shal! be called the enrolled bill or joint resolution, as 
the case may be, and shall be dealt with in the same manner in which en- 
rolled bills and joint resolutions are now dealt with. 

Resolved, That the Joint Committee on Printing is hereby charged with 
the duty-ef having the foregoing resolutions properly executed, and is 
empowered to take such steps as may be necessary to carry them into ef- 
fect, and provide for the speedy execution of the printing herein contem- 
plated 
PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICE AND POST-ROADS. 

Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads be author- 
ized to have printed and bound such papers and documents for the use of 
said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects con- 
sidered by the committee during the present Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEA- 
DOCK] wishes to submit a conference report, as the Chair under- 
stands. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I will withdraw my motion for that pur- 
pose. 

EXTENSION OF TIME TO MINING CLAIMANTS. 


Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 3545) to amend section 23240f the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relating to mining claims. 

The report of the committee of conference and the statement 
of the House conferees appear in the proceedings of Tuesday. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr. Speaker, the House bill extended the 
time within which a certain amount of labor required by the 
statute should be performed in the year 1893. The Senateamended 
that by providing that the law should apply only to those States 
or the adjoining States where thé mining claims were located. 
That was disagreed to, and the bill was modified so that itshould 
exclude from its operations South Dakota. Similar statutes have 
been passed in regard to Alabama, Missouri, and other States 
relating to mining claims. 

Chapter 91 of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes, page 
104, is a law passed in 1576, excluding the States of Missouri and 
Kansas from the provisions of the act of Congress to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the United Strtes, and 
the law was sustained by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in 115 United States Reports, page 403. 

In 1883 Alabama was excepted from the laws relating to min- 
eral lands (Supplement to Revised Statutes, 104). The bill, 
having been reported unanimously by the House Committee on 
Mines and Mining, passed the House; passed the Senate with 
the amendment already referred to, which was changed in con- 
ference to the provision now reported, excepting the State of 
South Dakota, and the situation in the mining regions demand- 
ing prompt action. I move the previous question upon the adop- 
tion of the report. 

Mr. RAY. I hope the gentleman will not undertake tocut off 
debate upon this question at this time. 

Mr. WEADOCK. That will allow thirty minutes for debate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. No; you have already had debate. 

Mr. WEADOCK,. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RAY. I donot know that I shall want any great length 
of time myself, but I think that perhaps some other gentlemen 
may desire to speak on the subject. 

Mr. WEADOCK, Will the gentleman indicate some time he 
desires? 

Mr. RAY. I should not desire, as Isay, any great length of 
time myself, but I dislike to have other members of the House 
cut off if they desire to say anything on the subject. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I will yield the gentlemen five minutes. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not—— 

Mr. WEADOCK. Is there any other gentleman who desires 
to speak? 

Mr. RAY. Ido not desire to speak on a matter of this kind 
with my mouth closed in advance. If the gag rule is to be ap- 
plied to me, I want it applied in the very firstinstance. I would 
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rather have it applied when I am prepared for it. Tf ¢ 
tleman has a measure here for adoption by this House t} 
afraid tc have discussed, why then apply thisrule to it: } 

is a matter of some considerable consequences. It is ; 

tion that Ido not approve. The principle of it, Mr. Spe 
wrong; and I do not believe members of this House, whey 
understand it, will desire to commit themselves to it 

ask the gentleman to allow us to discuss it before he m 
previous question. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iyielded five minutes tothe gentlen 
I suppose he is taking his time. 

Mr. RAY. No, sir; I am not taking my time. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Then I yield three minutes to the 
man from Colorado |Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. RAY. Idesire to know, in the first place, whet! 
gentleman proposes to insist upon his motion for the | 
question? 

Mr. WEADOCK. I shall, unless the gentleman desi: 

If he does, it will be granted; if not I will press for a v: 
the previous question. 

Mr. PENCE. That is certainly fair. 

Mr. RAY. Do you insist on limiting me to five minutes? 

Mr. WEADOCEK. No; if you desire it, I will yield to y 
fifteen minutes; but I would like to have a vote on the pre 
question. 

Mr. RAY. I will state to the gentleman that I do not pro. 
pose and do not desire to be limited to five minutes. I do 
think that I want to speak ten minutes on the subject, | 
would like such time as I find necessary. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I will give the gentleman ten minutes. 
Mr. RAY. Will not the gentleman listen tome? I do. 
think, Mr. Speaker, that I desire ten minutes, but I donot desir 
to be cut off in the midst of what I may desire to say. I have 

not the slightest idea that ! should occupy ten minutes. [ w 
not make a prolonged windy speech, nor talk to occupy time. 
simply desire that the gentleman will give me such time as | may 
find necessary in which to express my objections to this propo- 
sition. 

Mr.WEADOCK. I willyield the gentleman fifteen mir 

Mr. RAY. That is satisfactory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. PEN 
sires to speak at this time, and, with the permission of t 
tleman in charge of the bill, I will yield to him and res 
time. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Iyield five minutes to the gentlem 
Colorado [Mr. PENCE]. 

Mr. PENCE. I amgrateful to the gentleman from New \\ 
and also to the chairman of the committee. The gentle: 
from New York has made a suggestion which, up to t! 
has not been made by anyone; that is, that there is obj: 
principle to the main proposition of this bill. The pur; 
the bill is to suspend the operation for this year of on 
of the mining statutes. Letme make the members of the Hi 
acquainted with some facts of which probably very few o 
have had knowledge until now. 

The maximum extent of a mining claim in the region t 
been hit so hard here to-day already is 1,500 feet in le: 
300 feet in width. In round figures that is 10 acres in a 
United States statute requires that upon each unpatented min 
claim there shall be performed in each calendar year | 
claimant there of $100 worth of manual labor. There is no re\ 
to the State from this, no revehue to the Government 
simply a condition upon which the claimant may hold his 
The people of the section of country in which these mining 
are located have been so prostrated since last June by th: 
of foreign powers, by the course of the Administration, o 
conditions that have overwhelmed them, whatever m 
been the cause of those conditions, that the owners of + 
patented mining claims, by thousands, have been comp 
quit work upon their claims and seek employment elsew! 

To-day in Colorado, under the vote of this morning, i 
exaggeration to say that there are 10,000 horny-handed, wo 
deserving miners whoare looking for the last time into thes 
where lie buried the hopes and labors of their lives, : 
culating how much it will cost them to get back to their 
people to spend the winter. Next spring they will be ce: 
ing upon finding employment elsewhere, with the ho 
something will happen to encourage them to turn thei! 
again to the country where their mining claims are. Th 
purpose of the bill now proposed, the policy that the gent 
from New York suggests objection to, is that for this year, | 
the operation of the law which requires claimants to periorm 
upon their claims $100 worth of labor—which amounts to 4 tx 
of $10 per acre, there being about 10 acres ina claim—shall be 
suspended so that the men may be free to go elsewhere to find 
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; ent or sustenance for this winter; that and nothing 
I } a } : e 4} } } } } 

lv provides that the operation of that law shall be sus- 

ot for any gre length of time as was origi nally pro- 

or this year Only, that it may be known and understood 

t is the policy of the Government; and the -amendment 

¢ the gentleman from New York mainly objects, [imagine, 

excep n that is made for the State of Soutl h Da kota. \s 


to indulge in discussion. In the five minutes 
Suffice it to say, that, as [ am in 


t. [ care not 


d to me | ec uld not. 


d. both the Senators and the Members from the State of 
Sonth Dakota desire this exception, and feel that so far as their 
’ 's are concerned, they do not wish the operation of the 


statute susp ynded. 


excepting in Scuth Dakota, : is the earnest desire 
} 
i 


1 the miners 


nrayer, and appeal, made here to-day in behalf of al 
and mining claimants of all ths aie States and Territories 
that this bill as recommended by the committee presided over 


by the gentleman from Michigan |Mr.WEADOCK] shall be passed. 
that no trivial objection, no objection which rests upon 
anything in the world save a purpose to do the greatest good to 
the greatest number, will prompt the utterances of the gentle- 
man from New York, or will prompt his or any member's action 
in this matter. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEADOCK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. HARTMAN. | 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to add a few words 

n support of the bill brought in here for the pur noneot relieving 
the miners of the mining States from the requirement of doing } 
the representa tive work which has been heretofore required of 
them by the law. I know it to be a fact that all over the inter- 
mountain States there are thousands and thousands of miners 
who are unable, by reason of the hard now ting. to 
perform the rev ite amount of labor to hold th laims, and 
| hope that this Congress, which has already visited such hard- 

p upon these miners by the passag the bill repealing the 
purchasing clause of the Sherman law, will not pile upon that 
these addi hardships by lling them to 
rform this work. 

I know it to be a fact that it has been requested here that 
South Dakota be excepted from the operation of this bill. Iam 
advised by Representatives from that State thatthe reason they 

for that position is that a ange number of the owners of 
tims in that State are foreigr and privat 
umply able to perform the work necessary to be per 
ormed to represent their respective claims; and | presume that 
the statements of these Repre cuntntives' who may be assumed to 
iinted with the needs and requisites of their people 
should bbe semedden din determining these questions. 

But in our State the sentiment is different. I have had dozens 
and dozens—yes, at least a hundred—of letters asking that 
bill may be passed at the hands of Congress. The men whosend 
this request have some of them been devoting their time and 
their energies for years and years to representing the claims 
vhich they now possess. If this Congress refuses to them the 
privilege of still holding those claims without doing the repre- 
sentation work which the law has required, the expenditures of 
many years upon many claims will have to be forfeited and the 
claims given up. I hope that this Congress will see its way to 
the passage of the bill as has been suggested by the chairman of 
this committee. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I yield 
South Dakota |Mr. Lucas]. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. Speaker, I represent a district in 
the condition of things is somewhat different from that existing 
in the districts of my friends from Colorado and Montana. It is 
my fortune to reside at the foot of the ey Peak tin district, 
in which a foreign corporation, composed of English capitalists, 

itrols twelve hundred mining claims together with the tin 
interests there; and it is theirinterest to have thislaw suspended 
as proposed by the gentleman from New York. In other parts 
of the Black Hills are two thousand other claims owned by for- 
eign corporations and corporations belonging in other States. 
ln my district a large number of citizens have claims belonging 

themselves. | tress and paralysis of busins 
vailing to-day all over the co rr as has bes 
gentleman from Colorado, these men do not know wnete bread 

nd aul r are to come from during the coming winter, If this 


time 
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1 corporations 





be best acq 


this 


five minutes to the gentleman from 


which 


nder the s 
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n well state 





b ill » passe od, as proposed by th tleman from N York. so 
s to include South Dakota in its provisions, it will compel those 


en to abandon their homes and seek sustenance somewhere 
‘ 

In view of the fact that it is not irregular, thatitis not un- 

wful, to make en exception for good reasons to the general 








provisions of a bill, we have asked the committee of conference 
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to except my Stat they h rhe oO yr ( 3 
ri ise to-« to respec tne Orn ( ce co are 
ind, inasmuch as we do! ‘ 38 ’ his 
Kin eC Xe t s from 5 er 
has been said by th entle as 
» constituent who is interest i } ¥ . *“ 
t hich he is not nov to oO t | 
I \ more lan three I ' 
tior | of this Hous ot to ‘ 
conference committee. 
Mr. WEADOCK L 1 \ ) 
York [Mr. Ray 
Mr. RAY. Vir. Speaker, | hear tl gent i Colo 
rado and some other gentlemen representing W rn i 
ing to us that they must have this bill pas by this 3 
thit it must become a law, that t conference report 
adopted in order that the poor oring men of thel stutes 
may be ¢ abled to live during the comin \ t tnd the I 
hear the Representative from South Dakota ving that vill 
not do to pass this bill unless South Dakota | 4 
p: ovisio S; that lf that Stat 2 1 dint Oo tle e 
bill, laboring men will be turr rut to a co ! 5 
rid and left to starve 
Now, there has been written n the l m he 
United States for many ears & law ch pro t n 
ers of claims of this character must perforn ert it of 
work—8100 worth of work—upon chelaim each y Lat 
statute is in operation; it applies equally to the Stat ind 
to all the people of the United States having « sof t ur 
facter. It i fair and just law; b owing to the stringency of 
the times, owing to the circumstan ver whi none of us have 
any control, it became necessary that there should be br oh 
into this Housea general act upplying alike to illthe States and 
all the citizens of the United Stat 3 to all peo le having 1 ning 
claims, providing that the operation of this provision 
sh ld be suspended for one year Now, it ecms to me that 


what 1s cood forone Stateis good fora the Stites: wha ood 
for one lovality is rood for all loc:lities, 


[Hof Arizona. If their circumstances are the same 





Vr. SMI 


Mr. RAY. It seems to me that upon principle the C ress 
of the United States can not aflord to go to the b 34 of 
changing general statutes for the benefit of localities, yin 
that as to one section of the country a particular law s re 
min in force but that as to another section it s be ir a 
tive, thus changing the law to suit local condition rd le | 


wishes 


Mr. SMI .et of Arizona. Iseethe point which the gent! 


is endeavorin to make; but let me ask, do n he cond ) n 
these differs nt localities the min ng regulations ditler 

Mr. RAY. Surely. 

Mr. SMITHof Arizona. Then,if the conditions are ait ther 
different, why try to hold these several communities h 
same general rule? While a thing may be very good one 
set of conditions, it may be very bad under anoth 

Mr. RAY. Why, sir, here is a statute on this subject. Iti 
general in its terms, applying equally to all the States a ull 


the people of all the States. I do not find any such vary con 
ditions as the gentleman describes or pictures. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. If the gentleman will refer to the 


mining laws applicable in the different localities where the 
mines are situated, he will see that there is a very great differ 
ence in the regulations under which mine-owners hold their 
titles 

Mr. RAY. That may be; but here is a general statute as to 
the work that shall be performed each year on these claims. 
Now, the gentlemen representing South Dakota in this body and 
in the Senate claim that this bill be enacted, but made 
applicable to Colorado and some of the other St 


Mr. LUCAS. No, we do not claim that. 


should 


ites only. 





Mr. RAY. Then you do not claim forasingle minute that 
this is a just or proper law to be enacted 
Mr. LUCAS. \We do not want the law change 


Mr. RAY. jut you are satisfied that this bill sh é 
acted into law if it be made applicable to all the Stat 
Union ee South Dakota. 

\ LUCAS No, that is not the id 

\i v\ ( ol ashing t n , t ) i LAT ( 
to t him? 

Mr tA Y | have but fifte: 

r. W SON of Washington 0 co in ¢ to 

th ntleman is fallir he ning ries « ( 
Vakota are sea on gold and tin lie it lr 8 l he 
count asis of t + minin ir St - ur a 
oO that ere is a great differen e condi ex- 

stir 1 the two localities. 

Mr. RAY Well, I do not know th it makes any diff nce 
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as to what the law should be, whether they are mining gold and 
lead, or mining gold and tin. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. But it does as a matter of jus- 
tics and equity. 

Mr. LUCAS. A very material difference. 

Mr. RAY. These men having these claims are working the 
mines as the law now requires them to do—doing a hundred dol- 
lars’ worth of work each year 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. What for? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? ; 


Mr. RAY. Ican not yield any more; my time has been nearly | 


all taken up. 


Mr.CLARK of Missouri. I merely wish to ask the gentleman | 


if those p»rsons engaged in the mining industries of this country 
ought not to be encouraged? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, now, if the law is fixed so 
that it suits the people of South Dakota and the balance of the 
mining country out there, why not let them have it? 

Mr. LUCAS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. RAY. Well, it may suit the Representatives from South 
Dakota who desire to strike simply at a foreign corporation 
which happens to own some claims in the State. 


But, Mr. Speaker, I was about coming to the point of my ob- 


ection- 

: Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not safe to assume, or is the 
gentleman in favor of disputing the proposition, that the Rep- 
resentatives from South Dakota and the balance of those min- 
ing States know more about their own business than we do 
here? 

Mr. RAY. Well, they may know more about it than the gen- 
tleman from Missouri knows, but I happen to know something 
about the facts reluting to these mining claims myself; because 
I have a large number of gentlemen residing in my Congres- 
sional district— 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. We havein ours too. 

Mr. LUCAS. Who happen to know a good deal about the 
business. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Who own tin mines in South Dakota. 
And I desire to say that they are made up of Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike. 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. If the gentleman knows any- 
thing about mining 

Mr. RAY. Now, gentlemen, I do hope that I will be allowed 
to have a little fragment of the time left to me in order to ex- 
press my views on this question. 

These gentlemen who happen to reside in my Congressional 
district, and are interested in this mining business are, as I have 
said, both Democratsand Republicans. It is nota political ques- 
tion. There is no foreign capitalist among them. They do not 
come from England or Germany or any other foreign country. 
They are American citizens. They are perfectly willing that 
this bill, as first proposed, should be enacted into law if they can 
have the benefit of it. But it does not seem right in practice or 
correct in principle that it should give benefits to certain sec- 
tions or to classes of mine-owners in the United States because 
they happen to own claims in one State, and deny its benefits and 
privileges to another class of claimants who happen to own 
claims in Sottth Daketa. All are citizens of the United States. 
All should come in under the general laws enacted by Congress, 
and should be entitled to the benefitsof the general laws enacted 
on this subject, and if any burden is imposed on mine-owners or 
claimants let it apply to all alike. 

Ll have heard the representatives of the Democratic party on 
this floor advocate equality before the law and justice to all men 
s0 many times that I do not think you want to violate that prin- 
ciple in acting on this bill. 

Mr. LUCAS. It is not a political question. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I speak particularly for the men I represent. 
If this law is to be suspended as to claimants not residing in my 
State,and as to mining claims in Colorado and Nevada and other 
States, and is not to be suspended as to South Dakota, it is an 
act of inequality, and I simply ask that its provisions be made to 
extend to these men who own mining claims in South Dakota. 
If you wish to strike at these foreigners, this foreign corporation 
of which you speak, which have their place of business in Eng- 
land, and perhaps the stockholders themselves reside in England, 
if you desire to strike at them, then make the provision in the 
bill in accord ance with thatidea; butdo not impose any unneces- 
ary hardship or restriction upon one class of our own people. 

As to the citizens of the United States, I should think you 
would desire to let the provisions of the bill apply to all alike 
and operate on all alike. Because it does not is the reason I ob- 
ject to it in its present form. I do notadvecate anything which 
will not ameliorate the condition of the miners in South Dakota, 
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Colorado, Nevada, or any other State of the Union. W 
for is equal and exact justice, and I do not believe, sir, 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEADOCK] who has e 


this bill will commend or approve of the principle o! 


| which excepts from its operations one State of the 


leaves it to operate in all the others. 
This, Mr. Speaker, is the reason why [ am opposed 
amendment, as suggested. I[ can not act otherwise and 


| to the people whom I represent, than to do what I can to: 


the adoption of this conference report 

The gentleman, it seems to me, should not say that 
gentiemen from South Dakota state that they want their 
excepted that therefore we will except them. Supposi 
representatives of some other State should come in and 
** Except us from the provisions of this bill,” would you e: 
them? : 

Will you have a law upon the statute books which opera 
one-half of the States of the Union, but which is inoperativ« 
the other half of the States of the Union? Is that the kind 
legislation we desire upon the statute books? Is that De: 
cratic doctrine? When you come to adopt your tariff bill 
you going to adopt one that shall be so framed as to su 
fancy of Massachusetts—— 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. Yes; that isexactly what 
are going to do. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). A tariff tosuit the fancy of Calif. 
and so go around and have itoperative in a portion of the St 
and not operative in the other States? 

Mr. WILSON of Washington. That is what they are ; 
to do to please New York, Connecticut, and Massachusetts 
let the West go. 

Mr. RAY. O!no; nothing of the kind. I believein gen 
laws that shall apply to all our people. I believe in the Ame 
can flag; and when it floats I wantit to protect all the peopl: 
believe in the legislation of the Congress of the United St» 
but when we legislate, we should legislate for all the peo 
and pass those laws and only those laws which shall be appli 
to all alike, which shall give benefit to all the people, or im 
burdens upon all the people similarly situated, equally and a 

Mr. BOATNER. How would a New York law that w 
operate all over the United States suit the gentleman? 

Mr. RAY. I donot advocate the adoption of a New 
law to operate all over the United States, or in any sec 
the nation except New York. 

Mr. BOATNER. A law that would suit New York peo 

Mr. RAY. But Ido believe that the laws of the United 
should be so framed that they will operate everywhere \ 
the boundaries of the United States uniformly and justly 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WEADOCK. Mr.Speaker,if this was intended to r 
permanently upon the statute books it might be a que 
whether or not one particular State should be exempted. 

But that question, I submit, is not before the House. Th 
a bill intended to give relief to the miners in a lar ,e port 
the country; but the situation in South Dakota is such t 
those people would be benefited by the exemption of their S 
from the provisions of this bill. That is all there is to the m 
ter. It is a temporary suspension of the statute requireme 
favor of those who need the protection of the laws, and it s 
to me it has been sufficiently discussed in the House. 

I do submit that the Senators and Representatives from S 
Dakota are at least equally as well prepared to represent 
wishes of their State,and to know the conditions of their p 
as is the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

It is impossible, perhaps, to pass any law which will no! 
porarily inconvenience someone, but it seems to me that as 
lief measure, calculated to meet the state of facts which un 
nately exists in that country, this bill ought to pass. | 
the previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. This bill simply gives relief to 
who want it. 

Mr. WEADOCK. Yes. I now move the previous «| 
upon the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the « 
ference report. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division [demanded by Mr. Ray], there were—aye 
noes none. 

Mr. RAY. No quorum. 

Mr. WEADOCK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to make a suggestion to my frie 
from Michigan [Mr. WeapocK]. There is probably no quoru 
present in the House at this time. This bill will come up os 
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from the police court of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 4324) to provide a building 
site for the National Conservatory of Music of America—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 4825) to authorize the con- 
struction of an addition to the public building at Hartford, 
Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

by Mr. COOPER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4326) to subject to 
State taxation national-bank notes and United States Treasury 
notes—-to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Aresolution calling upon the Postmaster- 
General for certaininformation relating to pay of letter-carriers— 
to the Committee on the Post-Olfice and Post-Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. CAPEHART: A bill (H.R. 4327) granting relief to | 


West Virginia State troops—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 4328) for the re- 
lief of William B. Chapman, George W. Street, John W. Hoes, 
Emmet C. Tuthill, and Joseph H. Curtis—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE FOREST: A bill (H. R. 4829) for the relief of 
Charles T. Russel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 4530) for the relief of Henry 
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| referred the bill (S. 1139) to amend an act of Congress approved 


I’, Hicks, postmaster at Cambridge, Kans.—to the Committee on | 


Claims. 

By Mr. JOY: A bill (H. R. 4331) for the relief of Hiram K. 
Hazlett—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MARVIN of New York: A bill (H. R. 4332) to reim- 
burse John Waller, former postmaster at Monticello, N. Y., for 
moneys expended in carrying the mails—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 4333) to increase the pension of 
Heman F’, Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 4334) for the relief of Capt. 
rancis A. Beuter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4335) for the relief of Ellen Wright, hospital 
nurse —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4336) for the relief of Mrs. Jane Falls, widow 
of William Falls—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4337) pro- 
viding an appropriation for the improvement of Grand River 
from Grand Rapids to Grand Haven, in the State of Michigan— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. STORER: A bill (H. R. 4338) granting a pension to Theo- 
dore Elchlepp, late of Company I, Seventh Regiment United 
States Infantry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARNER (by request): A bill (EH. R. 4339) for the re- 
lief of Emile M. Blum, late commissioner general, and James 
M. Seymour, jr., late assistant commissioner to Barcelona Expo- 
sition—to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLAIR: Petition of a mass meeting of citizens of Marl- 
boro, N. H., without distinction of party or religious denomina- 
tion, praying for the suppression of the liquor traffic with the 


heathen people of the world—to the Committee on Alcoholic | 


Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Resolution adopted by the Cotton Ex- 
change of Greenville, Miss., praying that the tariff on all man- 
ufactured cotton goods be repealed; if not this, for some protec- 
tion against the free admission of all foreign-grown cottons—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


accompany House bill 4815—te the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HOLMAN: Protest of the chief of the Choctaw Nation 


| 
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SENATE, 
THURSDAY, November 2, 1893. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MiuBurn, D. D. 


The Journalof yesterday's proceedings was read and app 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. TELLER presented memorials of the Denver (Col 
graphical Union, and of the Denver (Colo.) Trades As 
remonstrating against the building of a new Governme: 
ing Office by contract; which were referred to the Com 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Denver (Colo.) Cham 


|; Commerce, praying that steamers between Mexican and ( 


or South American ports on the western coust of the | 
States, be required to stop for mail at San Diego, Cal.; \ 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-! 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 823) to authorize the Missouri River Pow 
Company of Montana to construct a dam across the Mis-o 
River, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom w 
May 12, 1890, granting to the Aransas Pass Harbor Company the 
right to improve Aransas Pass, reported it with an amendment 

Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mi 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 132) making an 
appropriation to enlarge the military post of Fort Meade, nea: 
the city of Sturgis, in the State of South Dakota, to report it ad- 
versely. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] to the adverse report. He may want 
to have the bill placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have the bill go to th 
Calendar. I know nothing aboutit and would like to look into it 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the C 

endar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Af 
to whom was referred the following bills, submitted advers 
ports thereon, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 146) to establish a military post at or near the « 
Pierre, Hughes County, in the State of South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 172) to establish a military post at or near the city « 
Grand Forks, in Grand Forks County, in the State of North D 
kota. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Afi 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 810) authorizing the Secretary of War to don 
certain cannon to the Naval Veteran Association of Baltimor 
Md.; and 

A bill (S. 1045) authorizing the Secretary of War to don:t 
four obsolete gun carriages to the city of Marshalltown, lows 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agr: 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreein, 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to t! 
bill (H. R. 3545) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to mining claims. 

The message also announced that the House had “1s @ joint 
resolution (H. Res. 53) toremit the duties on ammunition for nava 
ordnance imported by. the Secretary of the Navy; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES ON WORLD’S FAIR EXHIBITS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to a 
the act approved February 25, 1890, relating to the admission o 


| articles intended for the World’s Columbian Exposition, to re- 
By Mr. DE FOREST: Papers in case of George Thompson, to | 


against the passage of House bill 299—to the Committee on In- | 


dian Affairs. 


| some members who are absent. 


By Mr. MOON: Petition of the Annual Conference of the Meth- | 


odist 
ministers, representing over 45,000 membors, praying for the 
repeal of the Geary law—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


ae 7 . : . | 
Episcopal Church of Michigan, composed of over 300 


ort it back with an amendment, accompanied by a report wii 
will ask to have printed, and I ask for the present consider 
tion of the joint resolution. It has received the unanimous «| 
proval of every member of the committee now in the city and of 
It is necessary to act upon t 
measure this morning in order to have it take effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pres 


| consideration of the joint resolution? 


By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Resolutions from Central | 


Labor Union, of Hartford, Conn.,in favor of day work, under di- 
rection of Supervising Architect, instead of contract work, in all 
work on the contemplated new Government Printing Office—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 


| 


Mr. COCKRELL. Lat it be read for information. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will state that the whole of the join 
lution is stricken out except the last clause of the last : 
which permits the new museum at Chicago to accept of an; 
that may be made to it or to make any purchases that it | 
please to make. 





1893. 


Mr. CUL LOM. Let the last clau 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


cate d. 
The Secretary rei id as follows 





se be read by the Secretary. 
The Secretary will read as indi- 4 
| 


foreign exhibits at such Fair acquired by contribution or pur 


:at al 
coal the Columbian Museum of Chicago for its own use shall be wholly 
= ased from all customs « duties. 
Mr. CULLOM. I merely desire to say that in the other body 




















here was no objection to this provision while there was objec 
ta ryyy . . 
tion to other portions of the joint resolution. This measure is 
shought to be only fair to those parties in ¢ “¥s Lo Who are un- 
houg + 
dertiking to establish a great museum, and ope there will be 
no objection to its adoption 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
cl nsideration of the joint resolution 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W! proceeded to consider the joint resolution 

The  eendine nt of the Committee on Finance was tostri ) 

1j e word ‘‘ permit,” in line 9, to the word‘ that,” in n 
ili from th } 
46: s0 as to make the joint resolution read: 

Pasolved, eto., That the act approved Apri 1890, entitled ‘‘An act to pro 

le r celebrating the four hundredth anniversary * liscove rf 
America by Christopher Coiumbus by holding an international exhibition 

ts. industries, manufactures, and the product of the | ine. a ‘ 
1a city of Chicago, in the State of I] ’ be, anid t is h j 

al ied so as to permit all foreign exhibits at such 
t on or purchase by the Columbian Museum of Chica 
shall be wholly released from all customs duties 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

rhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
re ition to be read a third time. 


third time, 
Senate req 
the jo 


is read 
that the 


tatives on 


The 


joint resolution wi: 
MORRILL. I move 
with the House of Represen 
ame! dment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
oint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Mor- 
L, Mr. HARRIS, and Mr. MCPHERSON were appointed. 

DONATION OF ABANDONED CANNON, 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the 

tary Affairs to report back favorably the joint r 


and passed. 
uest a conierence 


int resolution and 





Committee on Mili- 
ion (H. 


> 
olut Res. 


83) donating an abandoned cannon to the committee in charge 
of the national encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic 
at Pittsburg, Pa., in 1894; and | am instructed by the commit- 
tee to ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution may be 
now considered. ‘There is no possible objection to it. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

YETAIL OF ARMY OFFICERS TO COLLEGES. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Mil 





to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3571) to in- 
crease the number of the Army to be detailed to col- 
leges, to report it favorably, with an amendment. I am a 
directed by the committee to ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be now considered. I think there can be no possible objection 
to it. 

By unanimous consent the 
Whole, proceeded to consider 


tary Affairs, 
ofiicers of 


iso 


Senate, in Committee of the 


the bill. 


is 


The amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs was, in 
line 8, after the words ‘‘ United States,” to insert: 

And no officer shall be thus detailed who has not had five years’ service in 
the Army, and no detail to such duty shall extend for more than four years 
and officers on the retired list of the Army may, upon tl ‘own application, 
be detailed to such duty, and when so detailed shall receive the full pay of 


their rank. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate 

Mr.CALL. Iask the Senator 
the bill, what is the number added to the detail? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill proposes an addition of twenty- 
five to the number now allowed by law. The amendment pro- 
posed by the committee simp ly t any officer of the 
Army who is detailed to one of these ee ee shall have had 
five years’ service with his command, and t no detail shall ex- 
tend beyond four years, and it gives the privilege to the Presi- 
dent to take officers from the retired list within that number 
who, when on such duty, shall receive the pay of their rank. 

Mr. STEWART. Dol understand that this is a bill to regu- 
late the number of officers who are assigned to educational insti- 
tutions? 

Mr. MANDERSON 


XXV 





amended. 
from Nebraska, who report 


a 





ed 


equires pou 


The bill increases the number. 
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3) id 
STEWART. How many? 
MANDERSON. It ine 
- ad am 


— 


reases the number 25. 





























ndment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 

MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to whom were referred the following bill and jx reso e- 
ported them adversely, and they w there 1 postpo in- 
definite] 

A bill (S. 1079) to increase the number of officers of 
to be detailed to colleges: and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 61) author o& the eside 
tail from the A my in oiicer to dis ge autles Ol 
mandant at the University f the State of 4.lab 

We We om N 

Mir HARRIS. Ll am direc eda D' Con ttee on l . 
to l ferred th l Bz. EG 1) for the: ief of Vi \ 
R i » COLE O I aistrict yorth (4 ina or 8 
of ips destroyed by tire at Winston, N. C., on Nove er 13, 
1892, to report it back hout ame! ent lt a bill of a sin- 
g paragcrap [ m a cted to < in is cons t ut 
it be now co ideret ‘ it b d for inf ) 

I bill ! j s follow 

} ' S etary of r y, 

ithorized a re ea 4 ec- 

I ite r i ! i with 
the t r value ed t the 
st ) \ aoe ) "4 g 

The VI PRESIDENT [Is th objectl to the p1 nt 
conside} Lon ¢ the b 

Chere be no obiection } ite 3 in Committee of the 
W rie ( ied to cons the l 

he was repo! d tothe Senate without amendme! oO! 
a ad oO thi 1 rending, re a the LI ird time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some two or three weeks ago I reported a 
Senate bill of precisely the same purport and it was plac on 
the Calenda move that the bi 5. 874) for the reli ‘ \\ 
W. Rollins, collector of internal revenue fo1 e fifth « yn 
dist t of North Carolina, be indefinitely postponed. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD IN INDIAN AND OKLAHOMA TERRITORIES 

Mr. ALLEN. I am directed by the Committee on Indian 
Affuirs, to whom was referred the bill (S. L021) to @ t 
right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma Centr nd Southwest 
Railway Company through the Indian Territory and Okl na 
Territory, and for other purposes, to report it witl 
amendments, and to ask for its present consideratio 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
W hole, proce ed to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the Com ttee on Indian Affairs was, 
in section 1, line 9, after the wor rerritory,” to insert in- 
ec] in lands tl t have been allotted to [Indians in severa ty or 
re ver for Ind purposes * go S to read 

‘hat the Kan Oklahoma Centrala ithwestern Railway Company, 
u \ A m« 3 and by virtue of the laws e Te y of 
O Lhoma is hereby, invested and ered 8 
r htof 1 g.equippin op raill 1 Mma x 
ara Ly, tele e} ne linet ugh the I \ lerrit wnd 
Ckia ma T iding lauds that I been a it ul in 
§ I or r ved > Indian purposes, be at any p » be se 

d railway company on the sout ne of the S ( 
he cou ay of Montgomery, on the south line of section 1 ! 
) imb “<i 14, ywnship numbered 35, range 1 i i 
rincipal meridian, or on the sot ne of se 1 1 red 
ered 14, township numt ed 35, range l6ea the x 
ne 1, and running thence by the m t practical ite th I ein 
1 1 Territory the west line thereof, « 

The amendment was agree xd to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2 ne 3, to strike out 
wn tory’ and insert eee ries,’ 

I amendment was agreed t 

he next amendment was, in section 3, line 2, after the word 

( vant to insert ‘‘by allotment under any law of the 

United States or agreement with the Indians or:” so as to l: 

re Said railway shall be constructed thro Llany la ~ y 

ipants by allotment under ar law » | t Ss r 

1 with the Indians or according ie law u ms es 
of a ié Indians, nations, or tri thr 1 iti I 
- ¢ l ind complete compensatio be mad t nt 
ill property to be taken or damage n y reason of theconstr mn of 

‘ 

‘J nendment was agreed to 

[he xt amendment was, in section 3, line 12, after the word 
‘* belongs,” to insert ‘* or in the case of an allottes or by his duly 
wuthorized guardian or representative; ” so as to read: 

n case failure to make amicable settlement wi ny occupant h 
compensation shall be deter mined by the ap pr 1isemen hree disinter ed 
referees, to be appointed, one (who shall a u irn y the President 
of the United States, one by the chief of the: ion to which such occupant 
belongs, or in case of an allottee or by his duly authori guardian or rep- 

‘ resentative; and one by said railway company, who, before entering upon 
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the duties of their appointment, shall take and subscribe, before a district 
judge. clerk of a court, or United States commissioner, an oath that they 
will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, 
which oaths duly certified shall be returned with their award to, and filed 
with, the secre. ary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion 
thereof, and a majority Of said referees shall be competent to act in case of 
the absence of a member, after due notice, and upon the failure of either 
party to make such appointment within thirty days after the appointment 
made by the President, the vacancy shall be filled py the judgeof the United 
* States court for the first judicial division at Muscogee, Indian Territory, or 
by the judge of the United States court which has jurisdiction over said In- 
dian reservation, etc 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 9, line 3, before the word 
*vears,” to strike out ‘four ” and insert ‘ three;” so as to read: 

That the said railway company shall build at least 100 miles of its railway 
in said Territories within three years after the passage of this act, and com- 
te the main line of the same within two years thereafter, or the right 
rere il eu 


in gr hall be forfeited as to that portion not built 


Mr. HOAR. There are different prints of the bill. I should 
like to ask to what section the l wt amendment is? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil! indicate. 

The SEORETARY. 
“four” and insert the word ‘‘ three.” 

Mr. ALLEN. The amendment makes it conform to bills of 
like nature which hive bsen passed hereto/ore. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR 
appewl. Suppose there be a judgment for the defendant, a per- 
son having set up an unfounded claim for title, or in any other 
way set up a claim for d m>ges when there are none, still the 
costs are.to be against the appellant. If there is a judgment of 
the referees in favor of the claimant, the railroad company ap- 
peal and p evail on the appeal, and if the judgment of the court 


shall be for the same ora less sum than the award of the ref- | 


erecs, then the costs shall be adjudged against the appellant, so 
that the prevailing party under the provision of the bill in the 
case | have supposed wil! be compelled to pay the costs. 
the purpose of the Sen tor who has charge of the bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. 


of the case, but I suppose that would be just. I will state that 


the bill is in accordance with the bills which have heretofore | 


} 


been passed granting right of way over Indian reservations. It | 
» with the Rock Island bill and | 


is almost identical in langu: 
other bills of that kind. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest after the word “appellant,” in line 53 
of the print of the bill I have, in the third section, very near the 
end, to add: 

Unless the judgment of the court shall be for the railroad company, in 
which case the costs shall be against the claimant. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
amendmenc. 

Mr. HOAR. 
semicolon, towards the close of the third section in the print of 
the bill I have. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I do not think there can be any objection to that 


The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be stated. 


The SucreTarRy. After the word ‘‘ appellant,” in line 53, sec- 
tion 3, of the printed bill, insert: 

Unless the Judgment of the court shall be for the railroad company, in 
Which case the costs shall be against the claimant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STEAM REVENUE CUTTER. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report back favorably without amendment the bill (H.R. 


3297) providing for the construction of a steam revenue cutter | 
for se ‘vice on the Great Lakes. I am also instructed by the | 


committee to ask for the p ‘esent consideration of the bill. 

By unanimous consent the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to appropriate $175,000 for the con- 
struction of a steam revenue cutter of the first class for service 
on the Great Lakes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report back adversely the bill (S. 994) providing for the con- 


struction of a steam revenue cutter for service on the Great | 


Lakes, 
ate bill be indefinitely postponed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


_Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S, 1150) for the relief of Jane | 
Vandever, widow of V{illium Vandever, brevet major-general, | 
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In section 9, line 3, strike out the word | 


[ wish to call attention to the provision for an | 


Is that | 


My attention has not beencalled to that branch | 


The word ‘‘appellant” occurs just before the | 


As the House bill takes its place, I move that the Sen- | 
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United States Volunteers; which was read twice by its tit 
referred to the Committee on Pen ions. , 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 1151) to provid 
free and un imited coinage of silver: which was read t 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. MARTIN, it was 
Ordered, That Harrison Flora be, and is hereby, authorized 
from the files of the Senate, subject to the rules, all papers and 
| filed by him to accompany Senate bill 26.8 at the first session of t 
Congress, and filed with Senate report 1193 
SESSION EMPLOYES AT MALTBY BUILDIN 

Mr. GORMAN submitted the following 
referred to the Committee to Audit 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, au 
continue the present session employés at the Maltoy Building au 
under resolution of July 26, 1892, during the coming recess of Cong: 

ADDITIONAL MESSENGER FOR THE SENATE. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted the following resolution: w 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control th 
tingent Expenses of the Senate: 

fesolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, autl 
employ an additional messenger at an annual salary of $1,440. to 


from the iniscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the Senate 
otherwise provided. 


resolution: w]l 
and Control the Cor 


PROF. SUESS ON FUTURE OF 

Mr. VOORHEES. I hold in my hand a translation of a vi 
important work entitled The Future of Silver, by Eduai 
Suess, professor of geology at the University of Vienna, Aus 
tria, vice-president of the Imperiil Academy of Science, m-mber 
of the Austrian Parliament, etc. It isa work that the Financ 
Committee have investigated fully for some months back and o1 
| dered it printed for the use of the committee. I am now 
structed by the committee to report it to the Senate and ask t} 
| it be published asa miscellaneous document for the use of the S 

ate. I might say more as to the care and attention which | 

| been given to it by members of the committee, butit is the un 

mous opinion that it would bean exceedingly valuable docum 

for the use of Senators. I submit it for the purpose of hav 

it printed as a miscelluneous document. 

Mr. President, one word more. We have estimated 
| pense of printing and it is so small that it does not come un 

the rule which requires it to be referred to the Comm 
Printing. It can be printed for the sum of $100, possib|) 
tle more, possibly a little less. I underst:nd a proposed n 
mum cost of $500 for printing has to go to the Committ 
Printing for its approval. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HiLL. What is the title of the pamphlet? 

| Mr. VOORHEES. The Future of Silver, by Eduard S 

professor of geology at the University of Vienna, Austria, \ 

| president of the Imperial Academy of Science, member o 
Austrian Parliament, etc., trinslated by Robert Stein, Uni 
St tes Geological Survey, published by permission of the aut} 

; and by the direction of the Committee on Fin» nce. Senate of t 
United States. Prof. Suess is well known in the circles of fin: 
cial investigation. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know that [ have any objection to such: 
resolution, but we hive been assured so many times by the Sen 
ator from Nevada [Mr. S:EWART] that silver would have no f 
ture, I do not know whether it will be of any particular value t 

| print the pamphit. 

Mr. VOORHEES. This is notaresolution. I will say to t 

| Senator from New York it is a translation, translated by or 
of the Finance Committee. We ordered a thousand cop 
printed for our own use. The Senator from Iowa[Mr. A 
SON], who is not now here, whenabroad gave the matter gre 
tention, and regarded itas avery valuable work. The atten 
of the Senator from Nevada |Mr. JONES], who is a membe: 
the Committee on Finance, was called to it, and his concur: 

| given. SoI feel fully justified in having it treated with the 
spect I propose. 

Mr. PASCO, May I ask the Senator from Indiana how m 

| copies are to be printed under the rule? 

| Mr. VOORHEES. The usual number. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regret that the Sen: 
from New York [Mr. H1iLt] did not pay more attention to t 
| few observations [ made during the recent debate. 

Mr. HILL. A few observations, does the Senator say? 

Mr. STEWART. I frequently declared that the act wou 
utterly demonetize silver in this country, but I frequently 
serted that silver would not die here, that the war had just com- 
menced; and my belief that it will not die is founded to some ex- 
tent upon the fact that I see now we shall be able to separate 


SILVER. 





Is there objection to the r: 





1893. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3075 








heep from the goats, and it will be difficult in the future} Mr. COCKRELL. I object tothe third reading now 











= | j } j ‘ > 
+ Senators to straddle the issue and be for and against | r. HOAR. I desire to et rule re:don which t 
8 r. I] think in the next fight we shall have only those talk- | ator relies. I thin 
: silver who are on ourside. If we can eliminate those Mr. COCKREI l 
’ } lk for silver and vote for monometallism, we shall be less The VICE-PRESIDENT g XT\ the S 
»hurrassed, and will probably be able to prosecute the fight | ret ury 
W more success than we have done while embarrassed with i a) el ead 10 
the sitiun of Senators occupying both sides of the questior 
lL) . ° . . | 
HILL. I the publication of this pamphlet will give the S, JOINT R 
c y from Nevada any more information upvun the subject 1 
‘ has. 1 think it very importint that it should be p 
} It will also enable him. I suppose, to speak more at : cae : er 
i , pcs i i , ‘ i 
} , upon the sud .¢t hereafter than he has done during t ate una 
p tsession. I think the pamphlet ought to be publishe 
I’ VICE-PRESIDENT. _is there ob) sction to the r 1est of MM HOAR [should ra to have the R 
{ itor from Indiana? The Chair hears none,and itis so! ye gd to show what took 1 
ol ed. ( PIESILOEN he St V 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. oak omte : 
COCKRELL submitted the following report: : read a 
:mittee of conference on the « rreeing V 4 the two How N . 
ot smendment of the Senate numbered 6 to th H. R. 4177) ** topr ‘ i 
¢ r further urgent deficiencies in the appropriatio for the servic A 
tl f ment for the tiscal y¢ ending June 30, 18.4 nd for other ] Mi HO R i aw he 
I having met, after full and f scon have been un ones oe : i Then : 
F. M. COCKRELI mr. D \ i ) 
A. P. GORMAN | HOARK J 1 SO i c 
S. M. CULLOM \ 5s exhausted tl 
M rs on the part of c ‘ s¥. l 
: Lhe senat ( ; 3 , 
JOSEPH D. SAYERS o_ iad ; ) 
I F. LIVINGSTON these s Vi peo ] 
J.G. CANNON as consent : 
- oe , : ie Vii ie ) 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate still further insist | of the S M 
upon its amendment numbered 6, di reed to by the House of Mr. COC] Ll lo 
R sentatives. The vill PRES L) 4a 4 LMere 1s oO on 
I motion was agreed to. Mr. HOAR [ will take the ne of the ¢ 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. i v it viLDLU ii i 
int resolution (H. Res. 53) to remit the duties onammu- | «*,! ee : 
7 1 . . \ } »\ ton 
D for naval ordnance imported by the Secretary of the|, , 
is read twice by its title and referred to the Committee | * . ) 
4 . il v if i ! h 


on nance. ‘ anh 
RELIEF OF SUFFERERS FROM RECENT CYCLONE. ~ Mr. GORMAN. I think th 1 ali bi . ‘ 
.GRAY. Mr. President- ter, ht ni 
HOAR. If the Senator from Delaware will kindly give | I move that the bill be refer: tot ( 
me his attention a moment, I gave notice yesterday that I de- | ti 
sired today to call up the bill (S. 1149) to relieve the suffer- Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The qu on 
ers from the recent cyclone on and near the sea islands by the | motion of t Senator from Maryland 
coast of South Carolina and Georgia. I hope, as the Senator's Mr. HOAR. Is the motion in ord 
bill will come up in reguiar order very soon, he will allow m The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks th 


to make my motion before calling up the Chinese bill. orde He will hea rcvestions from Senators i 
ir. GRAY. I took the floor to bring up the unfinished busi Mr. HOAR. If the bill is before the Seuate | ) 
nes refer, it is 1 ore he S ul wo t ac t I t 


. HOAR. I know. My appeal is to the Senator to allow | and ceed to 1ts consideration 


me to make the motion of which I gave notice yesterday, to take Mr. COCKRELL. The rule re 
up the bill for the relief of the sufferers by the recent cycione. | seco ra motion to refer is in orde 


.GRAY. Does the Senator suppose that his bill will lead Mr. HOAR. And the second r ing has taken 





to discussion? Vir. COCKRE [The second ‘ } 
. HOAR. If it goes to the end of the morning hour the | and the third reading h been objected to at 
Sk tor’s bill will come up of course then. question of reference comes on the second and befors 
Mr. GRAY. I think there will be an opportunity for the | readin 
Senator from Massachusetts to bring the matter up before the M OAR. Le he moti ” 
day is over. debate it. Let us have a divisioi on i 
Mr. HOAR. It isa very pressing matter,and I should like to Mr. GORMAN. I make the motion, Mr. P: 
have the sense of the Senate taken upon it. There are 30,000 ] VICE-PRESIDENT. TI 
people starving. t ator from Maryland, t : 


Mr. GRAY. The Senator will have an opportunity later in | A; ypriat 
the day M 1O Mr. Pre ‘ that b 
Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Delaware has absolute control | mud 
of the Senate in regard to his measure, because it is the unfinished ‘ with the honorab 
business and comes up, as of right, at the end of the morning | G LN the belief t nera sul m 
hour I hope he will not also insist on displacing this matter, of | ref oa sppropriate committe mut th i W 
which notice was given yesterday. very pres ssit) Some thi thousand people a 
Mr BUTLER. Ishould like to add my appeal to that of the | ing 1 | the f 
Senator from Massachusetts. the on Appi 
Mr.GRAY. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. ik y,a 1 
Mr. HOAR. I move to take up Senate bill 1149. mor st, Miss Birton, is the leader 
; 
I 





Mr. COCKRELL. Only under the rules, forasecond reading, | t en locadl 
after which shall object toa third reading. Let the bill be | th that nationa is 1 ‘ 
read the second time. on such a large scale, and that it ssi 
Mr. HOAR,. It has been read the first and second times. I ‘volence to relieve it Che st nt is mide t 
Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been read the second time, for | | p of bacon and a peck « yminy a he only 
I objected to the second reading yesterday. wi n s of fiv ‘six persons are ! 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read the second | in ( even day: 
time. That it mation comé¢ frora ‘ which not ‘ 
The bill (S. 1149) to relieve the sufferers from the recent | tl ion late lqu 
cyclone on and near the sea islands by the coast of South Caro- | for a moment, and the delay to another se n of Congress 
lina and Georgia was read the second time by its title. ito another meeting of the committee i ives starvation o 
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huge scale, a case like that of the famine in Ireland, extending 
over 145 miles, nearly as great as the dimensions of the whole 
islond of Ireland in some directions, from sea to sea. If Sena- 
tors have constitutional objections to such a measure they, of 
course, should act upon them; but why this measure of relief 
should encounter all the ingenuities of parliamentary obstruc- 
tion, I can not understand. I should think the Senator from 
Missouri, if he did not agree to our power to take this action, 
would atleast be glad if Senators who thought differently could 
act upon it. 

[ have no interest in this question other than that ot every 
American citizen. The people who are suffering are our fellow- 
citizens; the lady whois the president of this great national and 
international organization of the Red Cross, which has done so 
much to ameliorate the horrors of war throughout the civilized 
world, happens to be a near neighbor and constituent of mine; 
there is nothing local about her sympathy or her field of work 
or her reputation, and I trust the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land will allow the Senate to deal with the bill. 

We have, in addition to the statement of this lady, the state- 
mentof the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], made 
on this floor yesterday, that he had personally visited the scene, 
if | understood him. What the Committee on Appropriations 
want more than the certificate of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that he has personally visited the scene of suffering, I can 
not see. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I think a bill’of this charac- 
ter should be referred to a standing committee in accordance 
with the custom of the Senate. [am in full sympathy with the 
Senator from Massachusetts and should be delighted to relieve 
these people and all others who are suffering, whether from 
floods, cyclones, want of labor, or whatever it may be, but it ap- 
pears to me—and I think that has been the almost universal cus- 
tom of the Senate where we have made donations for the relief 
of distress in the past—that such bills should be referred to the 
appropriate committee; and it seems to me it would be wise that 


the only safe way to legislate on these matters. 

We all feel as does the Senator from Massachusetts on this 
subject, and I appreciate his motives incoming here and asking 
for this relief. Ihave nodoubt there is distress in the particular 
section referred to in the bill I also appreciate the earnestness 
of the distinguished Senator from South Carolina in front of me 
|Mr. BUTLER] in his appeal for these people. At the same time 
I think we had better act deliberately and only after considera- 
tion by a committee of the body, which is charged specially 
with looking to the total amount of appropriations by this Con- 
gress, which is becoming a matter of great concern to the peo- 
ple. I therefore insist on my motion. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, as I understand the pending bill, 
it asks for a very limited amount of money, an amount which 
cin not embarrass the Government very seriously. Since I have 
doen in the Senate there have been repeated appropriations of 
this character for the relief of people who have suffered from a 
great calamity, notably the sufferers from the overtlow of the 
Ohio River and of the Mississippi River, for the relief of the 
sufferers from the epidemic in Florida a few years ago, and | 
think also in the case of Memphis. There can, therefore, be no 
reason in the precedents which have been established why this 
appropriation should not be made. 

According to my idea of the duty of Government and of its 
powers under our Constitution, wherever there is a great public 
calamity which is beyond the reach of private charity, it is a 
duty upon the part 7 the Government to extend its aid to the 
relief of its own people. This is, according to all the evidence 
which has been furnished to us, a calamity of that nature, from 
which many thousands of people are suffering, and it is within 
the power of the Government, and the Government alone, to fur- 
nish relief. It can be done consistently, with advantage to the 
pubtic, and with the increase of the resources of the country in 
enabling these people to again resort to their agriculture and to 
become self-supporting and contribute something to the general 
wealth of the country. 

But, Mr. President, beyond that, we are informed that there 
is a vast amount of suffering in the country for the want of em- 
ployment; that this winter will see hundreds of thousands of peo- 
ple destitute of employment, and dangerous to the public peace 
and the public interest because of their enforced idleness. 

I desire this appropriation to be made, and J want this Con- 
gress to remain here and ‘consider measures which will afford 
relief to the hundreds of thousands of people who will be left 
without the means of subsistence this winter. I am in favor of 
the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts, and of its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I have always been in favor of 
extending relief to the unfortunate to the full extent of the con- 
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stitutional power of the United States. This bill provides fo) 
lieving the suffering fromacyclone, which was a force of yy» 
which deprived a few persons of their property and meanso! 
port; but when weenter upon thisclassof legislation we o 
reflect that there has recently been a legislative cyclone. \ 
has been much more far-reaching in its effects, and has not 
temporarily deprived afew people of employment and the m. 
of livelihood, but has doomed to starvation and beggary m 
of our fellow-citizens, who are to-day beginning for bri 
who in the coming winter must suffer untold misery. Tf t 
shall become a law, it will furnish a precedent for th: 
priation of many millions of dollars if other cases equal 
are to be provided for. , 

There are seven States and Territories in this Union 
contain towns, villages, and hamlets where there is no e 
ment, no means of obtaining bread and clothing, and the 
is approaching. The localities where that distress exists 
the mountains, far removed from the centers of civiliza‘ 
far removed from benevolent societies which can afford 
but Congress has been deaf to their appeals, and it is noy 
posed to extend charity to a few persons who are livin 
there are large communities and where aid can be readi! 
tended. 

Not only that, but there are thousands, perhaps hundre 
thousands, of workingmen who have been thrown out of en 
ment throughout the land by reason of an inadequate sup; 
money to keep enterprise in progress. They will also put in 
claim for relief during the coming winter. This ruin and d 
tress does not stop with the minersand with the workmen, but 


LY Wort 


| israpidly extending to the farmers and producers, who, under tl 


n 


system of contraction ordained by the legislation of this session, 
will be reduced to such poverty that they will be unable to f 


| and educate their children. 


Tam not sorry that the Senator from Massachusetts by tl 
bill has called to the attention of the Senate the suffering and dis 
gy senss may 
had of the universal suffering which the legislation in these halls 
has inflicted upon the people of the United States. 

The suffering people in this country do not expect any sy 
pathy from the class who have obtained so much advantage by 
recent legislation. They know full well that the money-chang- 
ers in the money centers care nothing for the producing cl: sses 
that their only anxiety is to obtain by strategy or by fraud or by 
any other means an unearned increment for themselves. They 
have been successful. We find, after twenty-five years of peace 
and abundant harvests, more suffering, more despair in this coun 
try than has existed in any period of our history. We know ful 
weil that it did not come from natural causes. We know full 
well that the owners of accumulated capital have revolutionized 
the financial system of the world, departed from the teachings of 
the fathers, and deprived the people of money with which to 
transact business and conduct enterprise, and that the pol 
which has wrought this evil is revolution—revolution of t! 
financial system of the world. While thatrevolution is insisted 
upon, while the greed of avarice controls legislation and admi 
istration, there can be no hope of relief with the consent of the 
money power. 

But I predict here and now that the people of the United 
States will assert their manhood and demand the restoration of 
the money of the Constitution and the independence of the co- 
ordinate departments of the Government; they will demand a 
legislative policy for this Government; they will demand that 
the people of this country shall dictate the policy to their chosen 
representatives, and that there shall be no interference with the 
legislative by the executive department. They will repudiate 
the Executive policy of this Government. The issue is broad; 
itis plain. The legislative power has been absorbed by the Ex- 
ecutive. The command went forth, and the world understands 
that the Executive passed the law which you have recorded on 
the statute books, and not the legislative department. The 
legislative department was unable to crossa “‘t” or dotan “‘i.” It 

vas unable to compromise or to change the legislation which 
had been decreed by the Executive. 

Executive policy and Executive control of the legislative func- 
tions of this Government, when in the interest of a moneyed 
class, is a menace to free government, is a menace to the liber- 
ties of the people which can not betolerated. It has filled every 
house in the producing regions with gloom and despair. Mil- 
lions to-day are starving for bread in this country of bounteous 
harvests, and the Executive tyranny, in carrying out the policy 
of the gold trust, is deaf to thefr ee The President is 
surrounded by influences hostile to the people, and is deaf to 
their groans of misery. They can not reach him. 

Iam glad that this question of suffering and starvation is to 
be discussed. I hope the bill will be referred to the Committee 


1 


on Finance, and that they will consider to what extent it is pos- 





1893. 








sible for Congress to extend relief to the sufferers, who must 
starve during the coming winter, not on account of cyclones of 
nature, but on account of cyclones of legislation, dictated and 
earried through by speculative authority. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President, it seems to me that this 
is a question which appeals not alone to our sympathies, but to 
our humanity. Iam told that 2,000 deaths have been occasioned 
py reason of this visitation of Providence on the coast of the 
Atlantic seaboard. I have been alsoshowna paper this morning 
from the State of Louisania, in which it is stated that 1,800 
deaths have occurred there by reason of the same cyclone, that, 
in fact, there has been there a greater mortality and loss of life 
than has been occasioned by any battle in modern times. 

Nearly 4,000 of these poor people have been deprived of their 
lives, but, in addition to that, here are their families left with- 
out the means of support, left homeless, their homes devastated 
and torn away, and they themselves left without food and with- 
out clothing, and the Legislatures of both those States not in 
session. 

There is in those localities no organized element of the people 
which is able to afford the relief for which the honorable Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts now asks. I see ina paper handed 
bv the Senator from Louisiana a statement of the organizations 
which have formed and of the amounts which have been sub- 
scribed and contributed by generous people, and it is said that 
the misery is still appalling; that it is impossible to geta sufli- 
cient amount of means to relieve the distress. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the Congress of the United 
States, considering its past record and history in these matters, 
would be culpable if it did not afford such relief to these dis- 
tressed people as is needed. This is a subject which will not 
and can not wait; it is one which should not be postponed. Those 
people are in this suffering condition, and if the Congress of the 
United States, which has the power and the means to afford re- 
lief, does not come to their assistance, it is something which | 
think will plague and torment us in the future. 

I care not what may be the amount of money which the Con- 
gress of the United States must appropriate to pay its obliga- 
tions, whether it be great or small in amount, surely in a case 
of this kind, where the appeal is made directly to the humanity 
of Congress, the people of this country will think very strangely 
of an act which sends this bill to a committee. I should infin- 
itely prefer to see the bill amended by making a larger appro- 
priation of money, enough to cover the whole itory over 
which the cyclone passed; but let it not be said that the Con- 
gress of the United States, at a time when such distress prevails 
amongst these people, when the Legislatures of the States 
not in session, and when no organized element of the | 
sufficient to meet the case by contributions, left those people to 
their fate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New J: 
sey a question, with his permission. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Is the Senator willing to vote for some 
ure to relieve the distress of the people of the West whose ca- 
lamity was produced by his own vote the other day? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iam not aware, Mr. President, that I 
have cast any vote which has produced distress anywhere. [If 
it shall appear that by any action of mine I have distressed any 
people in any part of this country, I shall make the most liberal 
contribution I can afford out of my own pocket to relieve them. 
In addition to that, I shall always vote for an appropriation by 
Congress to relieve the distresses of any people in the United 
States of America wherever they may be found. 

These poor people are not responsible or to blame for what 

ag overtaken them. Here isa cyclone passing over a section 
of country, which is perhaps least able to look after the distress 
occasioned by this visitation. 
northern parts of the country, where the settlements are larger, 
where there is more wealth, where there are large cities, and a 
larger number of people from whom to obtain contributions, it 
would rest entirely upon a different ground; but many of these 
people are helpless, entirely helpless; and shall it be said that 
the Congress of the United States, in the time of their great 
distress, has turned its face away from them because there was 
too little money in the Treasury of the United States to relieve 
them? 

No, no, Mr. President, let it not be said that this Senate has 
taken any such course as that. Whether the bill be consti- 
tutional or unconstitutional it is something which appeals to 
our humanity. Certainly if the appropriation proposed is nota 
constitutional appropriation of money, it is one which the Con- 
gress of the United States has gone outside of the Constitution 
more than twenty times to make since I have been a member of 
this body, and I am willing to do it again. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, there is another principle in- 
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volved in the proposition before us besides the one of re 
tharity. Iwould not under any circumstances desire to be placed 
in the attitude o refusing to tender support wh re it needed: 
but there is a great difference between pa out one’s own 
money tothe suffering poorand paying out the money of other men 
The money which is in the Treasury, out of w1 we should be 
compelled to make this appropriation, belongs to the people of 
the United States; it is not ours, and we have ) rity 
to use it for ny purpose ¢ ther than pu yer | } 
ever we depart from that line we are at sea, and there can ) 
line drawn where we shall stop. 

There are men and women in Florida, I 1, there 1 
and women in Louisiana, there are m n even 
own State, if the dispatches published yesterday and th wl 
ing may be relied upon, and people in other portions of coun- 
try, who are in great trouble and want at this hour. Inste f 
the factories starting up, as we were advised they would do a 
few days ago, instead of the business of the country everywhere 
reviving and commerc ukir on new li nd that the 
reverse is being proved, that the predictions h tl ver 
men, if I may so class them, mad the 5 ut ure ‘oved to 
be true. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Kansas, with his leave, who m I 1 state 
ment on the floor of the Senat 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I do not f ike undertaking 
now toenumerate them all, for | might possib! uke amistake 
and put my finger on one or two who d yt make such a state- 
ment. ldo not know that the Senator from Massachusetts did, 
for the reason, I think greatly, that he did not tuke part in the 
discussion, except here and there to interject a question during 
that debate. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator from Kansas will pardon me, I 





made, early in the debate on the sil question, a care! il, 

iorough, and elaborate speech, oecupvyvi or L CC ple of ho 3 I 
think, to state my views on the question; and, so far as [ know, 
with the exception of one or two Senators, eve nator who 
spoke in favor of repeal utterly and « tically disclaimed at 
tributing the present financial condition to th i nee of the 
law which was sought to be repealed here w » two or three 
Senators of whom the Senator’s stat ntis nd that isall. 

Mr. PEFFER. | believe what Sen ut from M ‘ 
3etts savs in his last remark is true, that eve Senato1 \ 
one or two exceptions so far as | remember there was but o 
and that was the senior Senatorfrom New Jersey !|Mr. MCPH 
SON] isclaimed all belief, and all sympathy with the be f« 
pressed in the message of the President, that the ierman law 
had anything whatever to do with the bri ring onof the ibles 
thnate mfr ted us Tha t e () n l in I, ery 
Senator in favor of repeal, in order to be consistent with him- 
self and with his new and changed p tion, was compelled to 

that he bel ed that th ‘epeal ol he Sherman law would 

bring prosperity to the country 

[ know that in several instances—I cannot locate them exactly 

ist now, but other Senators perhans can while | am talking 
Senators were distinct in their prediction that in a litt hile, 
as soon as the news was given to the country that th 
had passed, commerce would revive ind everytl rwo ‘vive 
again. I have not the words exactly as given, buts 

But, Mr. President, [ was saying that while th it pr 
not being fulfilled and, on the other hand, that our p: 
the conditions of the country are going to grow wor nd 3¢ 
continually until we have changed our financial meth vo 
lutionized them completely, and adopted lew and better sys- 
tem. If that be the case, we are going to be besieged every d Ly; 
and every week, and every month to afford relief t> people in 
some part of the country. We cannot afford that relief ad 


q lately, except upon altogether different plan, and it is that 
plan to which I have risen to call the attention of the Sen 

We can lawfully put men who are out of employment to wo 
The Government has authority to construct public buil 


the Government has authority to construct railways, to d 
ship to bring water upon arid lands, to op waterwa to 
clean out harbors, to doathousand and one different things that 
the pe ople of the country need to h e aon | to sen P 
from Massachusetts will introduce bill here, designate son 
speciesof publicemployment at which these people may be prop- 
erly set to work, I shall che ertuily Support it, ar d vote for n 
appropriation to employ the people: but to donate mo y to 
persons, to give it out of the public Trea sury, i ltogether an- 
other thing. 

[ believe in the doctrine of the Government employing people 
who are out of work, and I expect before I conclude my term of 
service in this body to bring that subject before the attention of 
the Senate and of the country, by way of constructing new freight 

| railway lines, by opening water channels, by straighteni or, 
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at least, to a large extent, straightening the Mississippi River 
by opening other outlets so as to avoid the trouble coming from 
the overtlow, and to build railway lines upon either side of the 
river in order that, while we are protecting the roadbed of the 
line, we are also protecting the people from the ravages of the 
river—these and other things. I mention them merely in this 
broken way for the purpose of calling attention to the great fact 
that the Government has the authority to employ men in that 
way, or in some such way, but in novuther. 


Mr. President, we hve no right whatever to appropriate pub- | have it. 


lic funds for private uses. Thatis the principle involved in the 
pending bill. I hope the bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. that the committee 


port, they will give us something substantial upon which to act, 
Mr. CAFFERY. Mr. President, | quite agree with the view 
expressed by the distinguished Senator from M issachusetts | Mr. 


HoAR] that the Senate itself, without the intervention of a com- | 


will give it great cire | 
and great con sid -ration, and that in their report, when they do re- | 


mittee. should examine into the necessity of governmental aid in | 


cases of great public calamity. 
cipient of governmental bounty, and it does not lie in the mouths 


My own State has been the re- | 


of its Senators to put any kindof obstruction in the way of aid to | 


sufferers in this great and appalling disaster. 
My own State has lately been visited by a hurricane of unpre- 
cedented severity. 


Two thousand and eight persons actually | 


| 


lost their lives by that calamity, and thesurvivors in the stricken | 


district are absolutely bereft of the means of livelihood, Whilst 
my State has not made any demand upon the General Govern- 
ment for aid, it is appropriately and properly a case where goy- 
ernmental aid should be extended. 

The cyclone which visited the coast of the Carolinas, in behalf 
of whose su ferers the pending bill has been introduced, was one 
of unprecedentedseverity. The people living upon the sea coast 
of the Southern States, except in large planting districts, are 
generilly poor. The storm not only destroyed life, but it de- 
stroyed the means of livelihood to the survivors. I mean to say 
that a matter of this kind, which appeals to the humanity of the 
whol 
without the interposition of a committee. 

At the proper time my colleague [Mr. WHITE of Louisiana] 
will prepare an amendment to this bill in behalf of the sufferers 
in Louisiana. 

Mr. CALL. Does not the pending bill apply to Louisiana? 

Mr. CAFPFERY. 1 think not. [ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusets whether the pending bill is for any other than the suf- 
ferers from the Carolina cyclone? 

Mr. HOAR. 
gia, and the mainland near the sea islands, 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Why not make an appropriation, say, of 


$100,000, to be applied to all the localities which have suffered | 


from the cyclone? 

Mr. HOAR, Iam myself very willing to do that, if any Sen- 
ator thinks that is well. 

Mr. CAFFERY. 
of the locality visited by the cyclone in Louisiana. 
lying country-—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the motion for the reference of the pending 
bill be voted down, [ shall accept any amendment which the 
Senator from Louisiana may propose, supported by a statement 
like that he is now making on his personal knowledge, as the 


It is a low- 


* 8 . | 
provisions of the bill as they stand have been supported by the 


personal authority of the Senator from South Carolina, 
Mr. CAFFERY. I have not visited the scene of the disaster, 
but [ know the locality so.well, that taking the newspaper re- 


the calamity. 
Mr. HOAR, 
assurance 
Mr. CAFFERY. Those people are mostly fishermen, engaged 
in the oyster and fishing business. The loss of life was appall- 
ing, extevding into the thousands, 


I shovld be very willing to accept the Sevator’s 


of the United States, ought to be passed upon in the Senate | gard to m itters of the greatest importance, 


The appeal comes from the Carolinas, from Geor- | 


I will state that I have personal knowledge | 


Mr. GRAY. 
yield. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us vote on the motion to refer. 

Mr. GRAY. I yield simply for a vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chiir understands th, 
| tor from Delaware to withdraw his motion. The question 


If there can be a vote on it, I am willing 


is on the motion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Go 


Appropriations, [Putting the question.] The ayes 

Mr. HOAR. I call for a division. 

The question being put, the ayes were 12. 

Mr. GORMAN, I trust the Senator from Massach 
not ask for any further count. 

Mr. MAND#RSON. I hope the demand for a divisi: 
withdrawn. It is evident what the result will be if 
| sisted in. In that exse I doubt much whether we could « 
upon the resolution for final adjournment. 

Mr. HOAR. I think there is no doubt about it. 

_Mr. ALLEN, I desire to suggest the want of aquorui 
time, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the r 

Mr. ALLEN. On the suggestion of the Senator from 
land [Mr. GoRMAN]I withdraw the call. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The call is withdrawn. 

Mr. DOLPH, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can 
gestion of the want of aquorum be withdrawn? 

Mr. GORMAN and others. Oh, yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair thinks the call can 
withdrawn by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusett 
that he do not insist on adivision. 

Mr. HOAK,. Itstrikes me thatit is a little hard that all th 
instrumentalities and ingenuities of parliamentary law sho 
be directed against the poor people to whom the bill in n 
charge applies, that the Senate can not have a vote on it, a 
that we are asked to goon without a quorum, and to act in 
{ think it is pre 
| hard, and this is the first time in the history of the Senat 

within my recollection, when the question of the reading of 
bill on three separate days has been raised. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I have myself raized it on sever 
| sions. 

Mr. HOAR. I donot remember any other case. It i 
weil known to many members of the Senate that itis a rule 
dom, ifever, invoked. I speak with the profoundest res) 
the Senator who insists on the application of the rule; but 
we should be appealed to to give up everything we think o 
to be done, and allow the Senate, with much less than a gq 
to pass upon the important matter which will soon come bef 
the Senate, which is a new aggravation concerning our relati: 
| with a foreign government, and against the opinions of man 
| us, [ do not think is quite fair. 

If Senators are willing to allow this measure to go over unt 
| a later hour, if a majority of Senators present are willing to 
| that, without raising a parliamentary objection and sendin; 

to the Committee on Appropriations, who will not deal with 
| in time, of course I shall not object. J do not want to force th 
| opinion of a minority upon the majority. If there be a ma- 
| jority of the Senate who think that the bill which I have in- 
troduced is improper legislation, let them say so, and I shal 
| aequiesce; but I shall not acquie-ce to have these parliamentar, 
| weapons sharply cut the thread of this measure, and stand 





}and say, “‘Oh, well; a half dozen Senators may deal with im 
ports, the authentic reports of the disaster, [can very well gauge | 


| pass.” 


portant legislation on any other measure which they desire 
To that lam opposed, You may haye your rules abou 


| dealing with a question of a quorum and go clear down, an 
| will agree to it; draw your own rule so that it shall be appli 


Their water craft, their | 


fish nets, and all the appliances they have with which to make a | 


living were destroyed; and although in that State there has 
been organized charity in behalf of these sufferers, yet there re- 
mains a great deal of distress, The Legislature is not in ses- 
sion, and, therefore, po appropriation can be made by that body. 
Though the .cutest suffering has been assuaged by the gratuities 
and gifts of benevolent individuals through organized charities, 
ze a great deil remains to be dona, and a great deal of sutfer- 
ng appeals to the common humanity of the whole United States 
for relief. 
{ shall be very glad to see the Senate take cognizance of this 

matter without the intervention of a committee, 

_Mr.GRAY. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 3687, the Chinese bill, so called. 


Mr. HOAR,. lL hope we shall first get some disposition of the 
other bill which has been pending. 


| sideration of the Senator's bill: but I should fee 


measures which Senators may bring up during the rest oi 
session, and I will be bound by it; but I do not want one rule 
plied to me and another rule applied to everybody else. 

I think my friend from Maryland, who is the soul of justic: 
dealing with such things as this, will admit that I am righ 

Mr. GORMAN. I wish to assure the Senator from Massach 
setts that I have no desire in the world on this or any ofher ma 
ter of logislation to violate the rule:, or to postpone the co 

compe’led t 

make the motion I have made in this sase with regard toauy 

ropriation which came along in the closing hours of the sexsi: 
Measures of this kind ought not to be rushed through. ‘ 
course we are appealed to constantly on all sides to make th 
appropriations. I confess that I have voted for them. There 
are particular eases which haye come up where it would hay 
been impossible for me to have voted against them. 

I wish to say to my distinguished friend from New Jerse) 
{[Mr, MCPHERSON] that, as a rule, I think it is bad policy on the 
part of Congress to make appropriations for suffering in any 
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os ———_— 1 
locality. We have seen in our country, and all over the world, | se of existing st t e the bill 1 
: ' last three years an epidemic which has been more fatal | pow the Court of Clair ‘ 1e ¢ the « W 
th n any which has ever been known to mankind. TI ousands | \ set th in his petiti sta the section 
of p yple in this country have died and become disabled from the Re eiS t l 
la § e, We have seen epidemics of yellow fever, and it has | facts h b found by t 
heen now raging in one section of the country during the p es there 0 as . 7 ‘ ‘ 
er ison. \ppe ls have constantly come to us from such lo- | utes of lim r ot 
as ‘ties. 1 shouid like very much to be able to respond to them. Mr. DOLPI 
It ibout the matter as kindly as the Senator from New C \ | It) ( 
sov and the Senator from Massachusetts do, and in extreme Mr. KYLI Iw atas 
eases, as I have said, I have voted for appropriations. But I | bill merely pro es tos ‘ t ( ( 
ne voted, so far as I can remember, for a bill or rv solu ion | Mr. PLA j . 
of t kind, which had not gone to a committee of this y | heretof 
> considered, and well considered by it. “heb 
’ Mr. HOAR. May I interrupt the Senator from Maryland on to be « 
n nt, not to interfere with what he is saying | pas 
Mr. GORMAN. I yield to the Senator with great pleasure. | } | 
HOAR. Iam aware that at 2 o’clock, now two minutes ; s IN IDAHO 
het the morning hour will end, and the bill of the Senator | r. DUBOIS kt] : 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] will come upas a matter of right. I} ...4:4, ‘< Sika aten : 
sh make no objection to its being considered at 2 o’clock. tit] F Se tne ieee ae ‘ ’ 
GORMAN. I have only tosay to the Senator from Massa- | o¢ py 15+, ng nose in the 6 
ch that [ am perfectly content that the sense of the Senate anmaegeud Tulv 5. 1892. It w voxel - 
shall be taken on his oe as well as the other, when we sh ll be minu * 
in ondition to do so, as I think we shall be a little later in the By mimnun conseut ‘ the 
day | Whole. proceaded to consider | 
Mr. HOAR. That is all I desire. ae Sallie cesahds Ciaecene hater tin ilies Mietrehin dash he . . 
Mr.GORMAN. ButI say tothe Senator that the vote can not | gonad to a ¢) a wend nenA the third time. ¢ aii 
be taken upon it now. lam cont-nt, however, that during the : 
day the sense of the Senate shall be taken on the Senxtor’s bill. owes v , 
Mr. HOAR. If the sense of the Senate can be taken on the Mr. GOR LAN ! to 1 ( 
measure I shall be entirely satisfied. Co bn Pri 5 } I 
Mr.GORMAN. The vote can be taken on the reference of | lution of the M OF kx ULN thy 
th rill to the Committee of \ ppropriations, which will be a test | t™lbuth ol the VONGR LONAL INECORD, = 1 ASK I 
’ ¢ I ‘ i> 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o0’clock having ar- By ul imous con t, th eonate proceeded to co the 
rived the Chair lays before the Senate the un ; 
the title of which will be stated. 


) 
finished DUSLNESS, I A l , >» W y i . { 


The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act en- | gaaiti of the CONGR WAL RECORD. of wh ne 
titled ‘‘An act to prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into | sha ) su t librari ha 
the United States,” approved May 5, 1892. "a Sa dks yi yh aye 6 sini : pias 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Renreset ti D te during , t rdinat f | 

: 4 +: ae ‘ } NA m third Congress 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. Th rf t ( Pp 
7 e 11. 2 pa 1 1 e mens to | 5 Lo om ‘ ) I 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a | , (tor 4 iD , ; : £4 

: +s ) . . ' +, alter the vore Welevate, ) tr out venty Oo” and 

resolution authorizing the President of the Senate oe Spe ris . 4s eS ’ i a rd it teak 13 

f +) } inser een: and after the wort -HCORD.” in line 
of the House to close the present session by adjournin ; the ir re i a ; aes 3 ; 

48a. . “3 sa . + 1 strike outa aown to an int din 8 ord ex 

spective Houses on the 3d day of November, prese nt, at 3 o'clock : a + ike ‘= ' ; ‘ £.99 ' 

i a oa. re 7 7 ] e last line na tt i aur phe rs sO 
p. m.; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. ; 

the rest tion r« 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. Se R lie ola or 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House | Public Print edt 1 Rey uti snd Delega 

had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3545) to amend section num- | 15 addi SaaS Ttanaeeane — 


bered 2324 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating 
to mining claims; and it was thereupon signed by the Vic Prev 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT Sree : AL 30] a ey Aer os F 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a | P'ir\ amondments were acneed to. ~ | 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives, which Th ( on trrent 1 rn i en . 
will be read. ; : 
The Secret ry ren 1 as follows: - a 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the President o \ message from the House of Re senbrtlves, | Lr. O 
the Senate and Speaker of t He of Rep ntatives be authorized to | T 3, its Chief Clerk, iounced that the Hous i 
Ss of November, pre ent, at 3 o'clock p m. eer Be Bie Png ; one are Sees s aie Cees . i 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair inquires what disposi- | Si°° °°! wa ihal oo “ " 
tion the Senate desires to make of the resoluti ™ a lektaiiindans ,’ i 
Mr. GORMAN. [ sugge t that the resolution be referred to | ¢.))..-ino a» sulatate, 4 ¥ ry 
the Committee on Appropriations + n 
The VICE-PR ESIDEN’ [. Without objection, that referenc wu H. R. 209) to extend the time for the co ' 
wll be made. the 1 wav of the Choctaw Coal and Rail y Cam 
W. H. WARD i | H . 401 1 aid of th Vorid’s Fai ’ 
Ir. KYLE. Iask unanimous « ent of the Senate for the | Exposi eld at New \ r ¢ 
, esent consideration of the bill (S. 45) for the relef of W. H. ENROLLED BRITT 
Vard, to which I am sure there will be no objection whatev e's aia teediieel " ‘ that the § he Ti 
and which will occasion no debate. Fi Spo thew ant oe - ian aiaimetiaeiatie 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair | re eee eee eiaae ee : 
hears none. ; ‘ 7 A a ao os } ao {0 f + tr f l 
_ Phe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | on. anttean for | te Sais Stich eens he Se aeias: aes 
sider the bill (S. 45) for the re ‘lief of W. H. Ward. The pre-| — ‘ rR a 15) ¢, eine Aine cuanhiiiiaded 1 2294 of 
amble recites that an act of Congress approve 1d Mareh 3, 1883, ; : ~os Ye —-~ Sa Salah ao = habe a ‘ 
vised Statutes of the United States, relating to mini: . 


referred to the Court of ( laims the petition and claims of Wil- 
liam Henry Ward (formerly of Auburn, N. Y., and also of Mo- HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
nongahela City, Pa., but now of Alexandria, Va.), against the Tl ill (H. R. 299) to extend the time for the construction of 


United States for a shell molding machine, and also for the in- | th« lway of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company was read 
fringement and use of his bullet-machine patents. It is objected | twice by its title, and reierred to the Commniétec on indian Af 
that two of the claims are debarred judicial consideration in con- | fairs 
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The bill (H. R. 4015) in aid of the World’s Fair Prize Winners’ 
Exposition to be held at New York City was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

CHINESE EXCLUSION. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to prohibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United 
States,” approved May 5, 1892, the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. SQUIRE. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, submitted yesterday an amend- 
ment to the pending bill. With a desire to perfect the amend- 
ment I send to the desk a supplement tothat amendment, which 
I ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The SECRETARY. Add to the amendment of Mr. DAVIs: 

That that certain act entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
execute certain treaty stipulations relating to Chinese, approved May 6, 
1882,’’’ anproved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is hereby, reénacted, and that 
such act thus reénacted shall continue in force until the expiration of ten 
years after the passage of this act. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, it is certainly unfortunate for 
every interest involved in the pending bill that its final consider- 
ation or even its discussion should be pressed at the present time. 
it is perfectiy manifest that full discussion can not now be had 
upon it. Itis very doubtful whether it can be passed in the pres- 
ent state of the attendance of the Senate. Itis a momentous and 
far-reaching measure, one which has appealed to the conscience 
of the country and excited everywhere a great deal of comment. 

We have just passed through a long and strenuous debate 
upon one single subject. We have enacted the most important 
financial legislation that Congress hasever passed. The public 
mind and the minds of Senators have been strained under the 
tension of this extraordinary session. Both sides of the gold 
and silver shield have been repeatedly struck by champions here 
and elsewhere, and the country has resounded with the clangor. 
Weare approaching the end of the session. The time of ad- 
journment is fixed, and I repeat, that to bring forward a meas- 
ure of this importance, involving public duty and personal right 
to the extent that it does, is most unfortunate, because it can 
not result in adequate debate or full deliberation. 

Mr. President, our relations with the Empire of China have 
for many years been of the most perplexing character. The 


The Secretary will read as re- 


. . | 
treaty commonly known as the Burlingame treaty, negotiated 


in 1868, was concluded at a time in our history when the Ameri- 
can people had the most effusive ideas in regard to the equality 
of individuals and the parity of the personal elements of which 
nations are composed. We were then going through the experi- 
ment of adopting the constitutional amendments whereby we in- 
troduced as an operative factor into our body politic a race ge- 
nerically different from our own; and we are now endeavoring to 
adjust that experiment to existing and permanent conditions. 

The Burlingame treaty was considered to bea great act of 
diplomacy. It was thought that it would be followed by conse- 
quences of wide philanthropy and universal brotherhood. Its 
immediate results were, no doubt, most beneficial to the Pacific 
States. A new influx of laborers poured the efforts of their in- 
dustry into every situation demanding employment. They built 
the Central Pacific Railroad. They opened in California its 
fields cf wheat, its orchards and vineyards. But time went on 
and it was discovered (and nobody I know of entirely dissents 
from this view) that probably the whole experiment was of an un- 
desirable and doubtful character. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be for a moment misappre- 
hended in regard to my own position, if that is of any importance 
to anybody but myself. I am as much opposedas ~~ friend from 
California |Mr. PERKINS] to the immigration of Chinese labor- 
ers. [ do not want to see this element grow inour country. I 
wish to see it steadily diminished in efficacy and in numbers un- 
til it shall cease to exist. But what I object to, and concerning 
which I have the clearest convictions of my duty, is the manner 
in which it is proposed to depopulate the country of those peo- 
ple. 

As I have said, the Burlingame treaty became unsatisfactory; 
and it was proposed about the year 1880 by this Government that 
the vast and generous terms of that convention, by which Chi- 
nese were permitted to come to this country ad libitum, should 
be modified by treaty stipulations of a new and restricted char- 
acter. Accordingly the treaty of 1880 wasconcluded between the 
two governments, which in substance provided (I shall not at- 
opinion of the United States injurious effects are threatened or 

saused by the coming of Chinese! 

their residence therein, such coming or residence may be regu- 
lated, limited, or suspended, but not absolutely prohibited; that 
the limitation or suspension shall be reasonable and shall apply 
only to laborers,and immigrants shall not be-subject to personal 
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| of 1880. 
tempt to state statutes or treaties literally) that whenever in the | 


aborers to the United States, or | 


NOVEMBER 2? 
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maltreatment or abuse. That is the essence of that treaty 
as the immigration of laborers is concerned. 

Within four years after its ratification, and in the due. 
of legislation two acts of Congress were passed, the acto 
and the act of 1884, designed to carry into effect the stipu 
of the convention to which I have just alluded. Without 
into that legislation with any degree of particularity 
I have said, it is not my purpose to do so at any stage ; 
discussion) it must be sufficient to say that those statutes, 
elaborate system of registration and certificates, plain 
cient, I think, and certainly sufficient when supplemen 
such regulations as the Treasury Department had full au 
to make, were adequate to carry out the treaty stipulatio 
to prevent the evil which was to be apprehended. 

But that, Mr. President, was not deemed sufficient. +) 
treaty stipulations were demanded on the part of our Govern 
Accordingly in the year 1888 another convention still mo 
strictive in its character in the particulars upon which | 
talking was concluded between the Empire of China a: 
United States. In anticipation of the ratification of that t 
the act of September 13, 1888, was passed by Congress, co! 
ing which it is sufficient to say that substantially the ter 
that treaty were written into the act for the purpose of m 
it efficacious and operative. But while this was being don 
were on the eve of another Presidential election, and that 
scienceless party spirit, concerning which neither the Demo- 
cratic nor the Republican party has any particular right to re- 
proach the other, was put at work to bid for political support in 
the Pacific States. 

Accordingly, early in October, 1888, what is commonly known 
as the Scott bill was passed, by which, in abrogation of the term 
of the treaty of 1880, the right of the Chinese to come into this 
country was very much limited, and certificates, some twenty) 
thousand in number, I have been told, which were outstandir 
under the operations of the treaty of 1880 and the act of 1ss2 
and the act of 1884, held by thousands of people who had gon 
to China under the sanctity of that legislation and that tre 
were absolutely canceled and nullified. The Senate Cominitt 
on Foreign Relations wrote the words of the Scott act into the 
treaty when it had it under consideration, and added to t! 
treaty which had been negotiated those stringent and vio 

provisions, and in that shape it was advised and consen 

y the Senate. Those modifications were telegraphed to ‘ ; 
where the convention was being considered; the treaty broke 
down, and it never has been heard of since. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug; 
tion’ I donot think the amendments made by the Senate in the 
treaty of 1888 were at all material or that China ever signified 
that they would not be satisfactory to the Chinese Govern 
They were satisfactory to the Chinese minister here as a matt 
of fact. I do not understand that the treaty of 1888 was ever r 
jected by the Chinese Government. It had not been acted upo! 
at the time the Scott act was passed, and of course it would not 
be acted upon after the passage of that act. The act of Septem- 
ber 13, 1888, was to take effect only when the Chinese Gover 
ment ratified the treaty of 1888, but before the Chinese Gover! 
ment had acted upon it, or our Government was notified that 
they had rejected or disapproved or refused to ratify the treaty, 
the Scott act approved October 1, 1888, was passed, and of course 
after that the treaty fell; but I think it failed on account of the 
Scott act, and not on account of any obnoxious provisions added 
to the treaty of 1888. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I think I speak advisedly unon 
this subject. A large partof the information from which [ have 
spokenas to the fate of the negotiations of 1888 was derived from 
some remarks made by the Senator from Alabama[Mr. MORGAN], 
now chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, in 1592, 
in this body, when the act of 1892 was under consideration. 

Mr. DOLPH. It isa fact nevertheless. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg not to be interrupted. My view isentirely 
immaterial to the line of my thought and discuss pn. 

Mr. DOLPH. Very well. 

Mr. DAVIS. Inthat state of things, another Presidential can- 
vass supervening, the act of 1892 was passed, of which, or of some 
portions of which, the pending measureisanamendment. Now, 
distinctly stating my position in this matter, it is this, and such 


and 


| are the object and scope of the amendments [ have sent to tle 


desk: I am in favor of carrying out the provisions of the treaty 
I wish to restore to operation the act of 1884, amend- 
atory of the act of 1882. and I am opposed, upon what [| con- 
ceive to be the highest considerations, to any of the legislation 
which has been enacted since that time and which is now oper- 
ative. I amespecially opposed to the act of 1892, the amendment 
to which is now before us for consideration, and it is that act 
and its practical operations to which I intend to direct the 
greater portion of my remarks. 
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Tp to a certain time, namely, up to the time when the obnox- 
jous legislation to which I have alluded became operative, the 
of this country through its statutes in the execution of 
f oe treaty was to regulate, control, and prevent the coming into 
this co intry of those Chinese who were not entitled to come; but, 
in abrogation of the treaty, in amendment and repeal of those 
statutes enacted to carry it out, that purpose has been enlarged, 


that, say what you may of the devices and pretexts and glosses 
hich this legislation has been subjected, the actual object is 


wo ; . ° . . 
‘to drive from this country by a system of legislation, which is 

scandal and disgrace of our time, those who came here by 
our invitation, and whose right to remain here is guaranteed not 


oniv by treaty obligations, but by statutes efficacious and in force 
ul to a recent time. 
he act of 1892, the most strinas nt aud the most 
tion to that end, and which I sh: 
ereafter, With all of its prohibitory and severe provisions, its 
eegses Without law, its total disregard of personal securi V; 


advanced 
ll analyze at some length 


p! es at : : | 
liberty. or rigat, has been declared to be constitutional by the 
Supreme Court of the United States. Against that decision I 


have no argument to make. It is the declared and established 
law. Ishall not be led to discuss its soundness, for no discussion 
here can impair its validity. It is declarative of the powers of 
this Government in a field in which it has not trodden for nearly 
one hundred years. I may be permitted to say that the decision 
of the court took the great majority of the profession of this 
country, so far as I can learn, by surprise. 


But, Mr. President, the decision of the Supreme Court of the | 


nited States simply declares the law and the limitations of the 
‘onstitution. It says what may or may not be done. That tri- 
nal outlines no policy, and its conclusion upon the validity of 
statute isnot even a monition to Congress as to the proper 
nethod of exercising its political and administrative powers 
within their unquestioned limits. That court has decided that 
there resides in the other departments of the Government a 
power vast, ill defined, susceptible of abuse, liable to be per- 
verted to purposes of passion. For that very reason I call fora 
revision of the statutes by which that political and administra- 
tive power has been put into operation. 


| 
( 
I 


The Supreme Court of the United States in substance has de- | 


cided that, so far as the Chinese in this country are concerned, 
the question of their disposition, remaining here, deportation, 
exile, banishment, punishment, whatever you may call it, is en- 
tirely and exclusively a matter of political administration; that 
nosanction of personal right—such personal rightsas are enjoyed 
by us—can be invoked by them in the courts for their protection. 

Formerly there was a vague and general idea concerning the 
execution of thislaw, that somewhere, somehow, by certiorari, 
writof error, habeas corpus, or in some way, rights abused, or 

ights misused, or wrongs perpetrated, could be rectified by the 
courts in proceedings under this statute. But that is not to be. 
Hence, since the judiciary has closed its doors to this class of 
people, especially to those who have been invited to come here 
and are in this country under the charter and letters-patent of 
a treaty of the United States with their Government, if we wish 
to get rid of them by administrative and executive procedure 
we should do it by methods warranted by humanity, and the 
more so because the power which has been vested in the politi- 
cal department of this Government is so irresponsible and un- 
controllable. 


[ wish to call attention to the provisions of the act of May 5, | 


1892, and of the amendment now pending to that act for the pur- 
pose of emphasizing in a more particular way the objections 
which I think are valid against the expediency of this legisla- 
lation. My objections, in my opinion, are stronger for the sim- 
ple reason that the political powers granted by the statute have 
been decided to be absolutely uncontrollable by the judiciary, 
and are vested entirely in the unregulated discretion of the ex- 
ecutive officers of the Government. Take the second section of 
the act of 1892: 

That any Chinese person or person of Chinese descent, when convicted 
and adjudged under any of said laws to be not lawfully entitled to be or re- 
hae the United States, shall be removed from the United States to 

“When convicted or adjudged.”” Note the judicial phraseol- 
Ogy as to matters which have been held not to be judicial— 


unless he or they shall make it appear to the justice, 
sioner before whom he or they are tried that he or they are subjects or citi 


zens of some other country, in which case he or they shall be removed from | 


the United States to such country. 


Here is a man brought before a judge, magistrate, or commis- 
sioner. He is charged with the offense of being unlawfully in 
this country. Every presumption with which the common law 
surrounds an accused person, that he is innocent until he is proven 
guilty, is studiously by statute taken away. He-must make it 


appear to the magistrate that he is a citizen of another country, | always over all. 


judge, or commis- | 


SUST 





in which case he shall be deported to that country Then notice 
what follows 

P ided, That 1 case W ‘ such ( 
hese person Lil ¢ n to be a citizen sha tax as a 
condition of the removal of suc h per ito that int l rs iall be 
removed to China 

Now, | have to say generally in respect to th proviso itwe 
have undertaken to deport Chinese to other « t n 
China, with which we have treaty stipulatio c oO the 
citizens the right to come and go and live hers pon the 8 
terms that we have given the most favored nation In case 


Chinese happens to be a citizen of another country than ¢ 


we have undertake to deport him to th: country ot Vv ich } 





may claim and prove himself to be acitizen. | 1 the ty t 

get rid of these people the framers of the legislation of 1892, 
while they repudiated our treaty obligations i ¢ i ere 
not careful of our obligations to other countries \bsolute is 
the pi ision that when the Chinese is convicted and dged 
to be unlawfully here, when by treaty with Great Britain he 
had a right to be here, if he was as ibject ol that country, he 
shall be deported to Great Britain, or such other country of which 
he may be a subject, raising at once questior between ind 
other nations with whom we have no interest or desire to en- 
tangled in any such controversy. 

But the proviso adds an iniqu to that to which I just 
called the attention of the Senate. It provides in subst that 
if the other country of which the Chinese has established him- 
self to be a citizen lays any tax or head money upon him, he shall 
be deported—where? Not to the country to which he owes alle- 
giance, but he shall be deported to China, a realm which he has 
abjured; that he shall be banished to the country from which he 
originally came. What will be the effect? Great Britain ac ed 
Hongkong in 1841. It is an island off the coast of China, and 
contains about 25 square miles. It has about 220,000 
Every Chinese born in Hongkong since the acquisition of that 
island by the British Government is as ibject of Great b Lin, 
and it is said (I know not with how much accuracy, tho toa 
certain degree it must be true) that a large part of the 30 
immigration to the United States has come from Hongkong, so 
that in this respect we deal, or propose to deal, not only with 
the Empire of China, but with Great Britain or other ec 
with whom Chinese may have, and doubtless have, assu) the 
relations of citizenship. 

Passing on to section 3: 

That any Chinese pe m or person of Chinese descent an l 6 
provision of this act or the acts hereby extended shall be a i ‘ 

Note the judicial phraseology 
to be unlawfully within the United States, unless such person sha . 
by affirmative proof, to the satisfaction of such justice, judge, imis 
sioner, h awtul right to remain in the United Stat 

Now, that measure of proof applies not only to deportation pro- 
ceedings but to criminal proceedings, strictly detined to b ich 
in the body of the act, whereby sentence is to follow judicial 
proceedings. Whoever heard, whoever saw, in any other legis- 
lation than this, that aman accused of that which is in substance 
a crime, of which he must be convicted by some process or other, 
shall be adjudged guilty unless he shall affirmatively prove bya 


preponderance of testimony sufficient to remove the legal pre- 
sumption of guilt,that he isan innocentman? Thereis nosuch 


AT 


law elsewhere in Christendom, and it would disgrace Moroc« 


Seo. 4 That any such Chinese person or person of Chinese d 
victed and adjudged to be not lawfully entitled to beor remain in nited 
State hall be imprisoned at hard labor for a period of not ex« i one 
year and thereafter removed from the United States, as hereinbefore pro 
vided 


Mr. WHITE of California. The Senator is aware, I pr 
that that section has been declared invalid. 
been eliminated from the act. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am carrying out my argument to show the 
animus of this legislation. The animus with which the act was 
drawn was that under section 3, when a Chinese person was ac- 
cused he must prove his innocence, and if he did not prove it he 
should be imprisoned for one year at hard labor 
be deported to the place from whence he came. 

Mr.DOLPH. Imprisoned not exceeding one year. He might 


sume, 
That section has 


and aft vards 


| not be imprisoned for an hour. 


| 
| 


Mr. DAVIS. Not exceeding one year. Section 5 provides: 


That after the passage of this act, on an application to any judge or court 

| of the United States in the first instance for a writ of habeas corpus, by a 

Chinese person seeking to land in the United States, to whom that privilege 

has been denied. no bail shall be allowed, and such application shall heard 
and determined promptly without unnecessary delay 


Mr. President, we have all been brought up to consider, 
whether as to ourselves to the manner born, or as to aliens or 
denizens, that the great shield of the writ of habeas corpus was 
So dear is personal liberty in our political con- 
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ceptions that the distinetion of the right to that writ had never 
been drawn as against an alien prior to this legislation. Here 
he is seized, arrested, detained. 

Mr. DOLPH. No; that is while still aboard ship. 

Mr. DAVIS. Whilestillaboard ship, but he isdetained there; 
he can not get off; he is restrained of the liberty of his person; 
he can not have the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus, even to 
enable him to go ashore and prepare for his defense. But what 
is the use of particularizing and stigmatizing in detail a depri- 
vation by a statute of rights so comprehensive and disgraceful 
as this is? 

I now come to an examination of section 6, and the proposed 
amendment under present consideration, which mainly is con- 
cerned with the substantial reénactment (with some few imma- 
terial variations) of section 6 of the act of 1892. Bear in mind 
that the treaty of 1880 had provided that certain laborers who 
were here ata certain time should be permitted to remain in 
this country; that its whole scope, and all that was asked then, 
was to restrict the further intlux of immigrants of that character. 
Bearing all that in mind, let us consider the provision of the 
proposed amendment. It is nearly identical with section 6 in 
the statute of Ls92: 

Sec. 6. And it shall be the duty of all Chinese laborers within the limits of 


the United States, at the time of the passage of this act, and who were en- 
titled to remain in the United States-— 


Mr. PLATT. Who are entitled to remain? 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘‘ Who were entitled to remain in the United 
States’ before the passage of the act to which this is an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PLATT. Whodoes the Senator understand were entitled 
to remain? 

Mr. DAVIS. That enters into a branch of detail I do notcare 
to be questioned about just now, but I merely ask the attention 
of the Senate to the general fact that unblushingly and avowedly 
the act proposes to proceed against people who up to a certain 
time were entitled to remain within this country. It shall be 
the duty of sueh Chinese laborers “ to apply to the collector of 
internal revenue of their respective districts, within six months 
after the passage of this act, for a certificate of residence.” 

His duty is to apply to the collector. I pause to remark, in 
criticism of that particular provision, that nowhere within the 
compass of this amendment, or of any legislation of which it is 
amend itory, is it made the duty of the collector to give the 
Chinese person a certificate. At the very beginning of this pro- 
ceeding an inferior executive officer of the United States is to 
be applied te. His diseretion merely is to be applied to# His 
judgment is final. There is no appeal in case of his refusal to 
grant a certiticate, however the Chinese may be prepared to 
show clearly his right to be here; and with the state of feeling 
in those parts of the country which assert themselves to be most 
deeply affected and injured by the presence of this population, I 
ask, taking into account the average performances of human na- 
ture, what kind of a show the Chinese is going to have with 
the collector to whom he applies? Suppose he does apply. ‘I 
willnot grant your certifieate.” Then he passes, abandoning all 
hope under all of the penal provisions of the law, and can not 
possibly reinstate himself. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Minnesota, if he will per- 
mitme, whether, notwithstanding the looseness of the framing 
of the original Geiry act, so-called, he does not think that there 
isan implication of duty arising from the structure of the section 
upon the co lector to give the certificate when it is applied for? 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis enough for my purpose to say that I do not 
believe such a discretion ought to be confided to the collector. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think soeither. I only ask the Senator 
if he does not think there is an implication of duty. 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly my esteemed friend thinks so; but 
what I am talking about is the logical consequence. Supposing 
the implied duty of waich the Senator speaks and which may 
exist here is not performed, where is the remedy for the Chi- 
nese, however clear his claim may be? 

Mr. GRAY. There is a remedy of mandamus, I should think, 
where there is a duty implied. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam talking about the practical working of this 
business. Mandamus can net control or overrule the exercise 
of discretionary power by any public officer. I am trying to 
convince the Senate that thisis amatter which ought not to be 
precipitately or inconsiderately decided: and that this whole 
ques.ion ought to be again referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations with a view that some legislation adequate to 
the subject, and at the same time just, can be formulated— 


and any Chinese laborer, within the limits of the United States, who shall 
negiect. fail, or refuse to comply with the provisions of this act and the act 
to which this is an amendment, or who, after the expiration of said six 
Months. shall be found within the jurisdiction of the United States without 
such certilicate of residence, shall be deemed and adjudged— 


Note the judicial and forensic language again— 
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to be unlawfully within the United States, and may be arr: 
United States customs official— 

Whoever he may be 
collector of Internal revenue or his deputies, United State 
deputies. 

Consider for amoment, Mr. President, such legislatioy 
applicable to 106,000 people, in the enjoyment of the 
personal liberty and domicile in the midst of a hostil 
as solemn a tre ity as this Government ever concluded 


| they are turned over to be tuken bodily in a min-! 


one of the officers or their numerous deputies, of th 
described in the sentence which | have just read. Wh 
of abuse! What a weapon of violence! What an in 

extortion and oppression und bribery! 

Any wandering deputy marshal, or collector, o1 
can be called an official in the United States custor 
ment anywhere in this country,can lay his hand upon 
being without a warrant or precspt. No court surp 
no controlling authority holds the reins overhim. It 
entirely between the man-hunter and his victim. If | 
go for aconsideration there is nobody in particular 
to account. 

This, be itever remembered, is not a judicial procee: 
is the exercise of p litical power, and to exercise th 
power we propose to vest in a body of psople inno way 
with the courts (at least two-thirds of them are not 
which if it were invoked in Great Britain to-day 
any person, subject, or denizen, within the islind,. wi 
the foundation of that Government so that it would to 
fall. 

When people are to be deprived of their liberty, 
are to be detained, when they are to be convicted, 
are to suffer the extreme punishment of banishmen 
through the action of a jude, as in this case, althoug! 
not judicially but politically, all experience shows, :nd all « 
ized legislation provides, that to authorize on» man to arr 
other he ought to have a warrant for that arrest and det 
It is under the seal of the court. The hind of the co 
itsofficer. He must produce his man before the judge, or: 
tra e, or court which issues the warrant. For any irr 
in the arrest the prisoner can make complaint. But he 
warrant at a‘l. The mere fact that a man is a Chin's 
izes any one of these deputies or officials to demand h 
cate, and if he does not immediately show it, to lay hin 
him and dispose of him in the manner which I shall i: 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Minnesota 
to supplement his remark? It is not necessary that 
should even be aChinese. It would be quite sufficient the 
irresponsible officers supposed him to be one. 

Mr. DAVIS. That is probvbly true. 

Mr. WHITE of California. Would the judge deport him 

Mr. DAVIS. Now, after the kidnaping proceeding thi 
lows: The apprehended man is— 
to be taken before a United States judge. 

Whatjudge? Where? Ofthe district where the man issei 
Naturally so, but the statute does not say so. A Chinese pe! 
seized in Oregon can be taken to California and vice versa, or 
can be taken to the city of New York 
whose duty it shall be to order that he be deported from the United Sta 
as provided in this act and in the act to which this is an amendment, un! 
he shall establish clearly 

Note the burden of proof— 
to the satisfaction of said judge, that by reason of accident, sickne 
other unavoidable cause, he has been unable to procure his certiicat 
to the satisfaction of said United States judge, and by at least one cr 
witness other than Chinese, that he was a resident of the United Stat 
the 5th of May, 1892. 

I was very much pleased to hear the criticisms of the vei 
ble Senator from Illinois |Mr. PALMER] on this subject 

Section 6 of the act of 1892 provides that there should b 
credible white witness.” The thing has been transforme 
has not been materially changed in the eye of justice» i: 
amendment which [ hold in my hand. He must establish 

By at least one credible witness other than Chinese, 

Little by little all civilized nations have adopted an axi 
atic law of evidence that the testimony of any man « 
heard when it is given under the sanctions and ceremo! 
his religion, or upon his conscience if he has no religious bh 
respecting the sanctity of an oath. All experience, all p! 
sophie jurisprudence here where the common law obtains 
elsewhere in countries where the eivil law prevails, has sett 
down upon the conclusion that the objections toa witness 
only to his credibility. All systems of law will hear his s' 
will weigh the facts and circumst inces; will confront him \ 
other witnesses; will measure his story by other competent « 
dence. But under this statute the Chinese can not be haa 
for the purpose of establishing his most inestimable rights. H 





1293. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 3083 


establish by the testim ny of « » Chinese witness, or Mr. PLATT He can ‘ 


twenty Chinese witnesses, that he has complied or is Mr. DAVIS. Th ! t t i t ] 
Se . . . . ° - 

; to comply with the provisions of this law. can not cut his ‘ in t 

¢ e , . . 


N tf may be, it n iturally would be amon thi pec lia peo- oO 
the only sourees of proof which mustthus be furnished Where ana . . 
. ; : ; = 











the satisfaction of the judg mong tl 7} 
t B 
y are not to be heard for tl purpose of ] ! Dro a 
tall. The accused may have drifted to New Y« oY 
ic calle cs owes va try there wl] hy elt : 
Naving a compank n tnere who nf own 
e is not a white man ‘within 2,000 or 4,000 miles whe 4 : | 
the least attestation concerning hin 
din New York or in St. Paul; he is tak , Phis = ae ie tha 
judge, brought there without a warrant, by an | , ied to a} i ot ic t ( 
without any authority except bis offi } ist ae 
} { ; . in 4 
depirtment than that conce) d in e sdnu whatewer in co saan . 
ustice; and in such c that which 1 hav D- | of ay ind. unt act of 189% te) } 
Chinese is utterly reme vy the si Lutomatic | , ; ; Chis : ; ; 
; of a law, and he immedi y goes un f yoke of | sailable + 
provisions of this statute. v tc ai otk : eles , 
the hearing 1 hall ap \ i ‘ r 
granted upon his pa nee aa 
touch of meanness which s] ks for it ; tled the doc ‘ 
yppear that said Chinam I et to do so wi} wy ape 
destroyed wastadas an 
PLATT. What cost? f creates t ( 
AVIS. Itdoes not say what cost. Thea t 1 foreibl: d f 
4) ’ . : : } 4 
1e powers OL op s ) ch } | , 


N it this Chinese testimo! Ys which I was il L tO dGe- ality re ne l l Die MAatte . ure Le a 


























1 1 without s iggesting an the co ideration whit i exer ‘ ‘ f the studious e « 

( to me. Here is Chinese son before a juage, de I : ul tho ! bo : th I n 
hanee of the only testimony by which he can estab 1 (for it is ( 1) of Unit tos e it 
it. Thescene isa Uni 5 { co l ) é é é a n a cone \ 
of acriminal trial are uspended [or a@ momel to | Co ‘ { \ i + tes, ti not a ‘ 
udge to cease to be a judge and to perform this | i 1? at , butt © « 

i tical administration. It is over. The trial o qu es, f rrest down to convictic xecutio 

f 11% man or Chinese, ace of felony guinst a LW t ( } ely 1 ers olitieal istratin 

| States is resumed, and this same Chinese, whose ~ é hat! t t { 

ony and the bystanders of his nationality whose testi- | ° LW 

] ‘e‘ectea by the jud in his capacity of a po- a : 3 
istrator by the foree of this statute, happ tO | shal, an é 

bout the crime of the culprit whois upon trial. The l was coine to sav he mieht want to apne lo oc 

| | States law puis thes same Chinese witnesses into the pe Phe proc isp dicial It is 

box to prove the allegation of an indictmentin a trial against a | jctrative. He ight want to \ } e « 

V @ man. The testimony is rece ed, and if it is credible, con- That is eut off Bilis judi | ( 

and sentence of imprisonment hay} death, fo t me \ vokit e inte 
Who will say that this statute designed for ap- | , ara eT sury or of ¢ ie I 
n, that it was not written by a« hand for the pu a ( i , who ] eome to t 
aking possible and lawful a perverted and cruel us fi d: he ean not be admitted t 
power. Li akes a man cunningly beyond th reach ol Vr. GRAY HI. e ’ > ‘ 
tection of the courts, and 1 n him over to the tend S | 1 me tbo n } hi 
es of what little he can get out of such p ovisions a is act. LIsho want to ex ine it closely D ‘ 
s detained and judgment ed a reasonable time toenable | that point toa nt nan so frank mv f id from Ly» 
Chinese per er Chinese | rer, having a it AVI ! pre or t is 
ain in the U1 Sta ( wr such certificate \ t ! \ : 
mia bp] ‘ Ul without cI I ae I ina pa n i 
hen follows section 2, containing certain definitions as to la- | $ we f , I 
bo s. I donot know that I have any particular fault with that ti y such Chi . 
nition, but as to merchants I will read: : } l be 
The term * merchant,” as } yed herein n th ts of which 
mendatory,. shall havethe ng n n l none « r: A mel! I 
. person engaged in buying a sellir rchandise, at fixea pla ie } ‘ 
ess, Which business is condu in his name, and who during the ti ie. fal ne f 1 
Ss to be engaged as : a not en ze li performa " . . _ . _— P = 
Or a ani sbor, except s i is n ry i h luet of his bu I tO ) , n 
uch merchant \ ( 
ne would naturally suppose that the vocation of aman who had 

been a merchant in the ordinary sense of the word, issomething iT. v2 \ the World 

vl the community in which he deals could testify to; bi \ DAVI 3, ] oubt. | Inv 

there is one particular provision in this definition concerning | to Ww . Ce can vith 16 mex 

which | speak with considerable diffidence, namely, that he must | a ys § ner » tried to wate the tre 

siness in hisown name. My reading siniormed m nd | i lo on she 

conversation has instructed me, that of all people in the wo n 

the Chinese are an associ itive people i i their busines operatlons; Y be . » hey had toh aT rPpnoto 

that they have carried the ideas of companies and corporations M , » not! le ly Statute to 

and associations to a degree of refinement and perfection to which iS. Lt w ila 

We have not approached, and yet under this provision, as to all Mr. D ; [ donot rece ct ystat the Un St 

th nen whomay belong to an association of that character who | to t 

hay pooled their stoc ks, capital, and profits as merchants and im- lr K of California i here 18 no stat 

porters, invited to this country by treaty and confirmed by statute, Mr. DAVIS. Now, Mr. P ent, from the decision o 
they are absolutely deprived of the right of enjoying those busi- | S ( of the United States respecting the action ¢ 
hess relations and can not exempt thems2lves from the punitory | j n¢ his statute, it plainly fe 8 that such 0 


: 
j i , vis 
and pursuing clauses of this act, which follows them into every | by hi 3 not cial but is politic ind administrative He 


portion of this land and makes them liable to have the hand of | does not proceed upon precept, complaint, indic':mont, or by 
humerous Officials placed upon them without precept, warrant, | jury, or incourt. No judicial record is mad his action. 
or authority of law except as derived from this statute. | United States judge is attempted to be transformed into a politi 
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cal, executive, administrative officer. 


He is translated to a sep- 
arate department of the Government. 


If I were a United States 


judge I would say ‘* These duties which you have attempted to im- | 


ose upon me are not judicial, and I shall not perform them.” 

his Government has no power or authority by statute to im- 
pose duties of that character upon a judge without his consent. 
{ would rather have been one of those Irench officials who issued 
lettres de cachet under Louis XIV. I would rather have been one 
of those self-constituted judges who sat at the entrance of the 
prisons during the massacres of the French Revolution and ad- 
judged the emancipated captive to life or death as they chose. 
My friend, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], refers 


me tothe fugitive-slave law; but there was judicial process, there | 
was warrant, there was habeas corpus, there was a court and a | 


judge acting judicially. The iniquity of that law was that there 


was no trial by jury, and it convulsed the conscience of this coun- | 


try. Howdid Judge Lacombe, the United States circuit judge in 
the city of New York, dispose of a case of this kind under the 
act of 1892? He performed the administrative and political du- 
ties of his judicial office, but finding that, owing to the imperfec- 
tions of the act of 1892, no particular officer was authorized to 


deport the Chinese person and no funds provided for this pur- | 


pose, he issued an order, ironical, though perhaps notso intended, 
(I think I can state its substance correctly), that this Chinese 
can go; he is set at large, to be deported when the United States 
furnishes the instrumentality for that purpose. 

Mr. President, it was nearly one hundred years ago when the 
only precedent for this legislation found a place on our statute 
books. During the Administration of John Adams, and in the 
year 1798, three alien acts were passed, the material part of 


power to deport any alien who it could be reasonably appre- 
hended was guilty, or intended to be guilty, of treasonable prac- 
tices or was undesirable as a denizen. It was a war measure, 
and nobody attempted to justify it by any other pretext. Itwas 
designed for ‘ war in procinct,” to use the words of Milton. 
frigates of the United States had been engaged in battle with 
the frigates of the French Directory in the West Indian waters, 
andthe privateers of France, under letters of marque and repri- 
sal, were carrying American cargoes into ports for condemnation 
prize. Three of our envoys who had been at Paris in the endeavor 
to adjust our very difficult relations with that peculiar govern- 
ment, had been subjected to importunities for money as a bribe 
by emmissaries of Barras, the voluptuary, and of Talleyrand, that 
cynical and diplomatic peculator, and they had returned to this 
country. The people rose in indignation, and Congress granted 
to the President of the United States the powerconferred by the 
alien acts of 1798. What was the result? The nation rose in 
protest against the statute. It swept the Republican party (so 
cailed)of that day from power, and it gave to their opponents 
an uninterrupted ascendancy for over twenty years. 


In vain John Adams, from his place as President, and from | 


his retirement, protested and proclaimed that the statute was 
justifiable as a war measure, and justifiable on that ground alone. 
It produced opinions which have been cardinal as doctrines of 
constitutional law for many of our most advanced thinkers and 
statesmen; and I shall beg permission to read what James Mad- 
ison said. It isrefreshing to hear how clearly his voice speaks, 


as if attuned to-day, from across the interval of nearly a hundred | 


years, respecting this act, designed as a measure of protection 
at that time. Mr. Madison wrote: 


With respect to alien enemies, no doubt has been intimated as to the Fed- 
eral authority over them; the Constitution having expressly delegated to 
Congress the power to declare war against any nation, and, of course, to 
treat itand all its members as enemies. With respect to aliens who are not 
enemies, but members of nations in peaceand amity with the United States, 
the power assumed by the act of Congress is denied to be constitutional; 
and it is accordingly against this act that the protest of the General Assembly 
is expressly and exclusively directed. (Ibid., 554). 

Were it admitte1, asis contended, that the “act concerning aliens" hasfor 
its object, not a penal, but a preventive justice, it would still remain to be 
proved that it comes within the constitutional power of the Federal legisla- 
ture; and, if within its power, that the legislature has exercised it in a con- 
stitutional manner. * * * But it can never be admitted that the removal 
of aliens, authorized by the act, is to be considered, not as punishment for 
an offense, but as a measure of precuation and prevention. 

If the banishment of an alien from a country into which he has been in- 
vited as the asylum most auspicious to his happiness—a country where he 
may have formed the most tender connections; where he may have invested 
his entire property, and acquired pro yer'ty of the real and permanent as well 
as the movable and temporar ind; where he enjoys, under the laws, a 
greater share of the blessings of personal security and personal liberty than 
he can elsewhere hope for; * * * if a banishment of this sort be not a 
punishment, and among the severest of punishments, it would be difficult 
to imagine a doom to which the name can be applied. And, if it be a pun- 
ishment, it will remain to be inquired whether it can be constitutionally in- 
flicted, on mere suspicion, by the single will of the executive magistrate, on 
perecus convicted of no personal offense against the laws of the land, nor 

nvolved in any offense against the law of nations, charged on the foreign 
state of Which they are members. (Ibid. 555.) 

* * * It does not follow, because aliens are not parties to the Constitu- 
tion, as citizens are parties to it, that, whilst they actually conform to it, 
they have no right to,its protection. Aliens are not more parties to the laws 
than they are parties to the Constitution. Yetit will not be disputed that as 
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they owe on one hand a temporary obedience they are entitled ; ‘ 
| to their protection and advantage. If aliens had no rights under "O 
stitution, they might not only be banished, but even capitally : 
without a jury or the other incidents toa fair trial. Butsofar haga. 
principle been carried in every part of the United States, that es y 
charges of treason an alien has, besides all the common privileges. a 
| cial one of being tried by a jury of which one-half may be also ali; 
It is said, further, that, by the law and practice of nations, alje; 
removed, at discretion, for offenses against the law of nations: 
gress are authorized to define and punish such offense 1d 
| dangerous to the peace of society is, in aliens, one of those offe) 
| The distinction between alien enemies and alien friends isa ce} 
clusive answer to thisargument. Alien enemies are under the | 
tions, and liable to be punished for offenses against it Alien fri | 
| in the single case of public ministers, are under the municipal law 
be tried and punished according to that law only. (Ibid., 5 
But I need not read further. 
Now, Mr. President, it may be said that the Supren 
the United States has overruled some of the constitutioy 
tions thus taken by Mr. Madison; but if it has, it has sip 


DO 


| fined our powers; it has not extended them. Be: 


preme Court of the United States has said that there is a , 
of power limitless in extent open to us, we are not bound t 
it. All things may be lawful to us, but all things are no 
dient. Therefore I say, inasmuch as this matter is not 
that if we are to proceed at all under this our political, 
istrative, and executive power to use these terrible ins 


| talities of abuse by irresponsible persons, which this 
| amply confers upon them, such instrumentalities should 


lated by a statute bringing them within and under judici 
trol. 





The Supreme Court has decided that in no event and un 


| existing legislation can the Chinese at any stage in the pr 
; v en : F | ing,whetherinitiativeorasthey goon or finally, be brought 
which was that the President of the United States was given the | . 


the protection of the judiciary. I have no doubt that it wast 


| general opinion of the profession when the act of 1892 was p 


that somewhere in the course of the proceedings the judi 
could lawfully intervene, as it now seems it can not. Hen 


The | anxious to see this legislation changed in some way so that 
1e 


| migration from China to this country is tocease (and I e 
| seems to me very desirable that it shall) this country s 


| scandalize and disgrace itself by such political, arbitra 


| administrative processes as this legislation has been held + 
rant. 

If a Chinese can be deported, any otheraliens can be depo 
coming here under the sanction of whatever treaty, h 
| liberal. The country was greatly excited two years ago 

performances of the Mafia at New Orleans, and it was: 

and believed that a secret society dedicated toassassinati 

our midst. Its members were aliens. Nobody propose 

port them. Nobody has ever proposed to deport the It 
| borers because, like the Chinese, they come here expe 
|} return home. They take their wages back with them; 
| not pretend to assimilate with our people. 

Mr. GRAY. We do not want the Chinese to assimilat 

Mr. DAVIS. Nobody does; and we do not want that 
Italians to assimilate. 

Mr. President, if the Chinese can be made amenable to such 
discipline as this by refusing to register, they can be ma 
amenable for any other refusal that may result from an ast 
framed statute. This being a political matter, a matter of ad- 
ministration, the United States can pass a law that any ( 
man who refuses to conform to the ordinances of San Franc 
| shall be deported, or that any Chinese person over 45 y: 
| age shall be deported. There is no limitation; the power of t! 
| Government is absolute over these people politically a 

ministratively, because the law is a justification unto itse|! 
can not be judicially executed. 

Again, if you can proceed, under the decision of the Su; 
Court, against all the Chinese in this country, you can proveed, 
as this act does, in some respects, against a certain class. If 
xan do that, you can proceed against one Chinese by speci 
islation of this character. You can enact that certain 
supposed to be members of the Six Companies, shall be deporte 
If any one should establish a Chinese newspaper in this ¢ 
try, and it was not agreeable, you can enact that any man 
lishing and editing a Chinese newspaper shall be deporte 
any other act or omission, however innocent, howeve! 
ferent in the general current of political or social concerns, can 
be made the standard, and, the law being a justification 
itself, and the merest instrumentality of the executive pow 
the Government, the Chinese against whom the blow is direct 
can be deported. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether 
he thinks that the judgment of the Supreme Court in the late 
case in which they were called upon to deliver an opinion goes 
to the extent which he has described? 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it does. 

Mr. GRAY. In asserting the power of the United States’ 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it does. There were three writs of 
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pabeas corpus, presenting nearly every phase of the question, it | tion. China does not want its people tocome here. It disap- 








sees to me. proves it. fo our objections to their coming amon 1s. the 
vr. GRAY. Lagree with the Senator from Minnesota that | Chinese Empire has always responded according to our desire. 
the obligationvof the Constitution of the United States rest just | As my friend, the junior Senator from Califor Mr. PERKINS], 
bee heavily upon us as Senators as they do upon the Supreme | said in his ver resting speech of yesterday, thei ones 
Court; that the Supreme Court may mark out the areainto which | are not even pe ted to remain here. They sent back 
legislative power May extend, in their opinion, but it does not What is that commerce In IS9L the i nto ¢ e- 
ve the judgment of an individual Senator from the duty of | duced as nearly as I can reduce the to our mi ame to 
deciding for himself in any given case as to what the Constitu- | $167,500,000, and the exports were #101,000, in 1 n- 
tion means. bers. I mean from ll over th © Of this Gre 
"Mr. DAVIS. The Senator from Delaware has expressed my | had by far the largest part, but the authority which 1 
opinion in the most precise and apt manner. ‘That is precisely | states that the United States comes next. It is a grow ce 
view, and upon that I stand, although I differ from the Sen- | merce. The needs of that innumer horde of peo 
or inthe argument I am making against this whole body of | they get to needing what we | oO give them, wi 
slation. more and more every year, for « ization ¢c 
fore than that can be done. As I said, if allean be deported, | will extend enormously 
can, a dozen can,one can. Unquestionably a statute could Nhe ¢ » Qor ment h hal at ™ 
ssed ordering the deport tion under this decision of every 8 nects to ( ‘alLroad Tro ‘ ( the « 
Chinese who, after a period of six months, should be found liv- | over 1,000 miles, and a railroad is in sti 
within a city of 6,009 people, or within the city of San Fran- | the north coast of the Empire to the b ne 
20, Which has been the most complaining, and perhaps justl and Russia 
‘ yon this question. The com} t is not, as I understand Every in on of that k os 


that the Chinese through the country, in the orange groves, | processof tim: nd events hav satabin is ; ' . 
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rds, and wheat fields and mines are an unmixed evil, | gre: 


























y 0 f ( 1ed 
t it heir conglomeration in the great city of the coast, at | Why, then, provoke antagonisn 
the Golden Gate, that is objected to. | and more impregn e than the ¢ e 
We might under the compendious and universal power which | before the Tartar asion 
the Supreme Court has confirmed in Congress, pass an act that | Mr. Pre ! no count I: has n as 
Chinese found living in San Francisco shall be subject to de- | that ag 3t whie speak D ms « weople rt 
tation. There would be sense and humanity in that, if con- | been un ! tory, but t hav ee} he 
tr i by judicial processes. It would drive that idle class back | Spaniards ex} d the Moors fro { 
or out into the surrounding country, where, lam informed, | ten her l reprobation over th trocity, i Sp s 
sof that class are much to be desired and are not too plen- | never r vered from it to this day. The edict of } 
l ! x the best ar most i s o 
Mr. WHITE of California. The Senator is mistaken in that | fled from that kingdom and built up great lustric 
} a. a ! i ( 1 ( ! oO >< h ¢ Ol i na rye 
Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, there is no nation on the con-/} the choic ylood in that State. Hussia hase 
tinent of Europe, however feeble, that we would ever have en- | and ho e moral s m of the civilize ve 
acted this legislation against, however undesirable their labor- | ag nst the decd it has provoke the protest of t oO 
ing people asimmigrants. Our conscience would not have per- | press, the indignation of every tolerant 1 ! l 
mitted it, to say nothing of the fear of reprisal or retribution | locked the coffers of charity Uhe President of t 
from the other nation. We have a general idea, unhappily too | States saw fit to give to Congress in his1 sage an 
evalent, that we need not deal with the Chinese upon the same | of his disapproval, and he voiced e sentiment of is 
footing of equal binding force and obligation, to say nothing of | Yet all the time this was going on, we h 
equality of right, that we deal with other people Yet. Mr. | and insistin vith Pharisaiecal s ’ teousness in re Ll to 
President, we can not imagine that a nation like China is going | the Chinese precisely in the manner in lich ft ( 
to rest forever quietly under these inflictions. She has protested | Russia s been proceeding against the Jews, and fo 
inst this legislation from the beginning. reprobated hin 
Suppose she should treat our missionaries, those Christian Upon the table of the Secretary lie the protests of s« 
men and women who have erected the cross of the Rede« er best elements ol this country, nad among them he l s Oo 
throughout that Empire, as we have treated and propose totreat | faculti universities. Wemaysayinacynical way 
her subjects in this country. The voice of the entire American | not reg lthem; they are notmi their business; th vould 
people would be for war. best attend to their own concerns ut I tell you that t eisa 
China is the most ancient empire in the world. She contains-| voice in this country which will not be stilled, but whi ill be 
one-fifth of the human race. She was in her prime when the | heard. We can not afford, no part in affore ind I spe no 
phalanx of the Macedonian stood upon the banks of the Indus, | from no party standpoint whatever—no party canatlord t or 
and she saw the Roman Empire fade like an “insubstantial | or treat with silent contempt, or pass by such protests ‘ 
pageant” and ‘‘leave nota rack behind.” And it is not im- | That was tried in the days of sluvery. It failed, and blie 
probable that she will survive the most stable governments of | sentiment ever awakens upon this subject we shall not ut 
to-day as mere ephemera in the experience of her existence. | tempt by these devices and tricks of legislation to accomplish 
Yet, old and colossal and impenetrable as she has hitherto been, | that indirectly which we would not dare to attempt dire: 
that vast reservoir of wealth, that swarming hive of population Opposed as [ am to Chinese immicration shing to se hi 
has, since the opium war, been slowly yielding to the advances | evil remedied, let me call attention to another fact 
of civilizationand throwing open that great market to the world. Whatis this Mongolian horde that will overrun tl 
Yet we, perhaps from passion, perhaps in part to carry out an | like the hordes of Ghengis Khan? The United St has 
ill-founded desire, are jeopardizing that commerce for which | 65,000,000 people. How many Chinese are there in th: ted 
not only there, but elsewhere, we have been looking intently | States? One hundred and six thousand «cc ng to tl ist 
ior Many years, trying to build up our American shipping amd | census There is nota thousand difference between the num- 
then to reéstablish and extend our commercial relations with all | ber who were here in 1890, according to the census t 
the countries of the world. number here in 18*0. In 1880 the Chinese onulatior San 


Can anyone suppose that, with legislation of this character, | Francisco was 25,000 in round numbers; in 1890, it w: 
enforced in this way, the American merchant or the Ameri- | a falling off of 4,000. By natural processes this matter is bei 
can marine are to have event ly their share in that immense | settled 
and rapidly growing commerce? Mr. President, I have taken more time than I 

Great Britain has no trouble of that kind. She enacts nolaws | the subject is one of large proportions and of infi1 o! <i 
of this character against the Chinese. They go up into British | th: t is considered. 
North America and settle there, subject only to head money. [ Thi avery small part of the case in opposition to the sys 
do not know that they have enacted any hostile laws, though | tem of legislation now protested against.) more 1 it, be 
I think Australia has. said of Opposed as I am to‘ e imn tion, wis r to 
. Mr WHITE of California. All countries have, except the Fiji | see the contact of that people with ours cease s00n as possible 
islands. | do desire to see expelled from our statute books thi | 

Mr. DAVIS. I say that the Dominion of Canada has not en-! and ferocious legislation which it is proposed to cont rd 
acted exclusion laws against the Chinese: Is it not worth while | male more efficacious by the amendment to the act of 1892, now 
to consider whether means can not be adopted to preserve a good | under consideration. 
understanding between us and the Chinese Empire, complaisant Mr. WHITE of California. Mr. President, I will state that I 
and yielding as it has always been on this subject of immigra- | desire to address the Senate quite brieily upon the pending bill, 
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and if there is any other Senator who desires to speak I shall 
yield tohim. I scarcely desire to speak twice, and I propose 


when I make my remarks to answer such objections as may be | 
m de. I think the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] desired to | 


address the Senate upon the subject. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President, it was my purpose to submit afew 


amend the act of 1892, which has been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


| have always opposed legislation against the Chinese in the | 
form and manner which it has been proposed. Certainly it may 


be said thatevery community hasa right to protect itself against 
any cliss of people who have not acquired aright of residence 
amongst them. Whatever may be the motives which actuate a 
community, the right of self-preservation demands that they 
shall exclude from their midst thuse who, not being citizens, not 
belonging to that community, have not the same rights of resi- 
denee there. In that sense the people of California or of any 
other State would have a right to protect themselves, in accord- 
ance with the constitutional oblig.tions imposed upon them. 

‘Therefore, in our relations with the Chinese Government, in 
my judgment, the treaty provision should be so made that a 
community might be exempted from the obligation of receiv- 
ine the Chinese or any other class of people; but th it the rela- 
tions of a great country with another and a mostimportant por- 
tion of the population of the globe should be regulated entirely 
by the consideration that particular localities and small portions 
of the enti e population of the country, and a very limited part 
of its public interest, its commercial interets.should be the con- 
trolling element in establishing the relations of one country with 
another imporiant commercial country is a proposition which 
can not be maintained. Nor can it be,in my judgment, logically 
and properly defended that six to seven hundred millions of the 
people of the globe are so demoralized in character, so destitute 
of virtue and of the characteristics which belong to the improve- 
mentof mankind, as to be unworthy of relations, social, political, 
literary, and commerci 1 with other parts of the globe. 

To suppose thut the people of Cuina, constituting a vast por- 
tion of the population of the globe, antedating in civilization 
every other people, antedating, not by years, but by decades of 
years, aad not by decades of ye irs, but by decades of centuries, 
every Other people, have not within them and within their civil 
polity and their commercial relations and their industrial rela- 
tions, something which is capible of improvement. something 
from which we can derive advantage—a people from whom we 
have learned every art, every science; who have taught us in 
agriculture the cultivation and the origin of many of those fruits 
and vegetables upon which we now find oursubsistence--to sup- 
pose that the relations of this country with that vast population 
are to be decided upon the proposition that a hundred or two 
hundred thousand Chinese who have come to this country have 
brought with them vicious habits and propensities, have intro- 
duced alow order of vice,and that contamination must result to 
every community from them, is an entirely illogical proposition 
which can not be true. 

The Creator is not at fault that He should have created this vast 
portion of the human race as we decide in these arguments and 
propositions. Mr. President, there is no foundation in the as- 
sertion of this proposition. 

Admit it as a fact that these people who have come over here 
have been vicious, that they have introduced vice, is that a 
reason why we shoud have no proper commercial relations 
with 700,000,000 people—for the population of China is variously 
estimated at from 350,000,000 to 700,000,000? Do we not know 
that there must be some great principle of life in a vast popula- 
tion of this character, adhering together for hundreds upon hun- 
dreds of years, and containing within themselves the original 
propositions and principles of almost every invention and every 
industrial improvement and science? 

But, Mr. President, I acquiesce in the proposition that there 
may be an excess of population in any particular locality; that 
there may be an excess of labor; and that the community where 
it exists should be protected from it. I admit that the Chinese 
are not a people similar to vurselves any more than the Afric. 
race who were brought over here and have been amongst us for 
many years. The physical differences between them are no 
greuter, and yet we should not be willing to introduce from 
Africa or from China a vast population of this kind to intermix 
with our own, 

Admit that to be true, and admit it to be true that we should 
establish such treaty arrangements as will prevent that result, 
is there any need in p oviding under the Constitution of the 
United States that we should make a treaty with China by which 
such classes of Chinese should be permitted to come to the 
United States, in such numbers and under such restrictions as 
might be proper, but not be permitted, under this treaty regu- 
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lation. to reside in the State which objected to their 
and whose laws forbade it? The Constitution of 1 
States, in providing that up to a certain period of tim, 
gration of persons admitted by any State should not 
ited, asserts by clear implic ition that after th it perio 


| the State may admit or prohibit, if Congress does no} 
brief observations to the Senate upon this bill which proposes to | 


the migration or immigration of such persons into 
as they see fit. 

So the Constitution is clear that a treaty may b 
China by which the State of California would b: 
tected from the immigration of any Chines: for r 
other purpose. A treaty might be made by whic 
inhabitants of California might be deported und 
ditions and with proper reservations as to their 1 
it that the Chinese Government would not make 
resonable provision protecting the rights of Chi 
here; but everywhere, since I have been here, an 
tion has been proposed and enacted, the most se 
scriptive provisions have been inserted in these tr 
tion to the Chinese upon the assumption that the; 
unfit for any kind of relation or any kind of conta 
people, that they serve no useful industrial purpose, 
undermine the exis ing labor and pursuits and indust 
people, that they have attained a degree of econon 
and subsistence which enables them to take the plac: 
people. 

Mr. President, I do not entertain any of these id 
lieve if there is anything in government, it ought 
cient to correct the vices of people; if there be any 
power of legislation, it ought to be sufficient to re; 
vicious practices in California and elsewhere: and [| t 
int oduction of this kind of labor devoted to prop 
limited by treaty regulation, with these Chinese admi 
some provision by which they could be identified 
which are needed in this country, might be very | 


the vast region of the Mississippi Kiver, which n 
leveed, which needs to be protected from the floods w 
every year: I perceive the vast waste of rich fields i 
ern States left uncultivated; I can see additional me 
portation needed throughout this whole country. 

Why, in our enactments, should not some view be 
necessities? Why should we not in our treaty reg 
China consider that there may be means provi 
neither harsh nor un ust nor cruel, by which the 
that country to this might be regulated, limited, and | 
at times if nec»ssary? I can see no reason why not. 

If these Chinese are so prolitic and they so overtiow « 
try, and are so ingenious that they find their entran 
country, it seems to me they might be utilized. 

The economies of a country must be based upon som 
nent and established foundation. As I said before, i 
that there may be an excess of labor, there may be an e 
population in particular localities, and to thit end and 
country it will be wise to legislate for the prevention of t 
and for the removal of the other; but you can not estabii 
economy of industry, of legislation, of policy upon that 
may be and must be a mere local and isolated fact or cond 
The public economies of industry demand that wherever 
can be smployed and made efficient it is a beneficent contrib 
to the human race. A proper division of labor in every cou 
must result to the advantage of the country; and there ar 
ployments for labor in our own country without interfering \ 
the great mass of American labor, which, wisely directed, \ 
make use of a large portion of the immigration which \ 
naturally come here. 

But these are considerations foreign to the pending bil] 
law which has been passed in reference to the Chinese v 
my opinion, a violation of our treaty obligations; it was 
lation of all the principles of our jurisprudence; it deni: 
trial,and it plied the liberty of these people in the hinds 
andevery individual who should occupy some subordina: 
utive position. It permit ed a collector of customs to say 
aman was a Chinaman and to turn him back from the p 
our country, without inquiry, in defiance of whatever 
might be. In ali those respects it was a violation of our s 
treaty obligations and a violation of the established cou 
jurisprudence in all civilized countries. 

But what then? We have now an amendment reporte 
For what purpose? To relieve a specific difficulty, a di! 
of which the Chinese Government complains, a difficulty 5 
embarrasses the Administration. 

I desire to say here, for one, that I take no part in th 
cisms upon the Executive and upon his Administration. Ie 
it to be a distinguished Administration, and that it will yi 
this country the relief which is demanded upon various su)jec!s 
requiring reform and change. I do not agree with the Senator 
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tan Nevada [Mr. STEWART] in the estimate which he has put | {tis admitted that the people of California have suct lin 
xecutive. I think the President is a great and dis- | obtaining a major po-ti t indesi 4 me r 
hed leader of thought, and that he will concur in the | Chinese have come to us V L th We w \ 
iam ynies wh'ch may be decided upon by a majority of the | side with them, who mo 
r . in people: but toenable the Administration to conduct | something about t 
be on relations of this country, we must aid it by such | opportunity, who vi the t 
of the laws as will be satisfactory and at the same | immigration that is rather val 
5 a desirable pe ple to cultivat 
( e Government complain of these harsh features. In Harper’s Weekly, of da 
their willing ess tO COvperate with this Govern of the sa \ 
earrying out whatever policy may be adopted by the | companied n e in whik 
c D ople; but they ask thitit shall be done with due re- ventiemat . pal n. resi 1 AN \ 
o diplomatic forms, te established principles of interna- | was cond \ ol 
¢ isprudence, with a proper respect for ther nd with | locality, fe 
;dness to their subjects. That isareason a nd. | his whit t 
sj nds does notafiord to them the protection which it | ingly ser Ls t to « 
(he law viol tes the treaty obligations which have been | nt oc erat s. 
e with China. The pending amendment proposes in asm il Che pi to w ~ 
to remove that. It propo-es toallow an extension of six | work in a Massach t O} } 
me to comply with the hard, arbitrary, and harsh fea- | turned out i 
of the old law. that woud old ¢ nwealt t 
lf J should prefer the amendment proposed by the | thus impo 
c n Massachusetts [Mr. HOaR|. I should preit to | than thatda yea 
tire change in the cnaracter and nature of those pro Hence, | yb 
\ I should prefer negotiations mde anew with the Gov- | been a chat of « ( ) 
' itof China to carry out the established will of the Ameri- | men as advantag: or ¢ 
in these respects with moderation, with fairness, esirabl t 
wit istice, with a consideration for the antiquity, tl >ClV1Lil - in the cl ‘ > uncisco th i 
the future development of this large portion of the | number of Chi lh ! om M ot D 
( who so ) I tiy t < 
in the criticisms which have been made on our former | stated th is witnessed t 
tion inthisregard; but what shall we do? Shall westand | ity of a horrible character. Indeed ne can v1 ( 
} low this greatevil to continue—the continued deporta- | without b mad ware tha Chinaman 
i se people for the nonexecution of the law which would be | ever bef rought with © scom his ob ‘ 
wy toall? Therefore I acquiesce in the amendment Che Ser raiso referred to t ustance that | 
give to it my support; but I desire in my place in the | send their intrymet ynes to Asia si eat J 
S to say, as I have said bef that, when ran oppor-| a belief that this country is scircely good e1 oh to 
{ y isafforded to me, I shall give my vote for : n in the | ré ) objec ; rt ( 
eter of this legislation. namen’'s bones. but wople of « iforni 1 ( 
in favor of the widest and broadest commercial relations | man should go to ¢ efore h 
ina. Here we havea great interest which we have been | is i npossible to transport more than a portion of his b 
sing for years; we have mines of silver, we have great In this con ( nd us 1s of « 
| productions, we have a commerce which may be widely | might mention the fact that som» years ago lic 
extended with this great population of from three hundred and | ing upon his beat on Dapont street. San br ‘oO 
to six or seven hundred million people, as the cise may be. | tected a peculiar odor permeating the atmosplie \ 
) disreg rd the uses which m y be made of these great was toler familiar witl D lavor of the « uN nu 4 
( rcial inverests to our advantage? When great conten-| town, as he had en in the habit of tiking care of that so 
tlo pon the question 3 ol currency, finance, and silver are be what singu oc ty. yet the! wa ymetnl i 
ing ducted, the is a market worthy of our consideration. | this, somet g ing from the ordinary y pro l 
ignore the fact and treat these people So aS to cut ou of his asso te » acs pany bl ind ents 
0 nmercial relations with them or so as to give toother na- | Chinese dwelling d, passi t or four s ies ! 
tions the advantage of them. they came toa room beneath the side 
It seems to me there is no foree in the argument that the | unendurably corrupt 
q n of the in luencs of a few hundred thousand Chinese in There they found a great ca n vhich t bo 
p sular localities of our country shall determine the great | of deceased Chinamen, and these w being | 
( ion of our commerce al relations with six or seven hundred | pose of extracting the bones |orshipment. The<¢ 
m m people who unquestionably are great producers and | to preside over the « oO ile s the rs ent 
g consumers, and who constitute a great factor in the com- | explained to them q f y that t us by f { { 
mercial relations of the who.e world. proved method « reparing the propo con n 
lor that reison, while I shall support this amendment, for | course the inst tion w ippress 
myself | protest against the conclusions which are presented Mi resident, Senators have pro 
here, that on sount of the vicious propensities of a small por- | Ahi der. as we understand the matter. i 
tion of this people, they are unfit for any relations with us. — bus 3to murder for hire ( 
Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a | c é hbind warfat 
few moments with reference to the pending measure, as I deem || simply me 3thateon'‘licting associat f 
it essential, if we desire to transact any business at all concern- | is D lete ned to tle in O ng 
l it, that the matter shou!d be brought to a head at once. as ther ; irious t 5 1 
iave listened to all of th rguments made by the distin- | mon k: t t igh bin ‘ 
£ :d Senators who haveaddressed themselves to this bill,and | con I empl high er is« oO y¢ 
| ve heard many things regarding the Chinese which I never | afte i ne one, and m ce ] 
heard before. Perhups this is because I know something about | Hiss! yt las a trophy in the police 
the race, wnile Senators who have furnished the inform n | in é 1 individ é 
have never been brought in contact with those of whom they f he inventi iu \ 
tr: ted. ° mi \ n dvo« 
\ gentleman was once asked whether he had ever seen the We to deal with the ¢ 
Allegheny Mountains. Hereplied: “* Why, sir: of course | have. | We ha uw best to shield 1 
Did not 1 work for the contractor who built them’ There are | t y © bas S ind whl 
remarks made here with relation to the Chinese which give me | bec: attitude towards th , the 
+ + 


the impression that Senators who have addressed us upon the | thatt to stay in California rather than to goan 
sudject, while acting innocently, have nevertheless committed | else. Withall our faults they enjoy residence with us. They have 
themselves without {ull knowledge or correct advice. no confidence that they will be well and profitabl : 
I do not intend to describe the condition of the Chinese. This | the bosom: those who loudly demand unrestr ‘ 
has been done here so often by those thoroughly competent for | tion and whoappear to consult Chinese convenience rather than 
the task that I should deem it an intimation that Senators were | the interests of our own race 
unable toappreciate facts when presented plainly, if lendeavored Mr. President, it has been said tl legislation proposed 
to travel over the ground again. here is peculiar. Soit is peculiar, because it deals with a pecu- 
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liar subject and a peculiar people. It deals with a race differ- Mr. President, I am as charitable and kind-hearted. 1 +, 
ing from all others in essential particulars. The Senator from | any man who is within this Chamber or elsewhere, [| y 
Minnesota eloquently referred to the antiquity of the Chinese Em- | quickly, 1 hope, as any one else put myself out to alleviat. ar 
pire and spoke of itsancient greatness. He prophesied thatitwill | fering and perform those duties which charity enjoins ce 
stund when existing empires, republics, and dynasties have passed | Christian. But I am confronted with a situation that t ig 
from the earth. Perhaps this may prove true; but the Chinese | ruin to my own people; and when I am oalled upon to eh, : 
Empire of to-day is not a model of progression. On the con- | tween them and an alien race incapable of virtue and 

trary, it presents the worst features of modern society. It is in- | ciative of vice, then I stand by my own hearthstone 

capable of absorbing knowledge and oblivious to the demands of | my own home. 

enlightenment. Senators who know but little of these things say muc 

Born in a State where Chinimen have been from the time | effect that we have been disregarding a treaty. Mr. Pr 
of the organization of the government; witnessing them and | the Chinese Government has never in good faith attem 
their conduct as a boy, as a man, in a professional and in other | stand by its treaty. When it appeared to this Governn 
capacities, I am thoroughly familiar with their habits, with | to the Congress of the United States that the treaty 
their capabilities, and their moral status. When Senators con- | been adopted and ratified in 1880 needed revision, there 
demn this bill because it discredits the Chinaman as a witness, | effort made by us to accomplish such revision. As st 
they forget that such a rule merely recognizes the existence of | very able messageof Mr. Cleveland, presented to this 
a characteristic, to disregard which would be to assert that it | he was formerly President of the United States, this Gov: 
is impossible for this Government to maintain or enforce its | through its commissioners, prepared a treaty which vy 
laws. Never—and I say it unqualifiedly—never have I known a | able to the Chinese minister here, and which every one 
Chinaman whom | would believe under oath in a matter in which | would be ratified. This proposed engagement was subm 
he was interested. Can that be said of any other class or of any | the Chinese Government, and there it rested for a period « 
other people? It is not for me to philosophize, to analyze the | six months without any action whatever. 

Chinese disposition, or to seek to draw from their history any- | Our minister repeatedly and urgently called the att 
thing accounting for these deficiencies. Iam speaking of things | the Imperial Government to the pendency of that tre: 

as they exist. This clause is essential to the efficiency of the | demand upon the part of the citizens of the United Sta 
measure, it should be actedon. Noresponse whatever was given. 

So true is it, Mr. President, that a Chinaman can not be be- | upon Mr. Cleveland signed the act of 1888 and sent to Co 
lieved on oath, that when to tell the truth in a court of justice | the message to which I have referred upon another oceas 
would be beneficial to him it is often almost impossible to induce It is as follows: 
him to fully declare it because he does not believe that there | 70 the Congress: 
can be any association of rectitude with his interests. Whena I have this day approved House bill No. 11,336, supplementary to an ; 
Chinaman is presented before a judge or a jury, and there is no ee ae 7 nee treaty stipulations relating to Chinese,” appr 
testimony explanatory of his declarations, it is often impossible “It seems to me that some suggestions and recommendations may p 
to reach a satisfactory conclusion. It is generally difficult to | accompany my approval of this bill. : 
discern which of two contesting Mongolians approaches to the Its object is to more effectually accomplish by legislation the ex 
truth. They have absolutely no conception of their duties in | ee eee a eer al habits ; es 

. J ’ 16 experiment of blending the social habits and mutual race id 
this regard. sies of the Chinese laboring classes with those of the great body 

When acting in an official capacity upon a certain occasion I | ple of the United States has been as oe ee at eee. of twen 
was called into court to attend to the public interest in a small | jy, Sie and tntavious ce netina With the Sapec oF eheees 
case. A battery charge was involved. The prosecutor and the | sity for its abandonment has grown in force, until those having 
defendant were Chinamen. The former's face was discolored, | the government of the respective countries haveresolved to modi 
showing evidence of injurious contact. He had been somewhat | \SSh) oT eeieten tie canine eg la cs A onl ony | trgl ar tan 
disfigured. He claimed that a member of another company, a In modification of prior conventions the treaty of November | 
Chinaman, had attacked him upon the public street. <A trial | concluded, Spenene te Sue Test exweme shee’ a ey ela 
Seteeaeii ae prpronting officer I introduced the complaining tonaee +o one United Sickes, tan wet Sheotdery erobibit itsan 1 
Chinaman and six other Chinese witnesses. The defendants | article an act of Congress approved on May 6, 1882 (see volume 22 
counsel asked each of them to which company he belonged, and | Statutes at Large). and amended July 5, 1884 (volume 2s page | 5 
each swore that he was a member of the company of the prose- | ®t Large), suspended for ten Years the coming of Chinese Labor. 
cuting witness. Then came the defendant, and he introduced | as were at that time in the United States. 
six Chinese witnesses; each of whom was a member of the com- | _ It was, however, soon made evident that the mercenary greed of th 
pany to which the defendant belonged, and each swore absolutely | WB0 Were trading in the labor of this class of the Chinese popu 
and positively that defendant was not present when the assault | defeat of the object and inteat of both law and treaty was being fra 
was said to have taken place, though the other seven witnesses | accomplished by false pretense and perjury, contrary to the exp. 
had testified emphatically that defendant committed the battery. SS has the successful violation of the treaty and 

| mention this as illustrating the proposition that a Chinaman | enacted for its execution progressed that the courts in the Pacific St 
will swear xecording to the interest and orders of his comp iny. | been forsome time past overwhelmed by t he examination of ¢ ases 
If there is litigation among Chinamen, and there are 75 Chinese 


—— 





laborers Who are charged with having entered our pot 


. : oe mu . certificates of return or seek to establish by perjury the claim of p 
witnesses upon one side and 75 Chinese witnesses upon the other | dence 


side, upon investigation you will find that all the plaintiff’s wit- Such demonstration of the inoperative and inefficient conditio 


. 2 i > art -. ; “ . s ’ +44. | treaty and law has produced deep-seated and increasing discontent a 
nesses belong vo ORS COR pany and that all the de fendant’s wit peop'te of the United States, and especially with those resident ont 
nesses recognize another company. Their habits and customs | coast. This has induced me to omit no elfort to find an effectual r 
are not such as to make them either valuable or tolerable resi- | the evils complained of, and to answer th earnest popular demand 

. : wetlica » Ste, absolute exclusion of Chinese laborers having objects and pur} 
dents of any civ ilized community : — our own, and wholly disconnected with American citizenship. 

Upon another cecasion I was called upon to prosecute aChina- Aided by the presence in this country of able and intelligent 
man for the murder of another Chinaman. I sueceeded in pro- | and consular officers of on Chinese Government, and the repr: 

. +} ‘ . ieti fe > t+ } ; ra ‘ } ' « a ‘ mace from time to time by our minister in China uncer thei 
curing a conviction. The ¢ ourt believ d that there had been an | (10 Department of State, the actual condition of public sentim 
error in the trial, some misruling upon a question connected | status of affairs in the United States has been fully made known to 
with the testimony, and a new trial was granted. ernment of China. 


r stime th rtrials _ rial Yhina- The necessity for remedy has been fully appreciated by that Gov: 
W hen the time for the new trial appro ached I visited the China and in August, 1886, our minister at Peking received from the Chine 


man representing the company to which the decedent had per- | eign office a communication announcing that China, of her own acc: 
tained, and told him that I desired the witnesses who had been | posed to establisha system of strict and absolute prohibition of her 


13 ' . -j ; anx . oe i . +4_ | under heavy penalties, from coming tothe United States, and likewi 
present at the former trial to appear once more in court as Wit- | jis: the return to the United States of any Chinese laborer who had 


nesses. Heshookhis head and said that they could not be found. | time gone back to China “in order” (in the words of the communi 
[ said ‘Where are they?” He did not know. I pressed him, | ‘that the Chinese laborers may gradually be reduced in number and 

§ ad via 43 i oa ro ; ea hh) of danger averted and lives preserved.” 

and he ady ised =e to dismiss the case. After considerable This view of the Chinese Government, so completely in harmony W 

interrogation I arrived at this state of facts: The Chinaman who | of the United States, was by my direction speedily formulated in a 

had been killed was a member of the company which the man | draft between the two nations, embodying the propositions so pr‘ 


>} ; ; rarai . — s ; . by the Chinese foreign office. 
with whom I was conversing represented, and the Chinaman The deliberations, frequent oral discussions, and corresponden: 


who did the killing was a member of another company; and the | general questions that ensued have been fully communicated by n 
two companies came together and appraised the dead Chinaman | Senate at the present session, and, as contained in Senate Executi\ 


at $1,000 as r¢ racei uy . | ment 0, parts 1 and 2, and in Senate Executive Document No. 2% 
“* _ . : and had passed the money and the receipts. There properly referred to as centaining a complete history of the transact 
ore the witnesses could no longer be found. It is thus easy to learn how the joint desires and unequivocal mut 
{s it for a class of people to whom this is an every-day and mo- derstanding “ the ¥wo Governments were broughs into art toulated fo 
notonous transactio at we ar c sacri : the treaty, which, after a mutual exhibition of plenary powers from th 
and the cor sarah an _ 4 oi . oy a ed S rifice —, spective Governments, was signed and concluded by the plenipotentiar) 
“ 1e citizens of the American Republic the United States and China at this capital on March 12 last. 
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iments, which 


7th day of May last, was accompanied by two amen 
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fiant and morose. It is true that a treaty is an obligation, bind- 
ing atleast in the forum o conscience: but it 


a fact that a nation is bound to stand by a treaty forever, and to 


+) — , ) 
he national 3 not 


see its own interests and the interests which it was organized to 
conserve iced | 
W hen China refused to reasonab 


e wanes f mn th altar f any imen i 
sacril upon the aitar of sentimentality. 


nodify this treaty; when her 


people, in violation of the terms of a preceding compact were 
constantly coming to this country, intruding upon shores upon 
which it was not lawful for them to trea W hen Chinese offi- 


eaty, ina note to the Secretary of State gave his approval to these 
ments, “as they did not alter the terms of the treaty,’ and the amend- 
: es were at once telegraphed to China, whither the original treaty had 
‘ously been sent immediately after its signature on March 12 
On the 13th day of last month Lapproved Senate bill No. 3304, *‘to prohibit 
ning of Chinese laborers to the United States Chis bill was in 
: to supplement the treaty, and was approved in the confident antict- 
ion of an early exchange of ratifications of the treaty and its amend 
s and the procla ition of the same, upon which event the legislation | 
proved was by 3 terms to take effect 
ormation of nite action upon the treaty by the Chinese Gov- 
‘ was receiv until the 2ist ultimo—the day the bill which I have 
; proved was presented to me —when at 1m from our minister at 
P king to the S tary State announced the refusal of the Chinese Gov 
ernment to exchaage ratifications of the treaty, unless further discussion 
ild be had wilh a view to shorten the ‘riod stipulated in the treaty for 
he excl n of Chinese laborers, and to re the conditions agreed on, 
ahh should entitle any Cninese laborer who might go back to China to re- 
cain to the United States 
By a note from the chargé d’affaires ad interim of China to the Secretary 
received on the evening of the 25th ultimo (a copy of which is here- 


ransmitted, together with the reply thereto), a third amendment is 

sed, whereby the certificate, under which any departing Chinese la- 
rer alleging the possession of property in the United States would be ea- 
ed to return to this country, shouid be granted by the Chinese consul 
tead of the United States collector, as had been provided in the treaty 
rhe obvious and necessary effect of this last proposition would be practi- 
cally to place the execution of the treaty beyond the control of the Jnited 
‘sf es 


ticle Lof the treaty proposed to be so materially altered had, in the 


course of the negotiations, been settled in acquiescence with the request of 


Chinese plenipotentiary and to his expressed satisfaction 

In 1886, as appears in the documents heretofore referred to, the Chinese 

reign office had formally proposed to our minister strict exclusion of Chi- 
nese laborers from the United States without limitation: and had other- 
wise and more definitely stated that no term whatever for exclusion was 
necessary, for the reason that China would of itself take steps to prevent its 
aborers from coming to the United States 

In the course of the negotiations that followed suggestions from thesame 
narter led to the insertion in behalf of the United States of a term of 

‘thirty years,” and this term, upon the representations of the Chinese pleni- 

potentiary, Was reduced to ‘‘twenty years,’ and finally so agreed upon 
Article Il was wholly of Chinese origination, and to that alone owes its 
presence in the treaty 

And itis here pertinent to remark that everywhere in the United States 
laws for the collection of debts are equally available toall creditors without 
respect to race, sex, nationality, or place of residence, and equally with the 
citizens or subjects of the most favored nations and with the citizens of the 
United States recevery can be had in any court of justice in the United 
States by a subject of China, whether of the laboring or any other class 

No disability accrues from nonresidence of a plaintiff whose claim can be 
enforced in the usual way by him or his assignee or attorney in our courts 
of justice 

In this respecé it can not be alleged that there exists the slightest discriml- 
nation against Chinese subjects, and it is a notable fact that large trading 
firms and companies and individual merchants and traders of that nation 
are profitably established at numerous points throughout the Union, in 
whose hands every claim transmitted by an absent Chinaman of a just and 

awful nature could be completely enforced 

The admitted and paramount right and duty of every government to ex 
clude from its borders all elements of foreign population which for any rea- 
son retard its prosperity or are detrimental tothe moral and physical health 
of its people, must be regarded as a recognized canon of international law 
and intercourse. China herself has not dissented from this doctrine, but 
has, by the expressions to which I have referred, led us confidently to rely 
upon such action on her part in codperation with us as would enforce the 
exclusion of Chinese laborers from our country 

This codperation has not, however, been accorded us. Thus from the un- 
expected and disappointing refusal of the Chinese Government to confirm 
the acts of its authorized agent and to carry into effect an international 
agreement, the main feature of which was voluntarily presented by that Gov- 
ernment for our acceptance, and which had been the subject of long and 
careful deliberation, an emergency has arisen, in which the Government of 
the United States is called upon to act in self-defense by the exercise of its 
legislative power. I can not but regard the expressed demand on the part 
of China for a reéxamination and renewed discussion of the topics so com- 
pletely covered by mutual treaty stipulations as an indefinite postponement 
and practical abandonmentof the objects we have in view, to which the Gov- 
ernment of China may justly be considered as pledged. 

The facts and circumstances which I have narrated lead me, in the per- 
formance of what seems to me to be my official duty, to join the Congress in 
dealing legislatively with the question of the exclusion of Chinese laborers, 
in lieu of further attempts to adjust it by international agreement. 

But while thus-exercising our undoubted right in the interests of our peo- 











ple and for the general welfare of our country, justice and fairness seem to | 


require that some provision should be made by act or jointresolution, under 
which such Chinese laborers as shall actually have embarked on their return 
tothe United States before the passage of the law this day approved, and 
are now on their way, may be permitted to land provided they have duly and 
lawfully obtained and shall present certificates heretofore issued permitting 
them to return in accordance with the provisions of existing law. 

Nor should our recourse to legislative measures of exclusion cause us to 
retire from the offer we have made to indemnify such Chinese subjects as 
have suffered damage through violence in the remote and comparatively un- 
settled portions of our country at the hands of lawless men. Therefore I 
recommend that, without acknowledging legal liability therefor, but because 
it Was stipulated in the treaty which has failed to take effect, and in a spirit 
of humanity befitting our nation, there be appropriated the sum of $276,619.75, 
payable to the Chinese minister at this capital, on behalf of his Government, 
as full indemnity for all losses and injuries sustained by Chinese subjects in 
the manner and under the circumstances mentioned. 

GROVER CLEVELAND 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, Oclober 1, 188 

In that message the President tersely states ample reasons for 
the belief that China hed absolutely refused to enter into any 


stipulation with us atewii. She stood without action, inert and 
impassive, determined to do nothing that we wished her todo, de- 
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} 
i 


and abetted these tr en | assert the time 
1en it was but justi 


might bs deemed adequate for our de 


cials aided 
had come w 
such laws as 
this condition of affairs the statutes mentioned were passed— 
lawfully, justly, and properly. 

No doubt exists of the power of 
States to legislate notwithstanding a treaty. It is true that the 
power should, be rarely exercised. Itisa fact, Mr. President, 
that we should under all circumstances endeavor to adhere to 
the engagements which we may have made. But there are times, 
as every writer upon such when a nation is 
justified in paying no further attention to a treaty. 
ized by all authorities upon international law, 
isdisclosed when one party violates the terms of a treaty. Such 
behavior warrants the other party in regarding the contract 
terminated. 

The principal object of the legislation which is now sought to 
be enacted here, and of the legislation which we have hereto 
fore adopted, has been to prevent the coming to this country of 
the Chinamen whom China herself admitted should not be per- 
mitted among us, but who have been allowed to come by China 
in spite of the solemn obligations into which that nation entered. 
This violation of treaty stipulations by China was long anterior 
to the legislation of 1888, was provocative of that le 
and made that necessary. 

Therefore, Mr. President, this Government stands absolutely 
acquitted of the accusations made against it. It isnot with 
grace that these charges should be made upon this floor by Sen- 
ators who themselves have participated in the enactment of the 
legislation which they now denounce. If 
nothing worse and nothing which will moresubject them tocrit- 
icism than that which they performed in voting for the legisla- 
tion sought by the people of the Pacilic coast, they will never 
have occasion for sorrow or pain. 

This act, Mr. President, as | have suid, is justifiable where it 
demands testimony other than Chinese; with 
burden of proof it is also justifiable. It is a familiar principle 
that the party who has in his possession the best eviden: 
produce it upon demand. A Chinaman defends himself by say- 
ing: “ You can not deport me because | have i good exe for 
nonregistration.” If so,he mustestablish that fact. It is impos 
sible for this Government to prove the contrary at the outset. If 
every Chinaman in California is presumed to have registered, 
or if he concedes that he did not register, if he is presumed to 
have a good excuse for nonregistration it will be impossible for 
the Government ever to make a case for deportation against a 
Chinaman. 

If, in defiance of the opinion of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, you treat this as penal legislation, if you declare 
that it is in effect the enactment of a penal statute, and that the 
Chinaman is entitled to the presumption of innocence so called 
as to each and every proposition necessary to be established in 
order to justify his deportation, then he must be presumed to | 
a personexempt from liability to deportation, and this pres 
tion can not be rebutted no matter what the merits may be 

When once the certificate provided for by this statute has 
been given to a Chinaman he has in his pocket the very best 
evidence that he can have and the best evidence that exists of 
his right to be in the country, and he can readily supply it. 

There is no disgrace in the photograph requirement of this 
bill. Is it a disgrace to have our photographs taken? Have not 
Senators at some time in their lives been proud and happy wher 
asked fora photograph? Isit nota fact that some candidates 
for office occasionally send photographs about for the purpose of 
exhibiting their features? Is it not true throughout all the 
avenues of business, over which to-day travel the most enter- 
prising and energetic of our people, that the photograph i 
by the man who wishes to make himself known? 

In our daily transactions we subject ourselves to personal de- 
L have in my pocket a railroad ticket which I bo 
in Los Angeles for the round trip from that city to Washington, 
and thence to California, and upon which ticket, by means of cer- 
tain designations made by punching the ticket, I am described. 
I never thought of saying to the railroad corporation selling the 
ticket that it had no authority to so punch the same as to indi- 
cate whether I am tall orshort, stout or otherwise; whether I am 
old or young, whether I have gray or black hair, or whether my 
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head is bald. 


Yet they took that liberty with me, and I did not 


fee| offended; and the Chinaman, whose tender heart seems to | 


appeal with such effect to Senators here, is the last man on earth 
to be insulted because he is asked to sign his name and have his 
personal appearance taken down. 

I have spoken to many Chinamen with reference to this regis- 
tration, and they have uniformly told me that they were willing 


to register but that their leaders had informed them or advised | 


them not to doso. By their leaders, they refer to the Six Com- 
panies—those wonderful organizations whose exact constitution 
is unknown, as far as [ am aware, to any of us. To-day the Chi- 
namen in California are, in my opinion, anxious for any oppor- 


tunity to register under the provisions of this bill. They do not | 


detect any hardship. 

Primarily my disposition was to oppose the granting of any 
extension whatever; I believed that when the Congress of the 
United States had enacted a measure which was approved by 
the Executive, and when the supreme tribunal, whose organiza- 
tion fitted it for a final adjudication of the issue, have held that 
that legislation was valid and constitutional, it should have been 
enforced; but I found that the temper and desires of the major- 
ity of the American people were in favor of an extension, and I 
have not therefore hesitated to eome here and to advocate the 
adoption of this bill. 

[ doubt whether in the second section the definition of the 
word ‘‘laborer” is as broad as it shouid be. I would rather de- 
fine laborer as meaning all those who are not expressly permitted 
toland I would rather, perhaps, amend the bill for the pur- 
pose of perfecting it in one or two respects, but I am satisfied 
that in these last hours of the session there is nothing to do but 
to pass it as it has come here. 

There is a provision that the parties may go before a United 
States judge, and it is my opinion that there should have been 
added ‘tthe judge of a Territory,” it having been he.d by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the case of the United 
States vs. McAllister, 141 U.8., that a judge of a Territory is 
not a United States judge, but we shall probably be able to sup- 
plement that later on if necessity arises. Hence I have presented 
no amendment. 

W hile [ thoroughiy agree with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Squire} that there should be an appropriation to carry out 
the provisions of this act, yet I do not believe it advisable to 
submit that amendment now, for the reason assigned with ref- 
erence to the other amendments. Therefore I shall vote for the 
bill as it stands. 

Let me say to those who for whatsoever reason see fit to stand 
here as the advocates of those people, against whom the citizens 
of the State of California, regardlessof party and with astound- 
ing unanimity, protest that if they defeat this bill they leave 
the matter standing’ in that State thus: To-day Chinamen are 
in hiding, they are in the willow — the marshes, and in 
the hills seeking to avoid the enforcement of the law which 
is still in effect, and if those who feel friendly disposed toward 
the Chinese desired to do something torelieve their present con- 
dition let me remind them, in all earnestness and with the ut- 
most sincerity, that they should at once desist from their efforts 
to repeal the wise legislation upon thissubject heretofore passed. 
The enactment now desired is an extraordinarily liberal measure. 
When 100,000, perhaps 200,000, members of an alien race, per- 
mitted to be within the confines of this Republic, defy our laws 
and boldly announce that they will not obey the statute, I think 
they should be well satisfied if this Government permits them 
an opportunity to do that which they should have done long ago. 

Senators speak of the imprisonment oftheseChinamen. How 
can a man be deported unless there is some harshness used with 
reference to him? The necessity of his deportation being set- 
tled by the Government, and the power conceded and affirmed 
by the highest tribunal which may pass upon it, there remains 
nothing for the Government to do but to execute its well-con- 
sidered edict, and in executing it, in deporting him, if the Chi- 
naman will not go of his own motion, if he must be compelled to 
go, it may be that the maxim molliter manus imposuit should ap- 

ly to him, but there must besome force used,as little as may be, 

ut he must be taken; the marshal must not be required to keep 
him in his parlor, but when once sentenced, when once ordered 
deported, then the day of grace has passed and there is nothing 
to do but toexecute the order. 

‘But you deny the right of habeas corpus,” says somebody. 
Where do we deny it? There is no appeal, says another. Is 
there anything wonderful with reference to the denial of an ap- 
peal? In some tribunal must be lodged the power to finally ad- 
judicate every question. It is of no moment, constitutionall 
considered, whether in such a case as this the ultimate power 
vested in a judge of the United States district court or the Su- 

preme Court of the United States. In each case it is within 

e power of Congress, and if each one of these Chinamen were 
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given an opportunity to enable the Supreme Court of the Unite 
States to puss upon a simple question of fact there would a: 
the necessity of creating a thousand tribunals with the res 


| that the legislation could not be enforced. 


Senators speak of the danger of men being deported who sho 
not be. What tribunal more safe than that over which a Un 
States judge presides? If we eliminate the court,and refer t 
the judge alone, nevertheless he is the same conscientious off 
in whatever part of this Republic he may be. He has been 
leeted by the President of the United States and his nominati 
confirmed by the Senate of the United States. The judge of 
United States court has been made the arbiter with the f 
knowledge upon the part of Congress that in no other hands can 
the authority be more safely lodged; and when once a Chinaman 
is found unregistered, whose duty it was to register under th 
provisions of the act, he is subject to be deported. Then why 
let me ask, should there be any further steps, any further delay, 
any appeal bonds, or why permit the release of one admitted] 
not entitled to be at large within the United States? , 

Some one has said an American, a white man, might be 
rested under this law. Mr. President, yes, it may be that 
officer of the law might take a white man and bring him bef 
a United States judge and that the United States judge mi 
decide him to be a Chinaman. But are we to suppose that o 
tribunals have become so incompetent, so foolish, s0 corrupt 
Are we to indulge ina presumption against the officers of our Goy- 
ernment, in whom we have ourselves lodged this power? Ai 
we to assume that they are incapable of exercising their auth: 
ity, either reasonably or honestly? There is no danger, Sen 
tors, of the abuse of power in this case. No such instance hi 
ever arisen or will arise. 

There is no disposition upon the part of the people of the Stat 
of California to misuse authority, or to i)l treat Chinamen, or to 
do anything else than to live within the pale of the law. The peo- 
ple of California appealed to Congress, and not in vain, for the 
enactment of the measure to which this is an amendment. It 
was not their fault that the trouble was not settled, but it was 
because of the turpitude of those whose obligation it was toreg 
ister; and now that they manifest a disposition to register, and 
while we accord them the privilege—and whether they demand 
it or not, itis certainly a gratuity on our part—let us not hesitate 
to incorporate in the enactment such provisions which will mak 
it efficacious and final. 

No hardship wiil be done. The Chinese will seek and be 
sought by the officers whose duty it is to register them, and they 
will register, piacing their names and their photographs 0} 
record. No better credentials can the Chinese have to defend 
their right to stay within this country than the photograph and 
the certificate. These will constitute their protection. It wil 
guard their interests as well as the interests of the people. 

We know, notwithstanding the legislation which has been had 
here, that, although thousands of Chinamen have gone home, yet 
that population has not been reduced, and we appreciate, there- 
fore, that the failure to reduce it under such circumstances is d 
necessarily to the coming into this country of Chinese who ha 
no right whatever to be here. 

The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAVIs] alluded to the lan 
guage of the act signifying that certain Chinamen are entitl: 
to be here, and he spoke harshly of the additional burdens i: 

sed upon them. Shall an alien within the United States 

use to register, to give us his name if we see fit to ask itof him” 
Is it undue severity to solicit him to put his name of record 
where it may be useful to us and of benefit to him? Isthere an) 
outrage committed when going to the Republic of France t! 
visitor finds that he must record his name? Is there anythin 
outrageous in carrying a passport and having it inspected? 
there anything vicious in legislation which demands that when 
a reasonable provision is made with reference to aliens in t 
country that that provision shall be enforced? 

This is not legislation in any manner like that to which Sena 
tors have alluded. The Jews of Russia have been expelled by «1 
imperial order without any reference to their rights or any oppo! 
tunity to perform any rational requirement giving them 1! 
privilege of remaining. The revocation of the edict of Nant 
mentioned by the Senator from Minnesota, and kindred hars! 
assertions of power were all peremptory mandates, unconditio: 
and unreasonable orders inhibiting the presence of the hated in- 
dividualand demanding hissummary expulsion. But this natio: 
has done no parallel act. 

Iam astonished that in this Chamber a Senator should rise : 
declare that we have enacted a law inany manner similar to th 
commented upon. Such statements are wholly unsupporte:. 
The r which we have invoked is the power of sovereignit). 
The Republic, within its own confines, guarding the welfare 0! 
her people and discharging that trust received from them, and 
which must be well and perfectly discharged if she shall live 
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and command the respect of man, has simply exacted of these | ballot constitute an expression the like of which can not bo re- 


people to do some thing involving no expense, but little trouble, | corded in any State of this ion nany issue or al ed , 
and no disgrace. This demand of the sovereign tolerating their With this before us, with the knowledge which we of the coast 
»resenceis refused and they declare they will notcomply. Then, | p 3 ve le re v that s p Ll to the 
th Government, whose laws have been repudiated and whoseau- | Senate and to ¢ gress, t \ vh ecu mon 

thot ity has been chal enged, merely Says to those who have thus gre nd, ppt to th i \ should do 
a | her, ‘“‘ No penalty shall be inflicted upon you as the conse- | if we w in t r posit » treat us as i to 


ce of your willful transgressions, except this, if you will not 


my laws you shall not live within the reach of their juris- Senato . to the ] 3 con t of ¢ to 








a Surely no nation can be asked to harbor those who | our missi ries. She wi}l not, Mr. P n 
efuse toacquiesce in reasonable regulations; and nonation | differi 1 that already : ted 

( called unjust if it demands that t se who so re se shal I l i ( V sé 

iven without its walls. This is all that we tempt to do ( es ( ; 

wanton, then, are the attacks made upon thefriends of this | What an trege would thus be pel 

tion. has ge forth 1d to di ‘ vy te tiedt 

ow an appeal has been made to us by well-meaning Lj ed t we chown Cl ‘ r prod 
cl ible and honest people, representing a portion of the Chris ‘ te th i 
{ community of this co ntry. But these good folks do not - ine m nt meet, h bh I 
a tand the subject. Some time ago the Senator from Oregon } } 
rh . DOLPH] very well expressed the Sit tion of these ladies ant W I t the ‘ ! ‘ t ( 1 \ ind 
a emen, and explained their want of knowledg lL wish tl ’ ( ‘Do unto othe vou we t 0 do unto 
lieht of Christianity might penetrate the Chinese heart and « } resi ( \ ican 
trol their actions, and dictate to them the proper policy to pur thin h to ‘ l | nd J] 
sue, the mode of life to follow. Butin spite of all that has been O ve one wi ve fe () Tot 
said to the contrary, the efforts of our missionaries have no Wl ot defy the law of Chir ss t ent 
heen a success. Of.the one hundred thousand Chinamen who ave done to them just as w i l to 1d no 
dwell in this country, amidst our churches and our Chr \ | be silly « h te t 
fl ce, and our goodness, and our piety, how many are real y . 2 »H Wi 
Christians? true that every Am ( 3 ) 

some of them go to Sunday-school, and their presence there | 1 r l 


was well explained by a Chinese interpreter with whom I was ir. WH f Califort | oubted 

once acquainted, He came to my office and said, ‘‘I can not act Mr. DOLPH And a eri bli 
onger for you or the county ” (1 was then a prosecuting office evid » heir righ 31 

and had used him as an interpreter), ‘‘ because [am going to Mr. W lis of California. indersta : n 
China.” ‘* Well,” I said, ‘‘Jim. will you return.” He said, | of tl il provisions of the pen ers 








No.” Iremarked, ‘* Youare aChristian, are you not [ kno is, tho [am not prepared to . } of ler, th 
vO re a member of the the Rev. Mr. So-and-So’s Sund iy mo tringent measures are en 1 in China 
school.” He said, ‘‘Oh, yes; Iam a Christian here.” ‘ Well,” | in tl 
[ said, ‘‘ when youget back to China, will you not be a Christian Phe | at World’s } t 
th * ‘Oh, no,” he responded, *‘ you know there are not ny | have in my pot Ly ! st 
Christians in China, but this is a Christian country, and I like ; and present their photogr | n iM \ 
to do everything here that the Christians do. I am a Christi Hay’s card ‘ icl 
here, but when I go bick to China, of course, I shall be the | thereto. He , é an ad} is not O 
same as the Chinese are there.” So that his theory was that | jected tof photogra] as | hea 
religion was a kind of state institution, which it was his duty as | fact there is not, id befor | i 3 
rather a good-natured mau to follow while he was here, and espe- | of ' fornia whoon personal groun yb» ects to tl yroposit 
cially, in consideration of observing it, he was able to get an Mr. President, I shall no 1 the Senate further. I! 


education, enabling him to speak the English language. m these remark ause it has ’ ito me t it 
[In all my experience, as I have said—and [I have had a good | Ser rs have not presented this q n ee it 
| of it | have never been able to find a solit iry C 


aea hinaman ; and Lie have misconce ea i ie OF 4 ( 


who, in my opinion, was a bona fide Christian. of the inhabitants of that State. t app ;to1 th f Sen 


When journeying here the other day from the city of Los | a ; resided on the Pacific coast for even a brief period thei 
Angeles I met a very estimable gentleman from Massachusetts, t nts would be identical th the of the own flesh and 
a member of the Episcopal Church, and he told me that he had | bl who, brought into immediate contact with this repell 
gone to school in New England many years ago with a bright | influence, ha made the demands which [am attempting toen 
young Chinaman, who had been graduated and whoremained in | foi Che legis] yn proposed is wise, ne sury, ; Tl 


this country and studied Jaw for some years, and was a member | criticisms which I have sought to answer are the « yme of 


of a Christian denomination. He went to church here very reg- | total misapprehension of the mutter, and the disast este 
ularly. The gentleman with whom I was conversing said he | will prove entirely imaginative. 

heard from the Chinese student soon after his arrival in China: } ds ; len 
that there he withdrew his claim to Christianity and resumed | I n ly wish to make an explanatory remark. 1 
his ancient practices and donned his antediluvian garb. What | for myself that I am perfectly willing to vote {i 

the reason may be I do not pretend to state. My trust is that at | allow the State of California to prohibit any Chi 
some date the Almighty will enlighten these people, but I do | ing the State and deporting every one of 

not wish that my life and the lives of those whom I am here to | r ibl 1itations as to the protecti 

represent shall pass away waiting, waiting, waiting for Divine | rig] of person. 

interposition to make possible that policy which is advocated by vir. WHITE of California. Does th itor th f 


the opponents of this bill. I have faith that the change will | be d 
} } 


come, but I do not desire that my fellow-citizens shall be offered Mr. CALL. Ido. 
up as sacrifices, and unwilling ones at that, while we are pausing ir. WHITE of California. I amafraid it wo 
for the accomplishment of a miracle. It is our plain duty to | We have tried that. 


legislate upon matters as they stand. Mr. CALI L wish to read section 9 of Article I of the ¢ 
{ do not regard as sufficient to control our action the glowing | stit nof the United States, which provides as follow 
protests of those gentlemen who, standing upon a lofty pedestal Ihe migration or importation of such persons as any 
and free from the presence of the Chinese curse and speaking of | & I Jl think proper to admit, shall not be ] i e 
the rights of man, seek to instruct California as to the propriety | ! 
of her conduct. If I could present some of these distinguished hat clearly recognize 
gentlemen and their constituents with twenty-five or fifty thou- | the migration or importation of person lmitted by tl tate 
sand Chinamen, [ would fold my cloak and watch with confidence | after that period of time. It also recognizes, with equal cle 
that, so far as they are concerned, the problem would soon be | ness, the powerof the States after that time to permit the mi 
solved, and that among them I would find my most enthusiastic | gration or prohibit it, Congress not exercising itspower. Why 
allies. There is evidently a want of education upon this topic. | can not the State of California, if it is so anxious to prohibi 
This is not a party question in California, or the suggestion | any Chinaman from ever landing upon her soil, procure an enact- 
of any clique, of any creed, or of any cluss of men. It isthe uni- | ment by Congress allowing the Stats of California to prohibit 
yersal judgment of an intelligent people. One hundred and | the migration of persons into that State? That clause of the 


rr 1808 


s tl auth ty of $3 to pron t 
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fifty-four thousand votes against eight hundred upon a secret | Constitution clearly recognizes the power. Why can they not 
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ask for a treaty with China which shall permit Chinamen of 
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certain classes to come here, but not to enter into the States 
prohibiting theirimmigration or residence? I can see no reason 
for it. 

My principal object in rising, however, was tp say that, in my 
judgment, this is not a question which concerns Californiaalone. 
[t is perfectly feasible that California shall protect herself en- 


shown, but it is to be considered, not that these 350,000,000 people, 
or perhaps five or six hundred million people, shall be judged in re- 


| 


| Senator from Washington is withdrawn. 


ing the bill in its present form and recognizing the appeal of 
other Senators from the Pacific coast, I have concluded not to 
press the amendment, and therefore withdraw it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by 
The question rec 


| upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massac 


gard to their entire character by afew thousand vicious people of | 


that country in the city of San Francisco, and their whole past and 


future history condemned because less than fifty thousand people | 
in the State of California, or anywhere else, exhibit vices of the | 


most abandoned and depraved nature. 


Seward, late United States minister to China, on the subject of 
Chinese character may be incorporated in my remarks. 

The extract referred to is as follows: 

Benevolence and good faith, which are quite subordinate in the heathen 


ship of a grand division. In fact, the whole tone of Chinese morals, as ex- 


} " . . . . 
1 y fi é ) } 4 | setts [Mr. HOAR] to strike out all after section 1 of the bill. 
tirely from Chinese immigration and residence here, as [ have | 


The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
DAVIS}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


recurs upon the 
Minnesota [M 


| HOAR] as a substitute for the bill. 
I wish to ask that an extract froma book written by George F. | 


| chusetts appears to be put in parts. 


Mr. DOLPH. The amendment of the Senator from Muassa- 


I supposed it was to strike 


| out all after the enacting clause and insert a substitute. 


hibited in the names and order of their cardinal virtues, is quite consonant 


with the spirit of Christianity. 
positive efforts for the good of others; justice follows to regulate its actions: 


Benevolence leads the way in prompting to | 


wisdom sheds her light over both; good faith imparts the stability neces- | 
sary to success; politeness, or a sense of propriety, by bringing the whole | 


<onneen into harmony with the fitness of things, completes the radiant cir- 
cle 


t * a ” we we eo 


In the year 1860 the whole population of the State was 379,994. 


That of the 
Chinese was 34,933. 


| substitute for the bill. 
systems of the West, in that of China, are each promoted to the leader- | ne bil 


| ® gentleman whose memorial has been printed by the Senate, 


Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I have moved a 


[t is a substitute which was prep:red by 


who represents the missionary association, and who also unde: 
stinds very well the desire and opinion of the Chinese, | think 
While his amendment preserves the policy of the existing law, 
which would not as an original policy be accepted by me, i! sim- 


| ply provides for a method of identification and extension of 


time which shall not be disagreeable or humiliating to the Chi- 


; hese, 


The Chinese population then was something less than 1 in 10, while their | 


part of the whole number of criminals was about 1 in 18. 
in the year 1870-71 the whole number of prisoners was 880, including of 
the Chinese 118 

in 1870 the population was 560,247, including of the Chinese 49,310. 

Their proportion of population was then about 1 in 11, and of criminals 
about | in 7}. 

Taking the table of the State’s insane asylum, we find that in 1860 there 
were 7 Chinese inmates out of 248, and in 1870, 13 out of 562. The difference 
in the percentage in this direction is so great as to occasion surprise, more 
particularly when one remembers that the absence of Women among tie 
Chinese has a direct and positive tendency to increase forms of vice which 
occasion insanity. 

With one further citation I shall close this chapter. Mr. Edward J. Arm- 
strong testitied that he had examined the records of the district court of the 
fourth district of California, at San Francisco, and that the total number of 
cases in that court, up to date, had been 28,824. Out of this great mass of 
trials he found that there were twenty-nine actions in which the Chinese 
were defendants, in which they were sued for breach of contract, or debt, or 


on promissory notes; for the foreclosure of a mortgage, one;damages for as- 


sanit, one; and for malpractice there were two. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, ido not rise to add a word to 
what has been said upon this question, but to express the wish 
that, in view of the exigency which seems to me and to many of 
us to be upon the Government of the United States in dealing 
with these people, that we may now have avote. I want,as one 


who agrees with much which has been said on this subject by | 


the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], to have this bill passed 
in order that those unfortunate persons of the Chinese race in- 
carcerated in San Francisco may be relieved from pains and con- 
finement, and that thousands of others may be prevented. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 
the statements of the Senatorsfrom California, not only those ex- 
pressed on the floor of the Senate but in private conversation, 


| an amendment, to perfect it. 


| matter. 





Mr. President, on reflection, after listening to | 


feeling it to be important that the pending bill shall pass in its | t 1 f 
| of the public-land States which has not had such legislition. A 


present form rather than that no bill shall be passed at this ses- 
sion, and understanding the situation of this body and of the 


other as to the numbers who can be relied upon to be present, [ | 


have concluded not to press my amendment at this time, but to 
offer it as a separate hill for future legislation. 

I do not intend to discuss the subject at length, but I desire 
to say at this point that I deem this to be a very serious matter, 
and simply wish to explain the reasons why I take this position. 

The Chinese in the State of California and other parts of the 
Pacific coast are now in hiding, and we ought to provide th» 
means whereby they may come out of their hiding places, and 
may register, as I am told they are likely todoin large numbers. 
If this object can be obtained, [ am willing to have the bill passed 
in its present form; but I think it is very seriously to the disad- 
vantage of the efficacy of the law and the dignity of the Govern- 
ment that no appropriation has been made or will be made in 
this bill for carrying out the purposes and intent of the law. I 
think it is beneath the dignity of the Government to undertake 
to depend solely upon the voluntary act of the Chinese in com- 
ing to register. I believe if we had appropriated the amount of 
$100,000 in the pending bill, we shoul 
that the Government of the United States means business; that 
it has the power thereby to deport from 1,000 to 1,500 or 2,000 
Chinese; and in that way we should so terrify them that there 
would be no delay in their coming forward to register and com- 
ply with the other requirements of the law. In this respect it is 
importint that we should have a deterrent of that character. 

But, as I said before, realizing the great importance of pass- 


show by such legislation | 








[tis quite as efficient in my judgment as the original bill. That 
Was proposed as a substitute. The other amendment which | 
proposed was to strike out a portion of the bill in the nature of 
The two matters are entirely sep 
arate; because, under the well-known parliamentary cust m of 
the Senate, when there is a substitute for an entire measure both 
it und the measure are considered as original propositions. and 
amendments may be offered and made as faras the second degree 
to either. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachtisetts i 
the nature of a substitute. [Putting the question.| ‘The 
appear to have it. 

Mr. HOAR. Task for a division. 

The Senate proceeded to divide, and the ayes were four. 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The call is withdrawn. The 
amendment is rejected. The bill is still in the Senate» as i 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 01 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AID TO COMMON SCHOOLS IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. WHITE of California. I have a request to make of tha 
Senate, and I trust there will be no objection when I state thy 
I believe I have not objected to any similar favor. | 


| desire to call up and have passed Senate bill 460, which was re- 


ported favorably from the Committee on Public Lands on th: 
4th of September. It isa bill granting to the State of C:liforni 
5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands 
in that State. As the matter stands California is the only one 


similar bill in the same words was passed at the last session of 
the last Congress by this body, and it has been favorably 
ported in three Congresses in the other House. I think there 
can be no objection to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. U4Has such a bill passed the other House? 

Mr. WHITE of California. No, sir; it has been reported fa- 
vorably, I say, for three Congresses in the other House. [t 
passed the Senate in the last Congress, but was not consi ered 
in the House of Representatives, owing to want of time. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Will the Senator again state the object of the 
bill? 

Mr. WHITE of California. It isa bill granting to the State 
of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash 
public lands in that State. California is the only public |ind 
State regarding which similar legislation has not been 
There are, I think, twelve or thirteen States concerning which 
the same action has been taken. The Committee on Public 
Lands has reported the bill unanimously at the present session 
as at other sessions. 

Mr. HOAR. It was reported by a committee of the Senate at 
the present session? 

Mr. WHITE of California. Yes, sir; by the Committee on 
Public Lands, of which the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY} 
is chairman. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from California for the present consideration of 
the bill indicated by him? 


assed. 








1893. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 460) granting to the 
State of California 5 per cent of the net proceeds of the cash 
gales of public lands in said State, which was read, as follows: 

»» it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of Cali- | 


I ; 
fornia ) per cent of the net proceeds of the cash sales of the public lands 
which have been heretofore made by the United States since the admission 
said State, or may hereafter be made in said State, to aid in the support 
of the public or common schools of said State; and the sum of money nec- | 
essary to pay said 5 per cent to said State is hereby appropriated out of any | 
moueyin the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

SETTLERS ON INDIAN LANDS IN SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to consider at this time the bill (S. 131) making an appro- 
priation to pay the damages resulting to the persons who went 
upon the Crow Creek and Winnebego Indian Reservation, in the 
State of South Dakota, between the 17th day of February and 
the 27th day of April, 1885. The bill was reported unanimously 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee ofthe Whole. The bill will 
pe re id. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. A similar bill passed the Senate at the 
last session of the last Congress. It has been recommended by 
the Interior Department, and is unanimously reported from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs aftgr thorough consideration. | 
desire to have read at the desk a letter from the Interior De- 

partment with regard to this matter. 

' Mr. WALTHALL. I should like to ask the Senator from 
South Dakota if this is a House bill or a Senate bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. WALTHALL. What advantage can there be in passing 
itthrough the Senate at this late hour of the session? Itisa 
very important bill and I object toits further consideration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope to get it through the other House 
early in December. if possible. It is very important that it 
should go there soon. 

Mr. BATE. How large an appropriation is involved? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill proposes to approppriate not to 
exceed $200,000. I should like to have the letter read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that 
there is objection to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WALTHALL. I made an objection to its further consid- 
eration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed | 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (A. R. 1916) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge Little River, in the State of Ar- 
kansas; 

A bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers, in | 
the States of Louisiana and Texas; and 

A bill (H. R. 3689) authorizing the Gulf, Beaumont and Kan- 
sas City Railway Company to bridge the Neches and Sabine 
Rivers, in the States of Texas and Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILL. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 2821) for the relief of W. W. 
Rollins, late collector, fifth district, North Carolina, for value of 
stamps destroyed by fire at Winston, N.C., on November 13, 1892. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

_Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- | 
sideration of executive business. 

_The motiop was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After thirty-five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 5 o’clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, November 3, 1393, at 12 o’clock m. 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate November 2, 1898. 
PENSION AGENT. | 
Samuel E. Nichols, of Buffalo, N. Y., to be pension agent at | 
Buffalo, N. Y., vice Charles A. Orr, to be removed. 
CONSULS. 
Marcellus L. Davis, of Arkansas, to be consul of the United 
States at Merida, Mexico, vice Edward H. Thompson, recalled. 
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C. Hugo Jacobi, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 
States at Reichenberg, Bohemia, vice John B. Hawes, recalled 





Leon Jostremski, of Louisiana. to be con of the United 
| States at Callao, Peru, vice Aquilla J. Daugherty, reca . 

Frank W. Roberts, of Maine, to be consu! of the United States 
at Barcelona, Spain, vice Herbert W. Bowen, reca 


COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
John ¢ f 


Byxbee, of Connecticut, te be collector of ternal 
revenue for the district of Connecticut, tosucceed John |. H 
inson, resigned, 

POSTMASTERS. 


Levi W. Abney, to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the county 
of Saline and Stateof lllinois,in the placeof Francis M. Pickett 
resigned. , 

L. B. Humphries, to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county 
of Parke and State of Indiana, in the place of Charles W. Stryker 
resigned. 

John A. Sample, to be postmaster at Knightstown n the 
county of Henry and State of Indiana, in the 
Graf, resigned. 

Walter M. Beadle, to be postmaster at Lenox, in the county 


ace of Geo eP 


| of Taylor and State of Lowa, in the place of David B. Herriott, 
| removed. 

O. Ira Jameson, to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, in 

the county of Louisa and State of lowa,in the place of John L. 


Grubb, removed. 

Thomas W. Killion, tobe postmaster at Moulton, in the county 
of Appanoose and State of Lowa, in the place of Almer Swift, 
removed 

William A. Todd, to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, in the county 
of Ringgold and State of Iowa, in the place of Hugh A. White, 
resigned. 

John Lynch, to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Marion and State of Kansas, in the place of Fred Lewis, re- 
signed. 

Hosea S. Merrifield, to be postmaster at North Berwick, in the 
county of York and State of Maine, in the place of Daniel A. 
Hurd, removed. 

Horace B. Tibbets, to be postmaster at Berwick, in the county 
of York and State of Maine, in the place of William H. Rice, 
removed. 

Jesse K. Willett, to be postmaster at Waldoboro, in the county 
of Lincoln and State of Maine, in the place of James H. Stan- 
wood, removed. 

Stephen M. Wilder, to be postmaster at Spring Valley, in the 
county of Fillmore and State of Minnesota, in the place of Wil- 
liam L. Kellogg, removed. 

Lizzie Johnson, to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Holmes and State of Mississippi, in the place of Martin E. 
Fritz, removed. 

Thomas R. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the 


| county of Chariton and State of Missouri, in the place of David 


C, Hilton, resigned. 

James Curran, to be postmaster at Hoboken, in the county of 
Hudson and State of New Jersey, in the place of Cornelius Kiel, 
jr., removed. 

Charles J. Bowman, to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county 
thoma, in the place of Robert 
Galbreath, resigned. 

Frank M. Emanuel, to be postmaster at Bennettsville, in the 
county of Marlboro and State of South Carolina, in the place of 
Edward J. Sawyer, removed. 

John M. Waddill, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina, in the place of John 
G. Gatlin, removed. 

Bridget J. Copps, to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont, in the | 
M. Douglas, removed. 

Edward J. Doneen, to be postmaster at Oakesdale, in the 


jlace of George 


county of Whitman and State of Washington, in the place of 
George S. McWilliams, removed. 

George G. McNamara, to be postmaster at ort Townsend, in 
the county of Jefferson and State of Washington, in the p ‘e of 


Alphonso F. Learned, removed. 

George H. Watrous, to be postmaster at Fairhaven, in the 
county of Whatcom and State of Washington, in the place of 
Solomon H. Keeler, resigned. 


Henry Lemke, to be postmaster at West Bend, in the county 


| of Washington and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Byron 


Fairbanks, removed. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Edgar Russell, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant, November 2, 1893, vice Andrews, Fifth Artillery, re- 
signed. 
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CONFIRMATIONS., 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 2, 1898. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. George F. Cooke, Fifteenth Infantry, to be cap- 
tain. 

Second Lieut. Marcus Maxwell, Fifteenth Infantry, to be first 
lieutenant. 

CONSULS. 

Leon Jostremski, of Louisiana, to be consul of the United 
States at Calao, Peru. 

Hermann Schoenfeld, of Maryland, to be consul of the United 
States at Riga, Russia. 

OOLLECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Charles M. Shannon, of New Mexico, to be collector of inter- 
nal revenue for the district of New Mexico. 

John C. Byxbee, of Connecticut, to be collector of internal rev- 
enue for the district of Connecticut. 

MARSHAL. 

George M. Humphrey, of Nevada, to be marshal of the United 

States for the district of Nevada. 
PENSION AGENTS. 


William B. Anderson, of Mount Vernon, Ill., to be pension 
agent ot Chicago, Ill. 

Samuel E. Nichols, to be pension agent at Buffalo, N. Y. 

: INDIAN AGENTS. 

David F. Day, of Durango, Colo.. to be agent for the Indians 
of the Southern Ute Agency in Colorado. 

James P. Woolsey, of Rogers, Ark., to be agentfor the Indians 
of the Ponca, Pawnee, Otoe, and Oakland Agency in Oklahoma 
Territory. 

POSTMASTERS. 

James 8. Buttolph, to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, in the 
county of Hardin and State of lowa. 

David J. Ayres, to be postmaster at Keokuk, in the county of 
Lee and State of Iowa. 

Bridget J. Copps, to be postmaster at Rutland, Vt. 

Norris C. Bicheller, to be postmaster at LaCrosse, in the 
county of LaCrosse and State of Wisconsin. 

Wiley S. Fall. to be postmaster at Albia, in the county of Mon- 
roe and State of Iowa. 

John J. Ingle, to be postmaster at South Pittsburg, in the 
county of Marion and Stato of Tennessee. 

Lizzie Johnson, to be postmaster at Lexington, Miss. 

William A. Howard, to be postmaster at Columbia, in the 
county of Maury and State of Tennessee. 

Winfield E. Tripp, to be postmaster at Iron River, in the 
county of Bayfield and State of Wisconsin. 

William D. Merrell, to be postmaster at Prairie du Chien, in 
the county of Crawford and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, November 2, 1893. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make astatement 
in regard to my colleague, Mr. WRIGHT, who was unavoidably 
absent yesterday. In response to a telegraphic message from 
him I secured, or thought I had secured, a pair for him on the 
silver-purchase repeal bill. I was so informed at the desk, but 
I see that in the Recorp this morning no pair for Mr. WRIGHT 
is announced. I desire, therefore, to say that had he been pres- 
ent he would have opposed recommitting the bill, and would 
have voted to concur with the Senate in the repeal of the pur- 
chasing clause of the Sherman law. 


ADJOURNMENT. 


: Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, [ submit a privileged reso- 
ution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Presi- 
Gent of the Senate and the speaker of the House of Representatives be au- 
thorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on the 8d day of November present at 3 o'clock Pp. m. 


_Mr. CATCHINGS, I move the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I believe that this is debatable 
for thirty minutes. 
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The SPEAKER. It is, if any gentleman desires to debate {+ 
Does the genleman from Indiana desire to be heard? , 
Mr. HOLMAN, I do, for a moment. I regret very m 
that this resolution has been brought into the House, especi:l|y 

in its presentform. If there must be a vacation in Congr 
why not a recess? I think it is quite obvious that the Ho 
ought to consider the propriety of taking a recess instead of 
adjourning. If the House should tike a recess until, say, 11 
o'clock on the first Monday of next December, all the com mit 
tees of the House, if they desire to do so. could continue at work 
exercising the powers they possess under the rules and under 
the various resolutions which have been adopted. 

A resolution has been passed conferring upon the Committee 
on Appropriations power to sit during the daily sessions of the 
House and in vacation, I think, but I am not aware that an) 
such power has been conferred upon any of the other commit- 
tees; and I think that the Committee on Ways and Means, fo 
instance, should have authority to continue in session, exercis 
ing its general powers during the interval between now and t] 
beginning of the regular session, so that consideration of th 
tariff may be commenced at the earliest day possible. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think that authority has been giv: 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Ohio suggests thats 
authority has been given. [am not aware of it. Perhaps 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means can inform t 
House whether any action has been taken on th it subject. 
not, I take it for granted that a resolution that the Ways 
Means Committee shall have authority to sit during the \ 
tion of the House, if an adjournment takes place, will req 
unanimous consent. I hope this will be considered in advan 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think consent has already been given 
both the Committee on Appropriations and the Committ 
Waysand Means, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not see the chairman of the Committ: 
on Ways and Means present, but perhaps some member of 1] 
committee will inform the House whether permission has bi 
granted for it to sit in the. absence of Congress in case 0 
journment. In case of recess of course all committees can b 
session. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What has that to do with the questi 
of adjournment? 

Mr. HOLMAN. It has this to do with it, that if a recess is 
taken instead of an adjournment the committees can go on and 
do their work. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. The House will certainly give that con 
mittee authority to sit during the intervai. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Well,I think that would require unanimo 
consent. 

Mr. TURNER. I did not quite understand the inquiry of t 
gentleman from Indiana; but if he will yield tome I will ask | 
whether it related to the sessions of the Ways and Means C 
mittee during the vacation? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; that was my inquiry. 

Mr. TURNER. [am not aware, Mr. Speaker, that any su 
permission has yet been asked by the chairman of the Committ 
on Ways and Means, but I am quite sure that he intends to 
it, if he has not already done so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But will not that require unanimou 
sent? 

Mr. TURNER. [am inclined to think that the House can ; 
that leave without unanimous consent, but I have no ide 
anybody will object to granting it. I would not like, hov 
to move in the matterin the absence of the chairman of th: 
mittee. I see the gentleman from West Virginia now in 
seat. [To Mr. WILSON:] The gentleman from Indiana de: 
to know whether the Committee on Ways and Means |! 
tained leave to sit during the vacation. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. It has not; but it is m 
pose to ask that permission of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I would like to ask my friend 
West Virginia a parliamentary question, whether that auth: 
can be given except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I am not prepared to 
swer that question. It is rather a question foréhe Cha 
answer, 

Mr. HOLMAN. It may be, of course, that no gentleman 
take the responsibility of objecting. I hope none will, but 
may be done. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I do not suppose that 
body will object. 

Mr.HOLMAN. I donot know that any one will desire to ‘ 
that responsibility, but I feel very confident that the H 
ought to take a recess instead of an adjournment. 

A MEMBER. Why? 

Mr. HOLMAN. For very obvious reasons. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Has the gentleman considered the ques- 
tion of economy in connection with the matter? 
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» HOLMAN. I have. That is what I am looking to as/ sent in very soon, so that t ommitt f which the ' 
ture of the situation, but I am considering whether the | from Ohio |Mr. OUTHW i } man. as well as the ‘ 


co ittees can get businessin readiness for the regular session. | mittee « indian Affai ‘ tees. W he ab to 
Vr. WILSON of Washington. Does the gentleman think that | pr t business to the tlo ‘ \ tit I hone ft] 
if we should adjourn now we would be entitled to a second mile- | Hous ill continue at \ , va fi ation. let us 
{ the opening o! the regwular sessbon?r take ‘ in ad ¢ n r nt 
HOLMAN. I believe we would not. I hop rt. Mr. CANNON of I would to 1 stion 
_ WILSON of Washington. Is not that in your mind? to the t ian from Ind Vir. H ( T a 
HOLMAN. Lapprehend an argument which wi be in- | in | ( with the gentle : ) \ tor 
1 inwhen we meet in Dece! we should : urn now, | al ts to utili | tl [t 
know th tarcument will have no fore ll wet e recess, sr re to n ha 1ioOny th th 
hit was not considering that matt , the i t ( I [t st ‘ } 
_WILSON of Washington. We had better adjourn, then. | of th I vi sub ve ry the 
TOHNSON of Indiana The clerk hire will continue to | this ¢ ’ W t day L rhte 
I we take a recess. Mr. ( .\TCH Vis | ' ad thy mu! i to 
HQALMAN. I know there v ’ some expenditure con fro. Mr. TERRY 
n i with the House remaining in recess, but it amounts to lit Mr. TERR) Mr. Speaker. I : decidedly of 
t consideration of oth mi: S that louse should cont sior \\ re | nd 
tT onlv want to call the attention of t! House to the faet that | w 1 tay here; and | 
journment means substantially two sessions of Congressin- | of 1 ( 
sterd of one, and suspends the committees. It means a called Mr. WASHINGTON 
sé n and a regular session, whereas a recess would have ex- | ing the special sessiot 
a the reverse effect. Mr BERRY itin y I submit w | ry? "i he 
| will not @ecupy the time of the House further, as there | adjourn, or take a recess at all, until w ‘ a 
se to be ageneral drift of sentiment in favor of an adjourn- | important business for which we were sent 
ni I regret that an adjournment must take place for reasons [t may be, sir, that the Committee « Mean 
I have nvmed.,. the ot important commit sof the H t have be 
SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman from } named here are not ready to mal ports of business for 
T na a question. consid tion But is that t ( y rislatio hat Democra 
. HOLMAN. Certainly. for ve has promised to the peoy of the Unit State 1 
SNODGRASS. Do you think it is necessar; either to | are Territories, sir. knockine at the doors of Co es 
take a recess or to adjourn? Don’t you think it would be bet- n 310m. [s not our party pledged t iat they should b limitte 
ter to go on and work Where are your immigration laws, your navigatio A 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. SNOD- | laws to restore the American flag to the highway of 
GRASS] submits a question which I think might well receive the | Have you never said anything about them Why not co ahead 
earnest consideration of the House, and [ hope there will be a | and transact some of the important legislation to which ou ty 
division upon this question. [ submit to gentlemen that the is committed I hope, when th tion is submit i 
saving of a month in the latter part of next year would be afor- | judgment, gentlemen on this side of the Chamber at st will 
tunate event for Congress and for the country. If Congress | consider well before voting in favor of the adoption of tl 


should be able to adjourn by the Ist of next July, or the Ist of | lution 

next August, all gentiemen can see that it would not only be| Subsequently, 

beneficial te members but beneficial to the country. | Mr. TERRY said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
[t would enable gentlemen to explain to their constituencies | sonal privileg: 

the character of the legislation passed by Congress, which may | ! : ¢ 

bea very important matter. We are nowhere at a season of the | Mr. TERRY. I will state, Mr. Speiker, that I hav 

ear most favorable for legislation, and why not go on with the | vise fri : 

yusiness Of the country and complete it as soon as possib!ie? to 
Mr. BLAND. I suppose Wall street has no further use for us. | gentleman on the floor a i the question how k ee! 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I would like toask the gentleman | here d ig the special s ) | did no hh , 
a question. | the time d now desire, in justification to m If. to state i 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly. | th of the House that Ih een here every « 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ls therea single prominent committee | every hour during th he Ho pt when | 
of the House which has any important business ready for the | necessarily compelled to b ttendan t le o 
House? What will we doif we remain here? The Committee | sick children, who were down with that most dreadt 


on Indian Affairs, the Appropriations Committee, the Commit- | scourges to children, dipht in Chat i I desire t 
tee on Ways and Means, and the other important committees of Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I d e to 
the House have as yet considered none of the appropriation | words in support of this resolution. If there w n 
bills which we will have to consider at the regular session. on the Calendars of the Ho ‘eport yy its com tte e 
Mr. HOLMAN. They will all have some estimates in the | for the consideration of t House there wo e 
course of a short time which they can consider, and, in fact, J | in the suggestion that we should ither 1 
understand some estimates have already been presented to the | j ment at this tim But a atter o 
App opriations Committee. I 30 ‘ np importance n 
A MEMBER. They can work on them during th» recess. stimates from t part have n 
Mr. HOLMAN. They have the right to work during the re- | wh the Appropriation Com I t nad t 
cess, 1 admit, but are not authorized tosit when Congress stands | Means ‘ ttee, we ar e m { to 
adjourned, t to the House before the Ist December. 
Mr. SAYERS. Willthe gentleman from Indiana allow me to ( t ' ive not working wit en 0 
ask him a question? ’ tinuous sessio We were called in special i or 
Mr. HOLMAN. Yes. ‘pose. That purpose has been accomplis , ane 
Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman has stated that the Commit- ttees e been looking forw constant! ) W 
tee on Appropriations have some estimates. t io oO ye terminated 
Mr. HOLMAN. I understood so " ace; and this is tri o with re 
Mr. SAYERS. We have no estimates that can be considered | } ut ness before the committees 
just now, except a few deficiency estimates. mmittee work in th ( e wh 
_ Mr.HOLMAN. Isupposed there were some estimates already | i vn to everybody, that the ¢ LOW 
in in regard to the levislative appropriation bill. ess for action at thi l » just ( remain 
Mr.SAYERS. Those are merely proof sheets. l sion. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. The Committee on Military Affairs have CLARK of Missouri. Will th t! ow n 
no estimates whatever for their appropriation bill. h this question: Do you not think that to take r« sses 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Texas {[Mr. SAYERS] | thr ys at a time, and let the committees get to wo i 
says the Committee on Appropriations haveonly proof sheets of | « e them to fu h the House with enough b 38 to con 
theestimates. The proof sheets are just thesame to work upon | sider for the next sixty days? 











as the regular report. They are simply advanced proofs. | Mr. CATCHINGS. I doubt it very much. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. TheCommittee on Military Affairs have Mr. BLAND. There is already a big bill on the Calendar, th 


received no proof sheets even: no estimates of any kind. | bankruptey bill. There is another bill, the merchant marin 
Mr. HOLMAN. There will be a large number of estimates | bill, and other matters, but I do not s ippose that measures of 
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this kind Wall street cares enough about to keep Congress in 
session for. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Oh, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Missouri could only get the name of Wall street out of his heart 
he would be much happier and would be much more effective on 
the floor of the House than he is. It seems absolutely astonish- 
ing that no gentleman can get up here and discuss the simplest 
question that can be presented without having Wall street thrust 
constantly into his ears. [or one I am very tired of it. 

Now, I desire to say this, that we were called here in the 
middle of the summer. Gentlemen had not made their arrange- 
ments to enter on a long session of Congress. It was not ex- 
pected. Itis therefore absolutely important that they should 
have an opportunity to go to their homes and arrange their busi- 
ness, so that they will be prepared to enter on the long and 
arduous duties which will devolve upon them when the next 
session of Congress begins. This, with the other considerations 
I have suggested, makes it appropriate that the House should 
adjourn. 

| ask a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask a question? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Is thereany possibility of getting 
a tariff bill in for consideration if we remain in session? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. None whatever. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. Then I favor adjournment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman allow 
ine a moment? 

Vr. CATCHINGS. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have in my hand the 
Calendar of the House, and I find on it nearly a page of business 
reported from the committees and placed on the Calendar of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. Here isa page of busi- 
ness on the House Calendar ready for action, and here are some 
three, or about three, pages of private business, with some »j'e- 
cial orders. It seems to me that we ought to go on with the pub- 
lic business by continuing in session and not adjourn. It seems 
decidedly more important that we should attend to the public 
business rather than to the private business which my friend 
from Mississippi seems to place in advance as of more impor- 
tance than the public business. 

Mr. CATCHINGS., I have done nothing of the sort. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It seems to me we ought 
to attend to the public business first. I am in favor of going on 
with the public business now, and our private business will be 
more important about next June or July or August than it is 
now in the month of November. We will all be very much con- 
cerned in our private matters about that time, and we will want 
to be at home looking after them. I insist that we ought to 
attend to the public business now and look after our private 
business next summer, in the dog days. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let us have a vote upon the resolution. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the resolution be again reported. 
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Alderson, 
Apsley, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bankhead, 
Barnes 
Barw i. 
Bell, Tex. 
Blair, 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Brickner, 
Broderick, 
Brookshire, 
Bryan, 
Clark, Mo. 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 


Abbott, 
Aldrich, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bell, Colo. 
Beltzhoover, 
Black, Ga. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, Ky. 


Brown, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Caminetti, 
Capehart, 
Causey, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Cummings, 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 
Dolliver, 


NAYS—83. 


Cockrell, Hutcheson, 
Cooper, Tex. Kyle, 
Cooper, Wis. Lane, 
Cox, Latimer, 
Culberson, Lynch, 
Curtis, Kans. Maddox, 
Davis, Mallory, 
De Armond, Marsh, 
Denson, Martin, Ind. 
Dinsmore, McCulloch, 
Fitch, McDannold, 
Fithian, McDearmon, 
Fyan, McKaig, 
Grady, McRae, 
Gresham, Money, 
Hall, Minn. Morgan, 
Hall, Mo. Mutchler, 
Harris, Neill, 
Holman, Oates, 
Hopkins, Pa. Patterson, 
Hudson, 
NOT VOTING—135, 
Draper, Ikirt , 
Dunn, Jones, 
Edmunds, Kilgore, 
Ellis, Ky. Lacey, 
Enloe, Lapham, 
Epes, Lawson, 
Everett, Lester, 
Fellows, Lisle, 
Forman, Loud, 
Funk, Loudenslager, 
Fnuston, Magner, 
Gear, Marshall, 
Gillett, Mass. McAleer, 
Goldzier, McEttrick, 
Goodnight, McGann, 
Gorman, Me Millin, 
Graham, Meredith, 
Grosvenor, Milliken, 
Haver, Morse, 
Hammond, Moses, 
Hare, Murray, 
Harter, Newlands, 
Hatch, Northway, 
Haugen, O’Ferrall, 
Haves, O’ Neil, Mass. 
Heiner, O'Neill, Pa. 
Henderson, Il. Page, 
Hendrix, Paschal, 
Hepburn, Pence, 


Hicks, Pendleton, W. Va. 


Hooker, Miss. 
Hopkins, Il. Phillips, 
Hulick, Pickler, 
Hull, Price, 


Perkins, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Lock woop with Mr. VAN Vooruis of New York. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alab>oma with Mr. GEAR. 
Mr: ABBOTT with Mr. WALKER. 

Mr. BRATTAN with Mr. HAGER. 

Mr. LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
Mr. LESTER with Mr. NORTHWAY. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O’NEILL of Penn: 


Pendleton, Tex. 
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Pigott, 

Powers 
Richardson, Tena 
Robbins, 
Sibley, 

Smith, 
Snodgrass, 
Somers, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C. 
Tate, 

Taylor, Ind. 
Terry, 

Tucker, 
Warner, 

Wells, 
Williams, [il. 
Wiliams, Miss. 


Randall, 
Richardson, Mich, 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn 
Russell, Ga, 
Sherman, 
Sickles 
Simpson, 
Sipe, 
Springer, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A 
Strait, 
Strong, 
Tarsney, 
Tawney. 
Taylor, Tenn 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 
Updegraff 
Van Voorhis, N. Y 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

W anger, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ala. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wise, 
Woodard, 
Wright, Mass 


The resolution wag again read. 


TheSPEAKER. Thequestion ison agreeing tothe resolution. 


Several MEMBERS. Let ushave the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 135, nays 83, 


not voting 135; as follows: 


Adams, 
Aitken, 
lexander, 
Allen, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Baldwin, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Tl. 
Bower, N. C. 
Branch, 
Brawley, 
Breckinridge, Ark. 
Bretz, 
Brosius, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Caldwell, 
Campbell, 
Cannon, Cal. 
Cannon, Il. 
Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Cogswell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Covert, 
Crain, 
Crawferd, 
Daniela, 
Davey 


YEAS—135, 


De Forest, 
Dingley, 
Dockery, 
Donovan, 
Doolittle, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
Ellis, Oregon 
English, 
Erdman, 
Fielder, 
Fletcher, 
Gardner, 
Geary, 
CGeissenhainer, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Grout, 

Hainer, 
Haines, 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Heard, 
Henderson, Iowa 
Henderson, N. C. 
Hermann, 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 

Hitt, 

Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, Tenn. 
Hunter, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Johnson, Ohio 
Joy, 

Kem, 

Kiefer, 
Kribbs, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 
Lilly, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lockwood, 
Lucas, 
Maguire, 
Mahon, 
Marvin, N. Y. 
McCall, 


McCleary, Minn. 


McCreary, Ky. 
McDowell, 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
MeNagny, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meyer, 
Montgomery, 
Moon, 
Outhwaite, 
Payne, 
Paynter, 
Pearson, 
Post, 

Ray, 

Rayner, 


Reed, 

Reilly, 
Reyburn, 
Richards, Ohio 
Ritchie, 
Robertson, La. 
Ryan, 

Sayers, 
Schermerhorn, 
Scranton, 
Settle, 

Shaw, 

Shell, 

Sperry, 
Stevens, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, Ky. 
Storer, 

Sweet, 
Talbott, Md. 
Thomas, 
Tracey, 
Turner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wheeler, 0. 
White, 
Whiting, 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Woomer 
Wright, Pa 


sylvania. 

Mr. COFFEEN with Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. PAGE with Mr. PICKLER. 

Mr. GOODNIGHT with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

Mr. CONN with Mr. ChiLDs. 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

Mr. ENLOE with Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. SIMPSON with Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. MCMILLIN with Mr. BURROWS. 

Mr. CAMINETTI with Mr. BOWERS of California. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Illinois with Mr. WOODARD. 

For this day: 

Mr. WISE with Mr. STRONG. 

Mr. ELLIs of Kentucky with Mr. DALZELL. 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN VOORHIs of Ohio. 

Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVENOR. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. DOLLIVER. 

Mr. HAYES with Mr. CousINs. 

Mr. HARE with Mr. LOUD. 

Mr. HatTcH with Mr. HULL. 

Mr. JONES with Mr. HULICK. 

Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 

Mr. McETTRICK with Mr. WEVER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS with Mr. WRIGHT of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I was 
paired with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopxKins)}: bu' 
I understand he would have voted “aye.” Therefore I have 
yoted in the affirmative. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the resolution which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 





1893. 





Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution just passed was agreed to, and I move to table 
that motion. a , “id iain clea 

The SPEAK ER. The gentleman from West. Virginia Mr 3 
WILSON] submits a resolution which the Clerk will report, after 
, the Chair will ask if there be objection. 

LEAVE TO SIT DURING THE RECESS. 

The resolution of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia was read. 
It provided that the Committee on Ways and Means have leave 
to sit during the interval between the first and second sessjons 
of the Fifty-third Congress, with leave to file reports, ete. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED. : ely u 
that we should have reports without an opportunity for proper 
examination and consideration. I want to state that we are 


whic! 


en- 
tire.y 
haen and are up to date. 
tunit 

Th 
mittee on Rules. 

CORRECTION RULES. 

fr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I present a report from 

the Committee on Rules, to make one or two corrections in the 


OF 


rules. ; ‘ ‘ : 
The SPEAKER. The House will please give its attention. 
There are one or two corrections in the rules suggested, and if 


ignorant of what the intentions on the other side have | 
We ought to havea fair, decent oppor- | 


y- ‘ , ‘ ‘ | 
eSPEAKER. The resolution will be referred to the Com- 
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| 
| 
| 


I object to it, because it is entirely unsuitable | 


the House desires to make them it should make them now, soas | 


to afford an opportunity to have them corrected in the Digest. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend clause 35 of Rule XI, by inserting between the word “ reform "’ and 
the word “civil” the words “in the;’’ so as to read: to reform in the civil 
service,” 

Amend clause 6 of Rule XXIII, by inserting between the word ‘‘the’’ and 
the word “‘committee,’’ in the first line the words ‘‘ House or the;”’ so as to 
read: “The House or the committee may by a vote of the majority of the 
members present,’ etc. 

Amend clause 4 of Rule XXIV, by striking out the words “ unfinished busi- 
ness: and also by striking out the words “House and the state of the 
Union 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, the first amendment sug- 
gested is to clause 35 of Rule XI, which providesas to the powers 
and duties of committees. The words “in the” 
designating the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
second amendment is in clause 6 of Rule XXIII. Itis that clause 
which provides that debate on an amendment or a paragraph 
may be closed. It provides that it may be done by the House or 
in the committee. The amendment simply inserts the words, 
‘House or the.” 

Mr. REED. What change is there? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It simply provides that which has al- 
ready been held to be the rule, that the House may limit debate 
as well as the committee in Committee of the Whole by insert- 
ing the words ‘‘ House or the.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is after the debate under the five-min- 
ute rule has proceeded. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. That is after the debate has proceeded 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. REED. Has not that always been the rule of the House. 
Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
but it has been so held. 

Mr. REED. I do not see how it could be otherwise. 
ever, | have no objection to making it declare it clearly. 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. This makes it clear. 

Mr. REED. The House ought to have control of all commit- 
tees, except perhaps the Committee on Rules. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The other amendment is in clause 4 of 
Rule XXIV, which provides as to business considered during the 
morning hour, and strikes out the words ‘‘as unfinished busi- 
ness.” Under this clause, whenany proposition shall have occu- 
pied two hours, it thereafter has to remain on the Calendar as 
unfinished business, As we have no calendar of unfinished busi- 
ness, the expression was unnecessary. It is therefore suggested 
that it be stricken out. 

Mr. REED. Now, the effect of thatchange will be to give the 

House another chance to debate a bill for two hours if the com- 
mittee chooses to call it up. 
_ Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know that that is the effect of 
it. We have no calendar of unfinished business. The Chair 
held a few days ago that a committee might subsequently call 
upa bill which had already been considered during two hours 
on the call of the committee. 

Mr. REED. Now, if this proposed change is made I think it 
would be unfortunate—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not change the ruling at all. 

Mr. REED. If you change the ruling it will be unfortunate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not change the rule. 

Mr. REED. It is your impression that it will not change the 


How- 


were omitted in 
The 


It has not been so expressed in the rule, | 


7 
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ruling; but the committee will be allowed to revive temporarily 











some bill in order that it may have two more hoars’ existencé 
and possibly live forever. : 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. The Chair has already decided that 2 com- 
mittee has authority to call upa bill w r those circumstances. 

Mr. REED. And you understand that t wi <e no 
change in that regard 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It will not. 

Mr. REED. Then you think that W t th 

| illogical condition which exists in the rule? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Exactly. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If you strike out the words *‘ unfinished busi- 
ness” it will leave every bill that, in the consideration hour, has 
had two hours’ consideration to take its place on the Calendar on 
which it formerly stood, to be taken up in the hour, and that it 

| shall not be considered as unfinished business, so that it does 
change the rules very materially. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. So far as consideration of the bill is con- 
cerned, it does not change it one particle, the ruling of the 

| Chair a few days ago being that the committee could ea i bill 
up on a subsequent call of that committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The practice has been changed, so that, in- 
stead of going onto the Calendar of Unfinished Business may 
be called up in the morning hour. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was changed when the ruline was 
made a few days ago under the proviso. The proviso reads 

That when the hour herein prescribed shall expire » the Com ee of 
the Whole House on the state of the ion is « isid rt t nit 
tee shall rise without a motion therefor 

The words stricken out are, ‘‘on the state of the Union”, so 
that when the Committee of the Whole, or the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, is considering a bill 
and the hour expires, the committee shall rise without any mo- 
tion 

Mr. REED. Sothat it applies to Fridays as well as to other 
days? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Did the committee take into consideration 
the propriety of amending this paragraph so as to confine the 
consideration of bills in the morning hour to public bills 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It did not. That was taken into consid- 
eration at the beginning of the session, when the change was 
made permitting private bills to be considered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. So that the committee propose to allow 
private bills to be called up in the morning hour? 

Mr.OUTHWAITE. Yes, for the present, until we see whether 
it works any serious abuse. So far no abuse has resulted from 
the rule. 

Mr. ENLOE. Does this authorize the cal ing up ol ills in 
the morning hour on Fridays? Does it make any change in 
the rule in regard to business on Fridays? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It does not. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. OUTHWALITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
report was agreed to, and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OPENING OF THE CHEROKEE STRIP. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 


retary of War, transmitting, pursuant to House resolution dated 


September 28, 1893, information relative to the opening of the 
Cherokee Strip; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. and ordered to be printed. 
DANIEL CHASE VS. THE UNITED STATES. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a communication 
from the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findings of 
the court in the ease of Daniel Chase vs. TI e United States; 


which was referred to the Committee on War Claims, and or- 
dered to be printed. 
BRIDGES ON FORT LARAMIE RESERVATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House an act (S.591) to 


donate to the county of Laramie, Wyo., certain bridges on the 


abandoned Fort Laramie military reservation, and for other 
purposes; which was referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 
DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL ARBITRATION. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a joint resolution 
(S.R.37) to provide for the printing of a history and digest of 
| the international arbitrations to which the United States was a 


| mittee 


party,and for other purposes; which was referred to the 
on Printing. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, SOUTH DAKOTA. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (H. R. 2799) 
to provide for the time and place of holding the terms of the 
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T ; . " a »} — ; ; 5 . . ; . . ~ ‘ ‘ s . . . 
United Stat s circuit and district cour ts in the State of South | what wasdone for San Francisco: the provision is the sam 
Dakota, with amendments of the Senate thereto. for word. 
Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, that is the bill, I believe, which Mr. KILGORE. What is to be done under the bil]? 
I asked yoste day to have remain on the Speaker's table. Mr. FITCH. Nothing is to be done, except that these , 
rhe SI KAKER, The Chair was informed that the differences | are to retain the same siatus as now and to be exhibited i 
had been adjusted, and that it was desired that the bill should | York. If sold. they will pay duty; if not, they will be alloy 
be laid be’ ore the House. be returned. This is only doing for New York what w 
Mr.OATES. I was about to say that I have had a conference | for Chicago and San Francisco. 
with one of the Senators and one of the Representatives from Mr. KILGORE. 
that State and find that the bill is satisfactory, and therefore I | for transportation? 
move that the House concur in the Senate amendments. Mr. FITCH. Nothing at all. 
The amendments of the Senate are as follows: Mr. KILGORE. ’ 
Page 1, line —, after “ Todd,” insert “ Beadle and Kingsbury, Crow Creek, | that kind. 
and Lower Brule.”’ Mr. FITCH 
Page 1, line 11, strike out “Beadle, Kingsbury.” etal me 
Page 1, line 13, after “ Brown,” insert ‘McPherson, Edmunds, Campbell, ae ne : tev al 
Walworth.” Mr. KILGORE. I withdraw my objection, then, if that is t 
Page 1, lines 15 and 16, strike out ‘‘ McPherson, Edmunds, Campbell, Wal- fact , poe thes, . 
worth." 1. “TE ran ; . , 
Page 1, line 99, after “Standing Rock,” insert “and.” _ The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consid 
Page 1, lines WY and 20, strike out ** Lower Brule and Crow Creek.” tion of this bill? 
Page 3, line 11, after “ court,”’ insert ‘‘ all grand and petit juries for the cir- Ther Lruth 
euit and district courts shall be drawn by the clerk of the circuit court, ae acer ae obje ction. . ' 
and all grand and petit jurors summoned for service in each division shall “Mr. dL} AN. [t is understood, Mr. Speaker, that th: 
be residents of such division.”’ ernment is to incur no expense whatever. 
The amendments were concurred in. = a a ay a ap wegen understood. 
a al eae cll Mr. HOLMAN. lIask the gentleman to amend by ins 
____ SECTION 407 REVISED STATUTES. such a provision. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to introduce a bill for Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman suggest the amendm 
reference to the joint commission, and I ask that that commis- Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That no liability sball be incurre 


sion may h we leave to report at any time. : ‘ the Government of the United States under this provision. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. Mr. FI('CH. I accept that amendment, of course. 
“he bill was read, as follows: The SPEAKER. Where does the gentleman de 
A bill (H. R.—) to amend section 407 of the Revised Statutes, requiring de- | amendment to come in. 


si f receipts w » Treasury , » Post-Office De- rT . : 
sa ipts with the Auditor of the Treasury for the Pos e De Mr. HOLMAN. At the end of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection this bill will be referred | Jbe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendm 


to the joint commission with leave to report at any time. The Clerk read as follows: 
" ‘a was biecti and it was s dered. — Insert. at the end of the bill the words 
Phere was no objection, and it was so ordered. ‘Provided, That no liability shall be incurred by the Government 


g , ropa? o , > United States.” 
PRIZE WINNERS’ EXPOSITION, NEW YORK. : : 
donee oer ae Mr. FITCH. That is accepted. 
Mr. FITCH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present consideration The neeinieeint tone aerend to 
of the bill which I send to the desk, being H. R. 4015, in aid of ieee gees on : 


: a The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and rc 
. Torl¢ in Pypi- T srs’ ox . “ , 4 ot f . t S ‘ 
the W or lds Fair Prize Winners’ Exposition to be held at New third time: and being engrossed, was accordingly read a th 
York City ' = _> 


The bill was read f Il ° time, and passed. 
a en ae es On motion of Mr. FITCH, a motion to reconsider the last vot 
Be it enacted, etc., That all articles which shall be imported from foreign 


conntries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition, upon which was laid on the table. 

there shall be a tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted — rene of ENROLLED BILL.SIGNED. 

duty. customs fees or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of \Ty DRS “et : 44. it 5 ills 

the "Treasury shall prescribe, and all articles woich have been imported from Mr FE KARSO] » from the Committ > eee oa ” 

foreign countries, and which are now on exhibition at the World's Columbian | ported that they had examined and found ti Uy Saremed £06 

Exposition at Chicago, ee vane eee ae a meee ds — which | (H. R. 3545) to amend section numbered 2324 of the Revi 

have been heretofore admitted free of payment of duty, customs fees or 14, . Pat Sh den ‘elatine inine claims: w! 

charges, may, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, Statutes ~ the U aes St ites, relating to mining ¢ . 

be removed to the city of —— ork, = ay ee New york. aor the sole | the Speaker signed the same. 

purpose of exhibition at said World's Fair Prize ners’ Exposition. IES 08S THE NECHES AND SABINE RIVERS 

: Bic. 2. That it shall be lawful, at any time during such exposition, to sell i. BRID( = . ACROSS THE NECHES AN 2 aT “ 

for delivery, at the close of the exposition, any of the goods or property im- Mr. COO! ER of Texas. I ask unanimous consent for 

ported for and pene Fe oe a te see eo or = present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3689) authorizi: 
ounds, subject to such regulations for the security e revenue and for . a , é Mew Ratlwavt) : a 

The collection ef the import duties as the Secretary of the Treasury shall pre- Gulf, Be aumont, and Kansas ( ity R ull Ww ay Company to br - 2 

scribe: Provided, That all such articles, when sold or withdrawn for con- | Neches and Sabine Rivers in the States of Texas and Louisi 

sumption in the er States, 5 be —— to — oa eb Ape mmr The bill wis read at length. 

upon such articles by the revenue laws in force at the date of the importa- m : i , sada : ieee 

tion: and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforced against The amendments recommended by the committee wer 

such articles and — the persons who may be guilty of any illegal sale o, he bill 18d ; oe 

or withdrawal thereof. The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 
Sxo. 8. That all of the provisions of public resolution numbered 30, en- third time: and being engrossed was accordingly read the 

titled “Joint resolution authorizing foreign exhibitors at the World's Co- . y 5 woe, . 54 

lumbian Exposition to bring to this country foreign laborers from their | time, and passed. ‘ we. 

pempeciyne commneses for ~ Earecee at eee vf pall enene amate - On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, a motion to rec 

hibits,"* approved August 5, 2, are hereby extended to and made applicable als . i 

to said World's Fair Prize Winners’ Exposition to the same extent as if said the last vote was laid on the table. a 

World’s Fair Prize Winners’ Exposition was therein specifically named CHOCTAW COAL AND RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the| Mr.ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 


: ~ : . . sida ; ; > 90 9 extend t} 
gentleman from New York for the present consideration of this | present consideration of the bill (H. R. 299) to extend th 
bill? | for the construction of the railway of the Choctaw Co: 

r > . j atiene 3 ' ‘ a, ° $43 ang eee war) 
Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can | Railway Company and to confer additional powers u| 
learn more about the bill. The Che + chain oulnn 
Mr. FITOH. 1 ask Shad the gees ue rene. B — aaee, an unt m ea for the construction of the railway 
The report (by Mr. COCKRAN) is as follows: ne eS oat geome en a oom anon bn nacho pple 
; - hoctaw Coal and Railway Company, a corporation organized uu 
The Committee on Ways and Means, to which was referred the bill (H R. oe of the State of Minnesota, which. by the provisions of the act app! 
4015) “in aid of the World's Fair Prize Winners Exposition, to be held at | Fepruary 21, 1891, entitled “An act to amend an act authorizing the ( 
New York City" from and after November 24, 1893, to January 15, 18%, re- | Goal and Railway Company to construct a road through the Indiar 
spectfully reports: ; tory,”’ will expire February 18, 1804, shall be extended for a period o 
The purpose of the bill is taextend to foreign exhibitors at said exposi- years from that date, so that said company shall have until Feb: 
tion the same privileges of free entry for exhibits which have heretofore | jg97. to construct the lines of railway authorized by the act approv: 
been extended to- exhibitors at the late World's Columbian Exposition, the | pyuary 18, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the Choctaw Coal and 2 
Centennial, and other expositions. It is a measure of justice to foreign | Company to construct and operate a railway through the Indian Ter! 
guess who have been invited to display their wares in this country. It is | ang for other purposes,” and the act amendatory thereof, approved | 
consistent with our policy of encouraging industrial exhibitions, which | gry 13, 1889, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to author 
hay e alw ays proved of educational advantage to the people. | Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to construct and operate a r 
_ > ourcommittce therefore reports the bill with the recommendation that through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,’ approved Feb 
It be passeu. 18, 1888,"’ and for such purpose the said company shall have the right t 
. . ‘ ~ " rex © ° acl t 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- oe the right of way and depot grounds heretofore grante 
tleman from New York? ee si s . 
"TT Anh . rec od th g amendment 
Mr. KILGORE. 1 object. The committee recommended the following ame 


TY \ATS In line 11.of section 1, strike out the word “ three’ and insert ‘‘two 
Mr. FITCH. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to ex- | 4n line 18. strike out the work “seven” and insert the word “six.” 


plain the purport of the bill. It does for New York precisely | Also strike out sections 2, 3, and 4. 


How much will the Government hay 


The Government has to do everythin 


Not at all. The Government will incur no 


Rabe RE ARPES 


<M 








ers. 
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Mr. HOLMAN, There are, I believe, three additional sec- 
. of that bill which rave not been read, and I understand 
ao have been stricken out. 
"Mr. ALLEN. ‘That is true. The bill as it now stands is sim- 
. , proposition to give this railro ui company, which had econ- 
ed a part of its line and been prevented by the financial 
ency from completing it, two years more within which to 
( ete it. , ee ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. ALU the rest of the bill is stricken out 
Mr. ALLEN. AI the rest is str cken out. 

T ,SPEAKER. The House will have to strike out these 
ions. Without objection the parts not read will be consid- 
na as stricken from the bill. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. I suggestthatthe report gointo the RECORD 

Vr. ALLEN. I ask that the bill be amended by striking out 
+} additional sections, and also by ves which have 
a sueeested by the committee. 

SPEA KER. Without objection that will be ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
hird time; and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third 
and passed. 

PEAKER. Oughtnotthe title of this bill to be amended? 

LLEN. The report recommends amending the title. 
1. SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
1 in accordance with the report. 
re was no objection. 
BRIDGE OVER LITTLE RIVER, ARKANSAS, 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 119) authorizing the Texarkana and 
Fort Smith Railway Company to bridge Little River, in the 
State of Arkansas 

The bill was read at length. 

The amendments were read at length. 

There being no objection, the bil d, the amend- 
ments recommended by the committee were concurred in, and 
the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCRAE, a motion to reconside 
was laid upon the table. 

PERSONNEL OF THE NAVY. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
sider the resolution I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. RICHARDSON 0 
the chair). The resolution will be read, after 
will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ply [ 
struc 
string 





; 
the char 


was CO sider 





‘the last vot 


Lo con 


lrennessee in 


enh ta? ‘ - 
which tac Uniall 





’ 
ous bills dealings 


1 other mat rs concer! 


hereas there are constantly before Congré 
Ww the question ofrank and pay in the Navy 
ing the personnel of the same: and 

Whereas the present laws relating to this subject are in many instances 
imperfect, inconsistent, unjust, and the result of piecemeal legislation 
The re, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate ct rring), That a 
special joint committee, consisting of three members of the House and three 
members of the Senate, be appointed respectively by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives and the President of the Sena whose duty 
shall be to fully investigate and consider the entire subject of the rank pa) 
and all other matters relating to the personne! of the Navy; to have power 
to send for persons and papers. sit during the recess, if any, and during the 
sitting of both Houses, and to report at any time after it convenes as may 
be convenient what legislation, if any, is necessary in the premises 
80 reported by them shall simplify, codify, and reviseexisting laws relating 
to the personnel of the Navy so far as may be found possible. And sa 
joint committee is hereby authorized to employ a clerk at 86 per day and a 
messenger at $3 per day while employed, and any expenses incurred by said 
commission in performing the duties herein required shall be defrayed 
equally from the contingent funds of the two Houses 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Louisiana for the present consider- 
ation of this resolution? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE CALCASIEU AND SABINE RIVERS. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous cons 
to discharge the House Calendar from the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine Rivers in 
the States of Louisiana and Texas, and put it on 

rhe SPEAKER. pro tempore. The bill will be read, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 

Mr BLANCHARD. T will state that this bill is simply a 
bridge bill, reported from the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merece, , 
Department, and I ask to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Tr T rr r 2 ? 
_ Mr. BALDWIN, Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana, and others ob- 
jected. 














nt 


its passage. 
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It is in the usual form, is recommended by the War | 


s099 


The SPEAKER pro tempo The Clerk will report the bill 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill 

Mr. BALDWIN. I withdraw my objection to dispensing with 
the reading of the bill 

Che SP AK E 7 0 tempore. > : ral ltl en ODK ted 


Mr. BLANCHARD. The gentl n here m ‘ from 








indiana, wh » objection, t }me he will with v it 

The SPE ] o tempore ls there fur r t 

Mr. TRACEY L obie 

The ¢ ‘k resumed and coneluded the reading of the 

Tl t ce vy tl mit 

| Sk AI KN pro te wore | here « l 
conslae tion [ the l 

here belt no ject the bill was consid I \ 

ts recommen | the committee were co rred in, a 
the bill Ll or I to D lwros 1 l l a & tn ‘ 
i r eno? ] t was r t ‘ +h i+ 

On m oO M SLA N( TARD t t 
la te d on the ta 

LATION ST! M VESS 

| SPEAK R The ¢ W l th nit 
te fi ris 

ir. J RY, from the Co ttee on Int Ce 
report ‘ ra t ) H. R. 2377) ! 
to ame 3 on 44( of ri i of l kt ra) 
United I ! ition \ 
} V \ Shee and toa nd sectio i4, ‘Jl e Lil 
( the R - statutes at on of st \ l which 
Vi 1 Ho 36 4 ( 1d bn n ] 

( ‘ ] ) 


DAM ACROSS THE KANSAS RIVER. 


rom the Committee on Rivers and Ha 


t ) ack favol ly, with amendments, the bi R 
i O aut d the cons ru tion di ntenance 1d l 
Qam oss the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, it 
State of Kansas: which was referred to the Commit ee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed 
BIRMINGHAM SHEFFIELD AND TENNESSE! RIVER RAILWAY 


COMPANY. 
Wr. HALL of Missouri, from the Committee on the Pub 
ands, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 198) to grant to 
th sirming ham, Sheffield and Tennessee River Railway | 
ht of way over the publiclands traversed by it; w 
the House Calendar, 
FORT CUMMINGS MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. GRESHAM, from the Committee on the Public nds 
reported back the bill (H. R. 356) to authorize the Secretary of 
tain lunds in the abs 


to and ordered to be print 


‘to reserve from sale ce sndoner 





Fort Cummings military reservation, and for other purposes; 
whieh was referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou oO! 
of e Union, and ordered to be printed. 
CASH ENTRIES PUBLIC LANDS. 
vir. SOM SS, from the Committee on the Public La 
ported b i.vorably the bill (H. R. 4244) to confirm « 
tri to d nds. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill will be referred to 
Uni Calendar. 
M McRAE [I suggest to the gentleman from Wi 
that this bill was recommitted by the House to the ¢ tte 
on P » Lands for the purpose of obtaining certain inform 
tio1 vy contained in the accompanying report, it is now priv 
d to immediate « isideratio! nd 8 not 
} f¢ i rain under the rules to any ¢ t"] 
| £ ) eld on the op ker’s tabl« n 1ts st 
s { > pro rede V I 
al ort be printed without } u e tot a 
3P . tem) Mr. RIcH DSON of Ter 
But t been referred to a co t 
I ! ted back, it ought to go to one of the ¢ 
M McRA The bill was reported favo lv to t I 
by the ¢ of the Whole House 3 amended, rro 
al ‘ third time: and pending the a tor it ' 
~ econ mitted to 1 1e Committee on r"1 ic Lands wit 
ins 1 to obtain certain in. ormatio > The ian ‘ 
ere t l. [t was not ft pose o! e House to am 
the to ascertain certa facts befo lied unon to 
| The SPEAKER pro tempor But having been 
1t 1 St De pain re porter 
r. McRAI But under the rules and practice of the Ho 


the House which it occupied when it was recommitted, and t 
question will be on its final passage. If there is any doubt o1 


as | rstand them, the bill would now take the same position in 
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that question, I suggest that the bill remain on the Speaker’s 
table until its status can be settled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that 
when a bill is reported in this way to the House it must go to 
one of the Calendars, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MCRAE. With the consent of my colleague I ask, then, 
that the report be withheld until the question of privilege can 
be considered and determined. We do not wish to lose any 
right by reporting now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
for the present. 


The report, then, is withdrawn 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
orted that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill 
H. R. 3297) providing forthe construction of a steam revenue 

cutter for service on the Great Lakes; when the Speaker signed 
the same. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his 
secretaries, announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

On October 31, 1893: 

Anact (H.R. 3421) providing for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for the New England coast; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 55) for the reporting, marking, and re- 
moval of derelicts. 

On November 1, 1893: 

An act (H. R. 1986) to amend section 6 of the act approved 
March 3, 1891, entitled “‘An act to repeal timber-culture laws, 
and for other purposes;” and 

An act (H. R. 1) to repeal a part of an act approved July 14, 
1890, entitled ‘‘An act directing the purchase of silver bullion 
and the issue of Treasury notes thereon, and for other purposes.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate still further insists upon its amend- 
ment No. 6 to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further urgent 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
an amendment joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend the act ap- 
proved April 25, 1890, relating to the admission of articles in- 
tended for the World’s Columbian Exposition; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills and a joint resolution of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2821) forthe relief of W. W. Rollins, late collector 
fifth district North Carolina, for value of stamps destroyed by, 
fire at Winston, N. C., on November 13, 1892; 

A bill (H. R. 3297) providing for the construction of a steam 
revenue cutter for service on the Great Lakes; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 83) donating an abandoned cannon to 
the committee in charge of the National Encampment of the 
Grand Army of the Republic at Pittsburg, Pa., in 1894. 

ADMISSION OF UTAH INTO THE UNION. 

Mr. KILGORE reported back with amendment from the Com- 
mittee on Territories the bill (H.R. 352) to enable the people of 
Utah to form a constitution and State government and to be ad- 
mitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

UNITED STATES COURTS IN MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4245) to amend an act per- 
taining to United States courts in the State of Mississippi; which 
was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call of committees for re- 
ports being concluded, the second morning hour, which is for the 
consideration of bills called up by committees, will now begin at 
forty-five minutes after 1 o’clock. 

Mr. OATES. I ask unanimous consent that the second morn- 
ing hour be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the un- 
finished business. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 139) to establish a uniform system o } througho 
tke United States. SS 


Mr. OATES. I desire to have adopted a limitation of general 
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debate on this bill. We have been liberal in this matter. 9)) 
ing a large latitude of discussion. The general debate has 
for seven days, and a great many gentlemen have had an onn-.. 
tunity to speak. I propose now that general debate be lin ted 
to three hours, to be equally divided between the two sides ; a 
though the opponents of the measure have had alittle more te 
than those who favor it. If there is no objection I hope that tl it 
order will be made. eo 

The SPEAKER (Mr. Crisp having resumed the chair), Tho 
gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that when the 
House shall again resolve itself into Committee of the Whok 
for the consideration of the bankruptcy bill general debate 
limited to three hours. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRETZ, Mr. TERRY, and others objected. 

REPORT DURING RECESS BY COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

Mr. CATCHINGS, from the Committee on Rules, reported ; 
resolution; which was read, as follows: _ 

Resolved, That, immediately upon the adoption of this order, the House 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution authorizing the Committes 
of Ways and Means to sit during the vacation of the House, which resolution 
is hereby reported to the House; that the previous question be considered 
as ordered on said resolution, and after the debate permitted by th 
the House shall, without the intervention of other motions, proceed | 
upon said resolution. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I demand the previous question on the 
adoption of this resolution. 

_The previous question was ordered; there being upon a diyi- 
sion (called for by Mr. REED)—ayes 76, noes 23. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon agreeing to the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I am very much surprised to see 
such a resolution as this introduced at the close of this ses: 
because I think it is most unsatisfactory in its character an 
most unreasonable in its demands upon the members of the Ways 
and Means Committee. I suppose the ground on which the de- 
mand is made is that the country may more speedily be informed 
of the condition of public affairs; and if I thought that in mak- 
ing opposition to this measure I was preventing the country from 
obtaining as early a knowledge as possible of all the facts which 
itis necessary for it to know, I should hesitate very much. But 
I am quite satisfied that neither will the country be more early 
informed, nor will the bill be really advanced by the proposition 
which is here presented. 

It is an extraordinary proposition. It is that the Committes 
on Ways and Means shall sit sometime during the interval be- 
tween now and the reassembling of the House, and during this 
interval shall file its results and its reports with the Clerk of the 
House. { think that that has never been done; at least Iam not 
aware of it; and whether it has or has not isa matter of very little 
consequence, The country may have the impression that this 
transaction is one which is somewhat necessary; but that is be- 
cause the country does not understand howeither this bill is being 
framed or the bill called the Mills bill was framed. The House 
of Representatives has committed this matter to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. The Committee on Ways and Means has 
been appointed now for nearly three months. That committee 
has not had a ~— meeting upon that subject. 

The matter which has been referred to them has not been al- 
luded to in the committee itself; in other words, instead of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of the House of Representatives 
doing its duty and considering the question, representing all 
shades of belief and opinion, it has never attended to the matter 
the least in the world; consequently any member of this House 
can see that the proposition to call the Committee on Ways and 
Means together during the interim is simply imposing upon 
them an ay unnecessary duty. If this thing goes on, as it 
seems to be likely to go on, the Committee on Ways and Means 
will have absolutely nothing to do except to record the verdict 
of some gentlemen at present unknown to us or to the country; 
and consequently they have but a formal duty. If the question 
were one of = icity, of informing the people what is going to 
take place, there is absolutely no difficulty attending it; not the 
least in the world. 

Whenever gentlemen, whoever they may be, who are engaged 
in the business of making the tariff have satisfied their own 
powerful minds upon the subject all they have to do is to an- 
nounce it to the world, and they could announce it to the world 
just as readily through the newspapers as they can in any other 
way. That, no doubt, would be the most satisfactory way in 
which it could be done, so that it could be presented for criti 
cism by the public, and the Committee on Ways and Means, who 
are the authorized agents of the House, would really be in 4 
much better condition to decide upon the question and pass upon 
it with the various lights thrown upon it by those interested on 
every side of the question. 

But what is the proposition now? It is that the Committee on 
Ways and Means shall be called together, after the good old 
French fashion, of which we have had so many examples, to form 
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ustice, to register the views of gentlemen at present 
names will probably be disclosed at some 


wed of 


n. but whos 


: ne. That is the proposition made; and the only excuse 

+. +. that it may hasten the matter. So far as the committee 

- concerned it can hasten nothing, because a new tariff bill is 

ant going to be the result, when it is passed, of the opinion of 

any set of gentlemen known or unknown. It is going to be mod- 

ecording to the carefully formed opinion of the people of 

thie country; and they are going to have a hearingonit. They 

3 a have a he aring just as well when these gentlemen present 
their bill in the papers, whenever they get ready to do so. 


Perhaps when the bed of justice is summoned to pass upon it, 
+t hed of justice may get some information from the people 
which may enable them to modify the results of the workings of 
these unknown gentlemen. 

Haste is not what is wanted. Speed is proper; and when the 

nmittee or the subcommittee, or collection of individuals un- 
known, get through with the bill it will be entirely suitable 
that theysubmit it to the country without calling the committee 
together. ; 7 

Let me present another point. The reports on both sides are 
relied upon more or less tu enlighten the people of the country. 
That is an action which is reciprocal. The committee present 
their views, and when the people know what is presented to 
them they present to the committee their views, and these are 
combined in an argument which is presented to the people of 
the United States on bothsides. The gentlemen comprising the 
majority of this House have been at work, perhaps. I speak not 
advisedly, because there is no means of knowinganything. They 
may have been at work, or somebody else may have been at 
work; but at any rate their minds are familiar with the direc- 
tion that the bill is to take. 

On the other hand, the minority of the committee, of whose 
rights the Democratic members would certainly be highly con- 
servative, have no idea what has been going on in these secret 
meetings, Which alone have had charge of the ta up to the 
present day; and to be called here on the 20th of November, or 
any such time as that, and have such a bill suddenly thrust upon 


s, to make a report thereon, and to make it before the assem- | 


bling of Congress, and to make it before it has been submitted 
to the people in such a short time is nothing more nor less than 
in utterly unsuitable thing. 

Such procedure has no tendency, and will have no tendency 
to inform the public or to inform the members of the committee, 
or the minority members, whose report may possibly be as use- 
fulin giving information to the country as that of anybody else. 
Justa moment’s consideration, Mr. Speaker, of the nature of a 
tariff act will reSnforce what I am saying. A tariff act—I am 
now talking not about the terms of it, but about its essential na- 
ture—a tariff act which undertakes to meddle with a system al- 
ready existing is, of necessity, very extensive in its scope, sweep- 
ing over the entire business of this country. There may be some 
gentlemen, whose names have not yet been disclosed to us, some 
gentlemen yet undiscovered, who understand this matter so thor- 
oughly that they can in three or four days comprehend the whole 
of it. 

\s [happen to know from the hearings which have been had 
in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means, there have 
been hundreds of people before that committee, a knowledge of 
the occupation of each one of whom is the work of a lifetime, and 
toask us to record our views in three or four days, unenlight- 
ened on the subject by an expression of public opinion, or by 
those sources of information which are immediately presented 
when. a bill is actually under consideration, seems to me to be 
unsuitable, unwise, and unreasonable. Therefore, I say that to 
bring in this resolution at the close of the session, under the 
whip and spur of the report of a committee that does not even 
have to have matters referred to it by the House, is something 
that certainly is not either suitable or proper. I reserve the 
rest of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine has five minutes 
remaining. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CarcHINGs] 
is recognized. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. 
ginia [Mr. WILSON]. 

iker, the gentleman 


[ yield to the gentleman from West Vir- 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Mr.Sp g 
rom Maine is right in saying that one of the objects sougbt by 
the adoption of this resolution is to give to the country as soon 
us may be information as to the proposed tariff legislation of this 
Congress, 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, there is no mystery about the pre on 
of a tariff bill. Ever since the ta question became a pi ( 
question in this country it \ een wel known that when 
tariff bill was under consideration it was considered as a part 
measure and was framed by the m bers of the committee be- 
longing to the party charged th that legislatio Su was 
the course pursued with the Mills bill: such e ! 
sued with the McKinlk \ bill, nad t i iS th course th Lust 
necessarily be pursued with every tariff bil » long 
question dividing great political parties in this count 

As soon as possible after the appointmen ( 

Ways and Means, assoonas the legislation the fore the oO 
which took all the time of the members of that co itt and 
demanded their presence upon th oor, had passed, the com 
mittee was organized and the members repres -nting this side ol 
the House, in response to the duty which they felt had be 

posed upon them by the American people, set to work t m 
a revenue sasure to ba presented to this House for its action 
There has been no concealment of that f he } us 
been taken into the confidence of those members of the commit- 
tee as far as there was anything that they could state to the 
public. 

It has been known to the minority members of the committee 
that we were in session every day, in ail the hours that we ild 
escape from our duties on this floor, in a committee room of this 


House, and I have myself personally invited every member of that 


minority, with the possible exception of the gentle om 
Maine, who was bsent fromthe House fora cons Ceradle pe iod, 
to drop in on us from time to time to see what we were doing, 
and where we were, and see how we were carrying on this work. 
There was no necessity for any mystery about it, and I did not 
| desire that there should be, ‘Che gentleman from Maine is per- 
fectly correct in his estimate of the magnitude of this work. 
Only those who h ve veu after ye r been charged with Loo of 
this kind, only those who are charged witha dutv such as is now 
placed upon the Committee on Ways and Means, can underst ind 
how great and difficult and momentousis that work, and w tan 
| infinite expenditure of lnbor, of investigation, and of patience 1s 
necessary tore ich u basis of ev partial sitisfaction with th 
work which is done 
I agree with the gentleman from Maine, and I believe it is 
the very greatest indictment against the system of tariff legis- 
lation that we have had in this country for the last thirty years, 


Another object is to advance the preliminary stages | 


of that legislation so that it may be ready as soon as possible | 


after the assembling of Congress for this House to enter actively 
upon its consideration. In view of the resolution which the 


| this resu 


House has taken to adjourn this session to-morrow, the majority | 
members of the Committee on Ways and Means felt that some 
such resolution as this should be passed by the House before it 
dispersed for this session. 


that we do have to deal with occupations, with trades, and with 


lines of industry where a very large amount of minute technical 
knowledge may be necessary to deal with them as correctly as 
would wish. } 


one That is an indictment of the tariff system 

It is an indictment of the 
case, and that the most intelligent representative of the p e 
does not come here equipped with the knowledge which prepares 
him for that 
tective standpoint. 

And for that very reason gentlemen who frame protective bills 
have been obliged, I may say, to commit the framing of 
schedules to the parties in interest, who are supposed to have that 
equipment of accurate technical knowledge. ut, sir, men who 


protective system that such is the 


work as it mav be deemed necess ry from the 


pro- 


those 


represent the people of the country, men who represent the 
taxpayers of the country, nx ho represent the average in- 
telligence of this country, ought to be able to deal withall ques 


tions of taxationin a way to do justice to the people they repre- 
sent and to the best interests of their whole country. 


Mr. Speaker, the Democratic members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means who, if they are unknown to the gent!eman 
from Maine can be ascertained by reference to the records of 
this House, have been working with fidelity, have been working 


with care and patience, and have welcomed assistance fromevery 
source in the preparation of a revenue bill along the lines which 
the American people seemed to lay out for them in their verdict 


at the last Presidential election. If it had been possible for us 
to prepare a bill for presentation to this House before this time, 
it would have been done: but with the care and labor necessary. 
we hay ound our best efforts notable to accomplish that r sult. 

We shall, as soon 3 this House disperses, be able to give to 
this work all the hours of the working day, and part also of the 


hours of the night, in order that at as early a day as possible we 


may preset! t to the people of the country f yr tl ej ‘information 
for thei dement, for their criticism, the result of our labors, 
And we es o have this bill presented ase rly is pos ible to 
the American people; we desire to have it passed through the 
necessary committee action, the necessary parliamentary ripen- 
ing, to have it ready for the action of this House as soon after 
it reassembles as may be practicable. And in order to secure 


tit will be absolutely necessary not only that the Dem- 
1embers of that committee shall continue their work 
night and day, but that there shall be lodged somewhere a power 
to convene the full committee to act upon such bill as the ma- 
jority may prepare; so that we may not be guilty of the dis- 
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courtesy of communicating to the country through the press 
that which we shall have done before we put the fruits of our 
labor in the hands of our Republican colleagues upon the com- 
mittee. 

[t will be necessary, I say, that there should be lodged some- 
where the authority to convene the minority of the committee, 
so that such a dill as may be prepared by the majority may be 
presented to them in the regular sessions of the committee, may 
be acted upon in the orderly parliamentary manner in which a 
committee has to act upon such measures, and that the authority 
may be given to file with the Clerk of this House during the recess 
the bill that has thus been prepared, that has thus been passed 


upon in the committee room, with the usual reports in favor of | 


the bill and awainst it, so that as soon after the reassembling of 
Congress as possible this House may enter upon that which was 
vember. [Applause on the Democratic side. | 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Maine seems to hold 
the idea that the minority inembers of the committee wil! have 
to be enlightened by the country as to the character of the bill 
before they can be prepared to make their report upon it. It 
seems to me that that is not what is expected of the minority 
members of the committee. 
their experience in this House, by reason of their experience in 
dealing with previous tariff bills, by reason of their knowledge 
of the industries of the country, by reason of the information 
afforded in the hearings at which they have been present before 


committee 
edge and such familiarity with this subject that they can take 
up the bill,ean examine it, can in their report dissect it, and can 


the obj etions to it. 


the House is whether it will take such action as may expedite 
the publication and consideration of this proposed tariff bill, or 
whether the committee shall be powerless to prepare a bill which 
shell be ready for the consideration of the House upon its reas- 


sembling, and we shall be obliged to go through the parliamen- | 


tary stages of committee consideration, of preparation of reports, 


and be delayed in getting the bill upon the Calendar of the House | 


for the information of the country and for the action of Congress. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. 
gentleman from West Virginia for some of the observations 
which he has been kind enough to let fall; because he not only 
coniirmed the point which I made, but he has been so obliging 
as to emphasize it. He says that the members on his side of the 
committee have asimple course before them, not being bothered 
by detailsof business, but required ye be controlled by those 
simple principles which are within the knowledge of the average 
citizen. 

That being so, and it having taken that commitiee three 
jnonths to begin to see daylight, and we having a more difficult 
task, being obliged, as he admits, to have some business knowl- 
edge inorder to comprehend the details of the matter, it would 
seem very clear that a proposition which in effect purposes to 
shut us off with three or four days of preparation in the making 
of our report is unjustin every way. The gentleman from West 
Virginia has made that very clear and patent to the country; 
and I am very much obliged to him, because in these questions, 
just as in all others, the difficulty is that the country is not able 
to look at matters from our standpoint. 

The country does desire early information with regard to this 
tariff bill: but it desires it beeause it is important to know what 
position shall be taken with regard to it. It is important for 
the country to be able to make its plans with reference to it, 
either for defeating it, or for modifying it, or for submitting to 
itas easilyas possible. ThatI admit tobe important. Never- 
theless all those necessities of the case can be met by the com- 
mittee proceeding as they are now proceeding, and when they 
get through and are ready, submitting the result of their action 
to the other side and giving it to the country, because thatis go- 
ing tobe the bill. They will not permit us to modify it; the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia has been kind enough to say so and 
to reiterate that this is a political bill to be passed by him and 
his fellow-partisans. 

When, then, they have got the right bill ready it is not neces- 
sary, in order to inform the country, to go through the form of 
submitting it to the Republican members of the committee, who 
are really to have no voice in the transiction. So that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia, in everything that he has said, has 
re'nforced the argument which I addressed to the House. AndI 
notice also, Mr. Speaker, that he did not dispute the suggestion 
that it would be only a short time before the beginning of the 
next session of Congress, before he would name his timeof call- 
ing us together, and that leaves us entirely at the merey of the 


They are supposed, by reason of | 


they are supposed to be in possession of such knowl- 


Mr. Speaker, I feel very much obliged to the | 
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chairman of a committee of the House, both as to the 
time that we shall be allowed to make our report, and 
time that we are to be here. 
Now, what the country wants is the fullest informat 
this subject, not merely information as to the text. 
for that the gentleman from West Virginia can give to | 
try and give it now, as the rules stand at present, \ 
slightest difficulty or trouble; but it means, in additi 
the fullest light which popular knowledge can thro 
condensed and presented in the form of a report to 


the people. 


We have had hearings it is true, but it is only wit 
two past that we have been able to get possession of 1 
me notice another p 


of the hearings. } 
| quite sure the gentleman from West Virginia did n 
the great duty committed to it by the American people last No- | 


And here 


be understood before the House or the country th: 


| really been invited to their councils for the examin 


tarifi with the majority members of the committe 
he did invite the minority, it would be a very singula: 
that he should have selected the gentleman who had 


ground for us. 
| nothing by it, because this being a political bill, to be p 


| to address the House first. 
| some jesting, pleasant talk about coming down and o 
the ‘‘ workings of our institutions.” 


[ suppose that there may h 


But this was too 


And the gentleman will concede that | 


his portion of the House, we have nothing to do with i 


| receiving it. 
the committee; in a word, by reason of their assignment to the | 


The idea that we are going to commence the discus 
tariff bill at the very beginning of the next session, an 


| perfectly absurd. 
point out to the people of the country what they suppose to be | 


the power to do so, for the 


| put through the House without the country being he 
It would not be wise, evenif the gentle: 
suggestion that it is to got 
| the committee stages in vacation, and then be rush 
So that, after all, Mr. Speaker, the whole question now before | 


the House at the beginning of the session of Congres 
the country with an increased horror and a larger dissa 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


The SPEAKER. 


of the Committee on Rules. 
The question was taken; and on a division, demanded 


Mr. REED. 


seems not to be voting. 


The SPEAKER. 
quorum has voted. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 


| REED, there were—ayes 130, noes 1. 
There is a quorum present, Mr. Speaker, | 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken;and there were—yeas 157, nay 
not voting 195; as follows: 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baldwin, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 


Beltzhoover, 


Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Black, Il. 
Blanchard, 
Biand, 
Boatner, 
Boen, 
Bower, N.C. 
Branch, 
Brawley, 
Bretz, 
Brickner, 
Brookshire, 
Brown, 
Bryan, 
Bunn, 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
Campbell, 


Cannon, Cal. 


Caruth, 
Catchings, 
Causey, 
Clancy, 
Clark, Mo, 
Cobb, Ala. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coombs, 


YEAS—157. 


Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex 
Covert, 
Cox, 
Crawford, 
Julberson, 
Davis, 
De Armond, 
De Forest, 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery, 
Dunphy, 
Durborow, 
English, 
enloe, 
Epes, 
Erdman, 
Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 
Geary, 
Geissenhainer, 
Grady, 
Gresham, 
Haines, 
Hall, Minn. 
Hall, Mo. 
Harris, 
Heard, 


Henderson, N. C. 


Hines, 
Holman, 
Houk, Ohio 
Hudson, 

Lkirt, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem, 

Kilgore, 
Kribbs, 


Lane, 
Lapham, 
Latimer, 
Layton, 
Lynch, 
Maddox 
Maguire, 
Mallory, 
Marshall, 
Martin, Ind 
McAleer, 
McCreary, Ky 
McCulloch, 
McDannold, 
McDearmon 
McKeighan, 
McLaurin, 
McMillin, 
McNagny, 
McRae, 
Money, 
Montgomery 
Mor an, 
Moses, 
Mutchler, 
Neill, 
Oates, 
Outhwaite, 
Paschal, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Pendleton, Tex. 


Pendleton, W. Va. 


Pigott, 

Price, 

Rayner, 
Reilly, 
Richards, Ohio 


Richardson, Mich. 
Richardson, Tenn. 


NAYS—1. 
Johnson, Ind. 


NOT VOTING—195. 


Allen, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 


Baker, Kans. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 


The question is on agreeing to th: 


The gentleman makes the point tha 


The Chair will appoint tellers. 
I demand the yeas and n: 


Ritchie 
Robbin 
Ryan, 


Somers 
Sperry, 
Springer 
Stalling 
stevens 
Stockda 
Stone, K) 
Swansol 
Talber 

T: 
Tarsne) 
Tate 
Taylor 
Terry, 
Tracey 
Turner 
Turpin 
Tyier, 
Warner 
Washing 
Weadoc! 
Wells, 
Wheeler, 
Whiting 
Williams, | 
Williams, } 
Wilson, W 
Wolverton 


Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Bingham, 
Blair, 
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Haine: 
Hamn 
Hare 
Harmer 
Harter 
Hartman 
Hate} 
Haugen 
Haye 
Heiner 
Henders 
Hend 
Hendrix 
Hepburn 
riermann 
Hick 
Hilborn 
Hitt, 


Hook 


cer, iVil 


Hooker, N. ¥ 


Jon 
Joy 


Kiefer 


im voting. 
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t of the vote wa 
desire 


1is morning. 


PEAKE 
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) , ] P peryy 
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WILSON of West Virgi 


REED, 


SPEAKER. 
motion to r 


»may be entirely depri 


Before that 
be entered in the abse 
[t must be in the 


consider in 


on that day or th 


l 
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LEED, 


had. 
REED. 





Che SPI 


A call of t) e House was ordered 
if Clerk proc eded 


<i members failed to answer to their nam« 


sm 


, Ky. 


ehart, 
ckering, 
Jhilds, 
Clancy, 


Wi 
so that if it i mis 
SPEAKER. 


lean 117 i+ 
iKen upon I 


he is in err 


Clarke, Ala 
Cockran 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind 
( 

( 


sooper, Wi 


ousins, 
Curtis, N. Y 
Dalzell, 


Denson, 
Dolliver 
Donovan 
Draper, 


Dunn, 
Edmunds 
Ellis, Ky 


Everett 
Fielder, 
Fletcher 
Funk, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 


Gillet, N. Y. 


ne motion 


Chair 


Of course 


me 











I do not in the least profess to know, 
stion I do not ré 
AKER. 
rht upon it if 
inia [Mr. WILSON] moves a ca 
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Ray 

Reed 

Rey burn, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk 

Russell, Conn. 
Russell,Ga 
Scranton, 
Shaw 
Sherman, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. 


Simpson, 
Smith, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Stone, W. A, 
Storer, 
Strong 
Sweet, 
Tawuey, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
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Tucker, 
Updegraff, 


White, 
Wilson, Ohio 


Van Voorhis, N. Y.Wilson, Wash. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio. Wise, 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Washington, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 

W heeler, Ill. 


Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 
Wright, Pa. 


Mr. Speaker, I am paired | 


with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HopKrns], but have the | 
right to vote to make a quorum, and voted ‘‘ yea.” 


The SPEAKER. 


2. No quorum 


has voted. 


On this question the yeas are 166; the noes 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was on the previ 
tion, the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman demanded the yeas and 
the previous motion; but I ask for a division on the n 
adjourn. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair in the last 
certainly did announce the result. 

Mr. REED. But Tasked for a division, andI have th 
even if the Chair had made theannouncement. The Ch 
not make any mistake on this. [Laughter.] We must 
any tyranny here. [Renewed laughter. | 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. Tellers were ordered 
call of the gentleman from Maine, and I demanded the \: 


} nays. 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 
The motion was agreed to. 


[ move a call of the House. Mr. REED. But there isa motion to adjourn, whic! 


tervened, and on which we are now dividing. Therec 


The roll was called, when the following-named members failed | any doubt about that, Mr. Speaker. 


to respond: 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Babcock. 
Baker, N. H. 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 
Bingham, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 
Burnes, 
Burrows 
Caldwell, 


Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Fellows, 
Fielder, 
Fitch, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 
Gear, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goldzier, 


Hooker, Miss. 


Hopkins, Tl 
Hopkins, Pa 
Hulick, 
Hull, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Jones, 

Joy, 

Lacey, 
Lawson, 
Lester, 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 


Loudenslager, 


Magner, 
Marvin, N. Y. 


Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Randall, 

Ray, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Ga, 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 
Simpson, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer, 
Strong. 
Tawney, 
Taylor, 'Tenn. 
Tucker 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes 9) 
Mr. REED. ‘Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
I demand the yeas and nays on th: 


Mr. CATCHINGS. 
tion to adjourn. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 43, n 
| not voting 154; as follows: 


YEAS-—-43. 


Aitken, 
Avery, Hartman, 
Baker, N. H. Hermann, 
blair, Hilborn 
Broderick, Hitt, 


Grout, Lucas, Ray, 
Mahon, Reed, 
Marsh Reyburn 
MeCall, Russell, ¢ 
McDowell, Settle 


Brosius, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Curtis, Kans. 
Daniels, 


Hooker, N. Y. 
Houk, Ohio 
Houk, Tenn. 


McKeighan, 
Meiklejohn, 
Merce! 


Shaw, 
Smith, 
Stone, C 


McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McKeighan, 
Meredith, 


White, 
Wright 


Johnson, N. Dak 
Doolittle Lilly, Payne 
Ellis, Oregon Linton, Phillips, 


Milliken, 
Updegraff, 

Van Voorhis, N. Y. 
Van Voorhis, Ohio 


Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 


Caminetti, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 


Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind. 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Curtis, N.Y. 
Dalzell, 
Denson, 


Hager, 
Hare, 
Harmer, 
Hatch, 
Haugen, 
Hayes, 
Heiner, 


Henderson, Il. 
Henderson, Iowa 


Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 


Hicks, 


Meyer. 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
O'’ Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Page 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 

W anger, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Il. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wise, 
Woodard, 
Woomer, 
Wright, Mass. 


Alderson, 
Alexander, 
Arnold, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baldwin, 
Bankhead, 
Barnes, 
Barwig, 
Bell, Colo. 


NAYS—156. 


Cooper, Tex. 
Covert, 

Coz, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Culberson, 
Cummings, 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 


K i lgore, 
Kribbs, 
Kyle 


Lapham, 
Layton, 
Livineston, 
Lynch, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 


Richardson 
Ritchic 
Robbins, 
Ryan, 
Sayers, 
Schermerh 
Shell, 
Sibley, 
Sipe. 


Snodgrass, 


Bell, Tex. 
Berry, 

Black, Ga. 
Black, [1. 


De Forest, Mallory, 
Dinsmore, Marshall, 
Dockery, Martin, Ind. 
Durborow, McAleer, 
Blanchard, English, McCulloch, 
Boatner, Enloe, Me Dannold, 
Boen, Epes, McDearmon, 
Bower, N. C. Erdman, McGann, 
Branch, Forman, McLaurin, 
Brawley, Fyan, Mc Millin, 
Bretz, Geary, McRae, Talbott, Md 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Money, Tarsney, 
Brookshire, Gorman, Montgomery, Tate, 
Brown, Grady, Morgan, Taylor, Ind 
Bryan, Gresham, Moses, Terry, 
Bunn, Haines, Mutchler, Tracey, 
Bynum, Hall, Minn. Neill, Turner, 
Cahbaniss, Halil, Mo. Oates, Turpin, 
Cadmus, Herris, Paschal, Tyler, 
Campbell, Harter, Patterson, arner, 
Cannon, Cal. Heard, Paynter, Washingto 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Pearson, Weadock, 
Causey, Hines, Pendleton, Tex. Wells, 
Clark, Mo. Holman, Pendleton, W. Va Wheeler, Ala 
Cobb, Ala. Hudson, Pigott, Whiting, 
Cobb, Mo. Ikirt, Rayner, Williams, I 
Cockrell, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, Williams, M 
Coombs, Kem, Richards, Ohio. Wilson, W 
Cooper, Fla. Kiefer, Richardson, Mich. Wolverton 


NOT VOTING —154. 


Fitch, 
Fithian, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 


somers 
Sperry. 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stevens, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, S. C 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. TRACEY). The doors will 
now be closed; the Clerk will again call the roll, and on this 
call excuses will be in order. 

The roll was called a second time. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Two hundred and nineteen mem- 
bers have responded to their names. 
Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 

I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to take into custody and 
bring to the bar of the House all members absent without leave, and that 
all leaves of absence be hereby revoked 

The question was taken on the adoption of the resolution, and 
the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes had it. 

Mr. REED. Division. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I make the point of order that the Chair 
had decided before the gentleman addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REED. Of course the point of order will be overruled. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not observe that 
the gentleman from Maine had addressed the Chair. 

Mr. REED. I addressed the Chair, and asked for a division 
in the customary way. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
decided, 

Mr. REED. How could 1 do otherwise, unless the Chair de- 
cided my way? They sometimes do. [Laughter.] 

‘The House divided; and there were—ayes 120, noes 30. 

Mr, REED. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on ordering tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thirty-eight gentlemen have 
arisen—a« sufficient number, and tellers are ordered. 


[ offer the resolution which 


ee eee 


ea 


I say it was done after the Chair had 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Babcock, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Beltzhoover, 


Childs, 
Clancy, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 


Hepburn, 
Hicks, 
Hooker, Mi 
Hopkins, I) 
Coffeen, Funston, Hopkins, P 
Cogswell, Gardner, Hulick, 
Compton, Gear, Hull 

Conn, Gillet, N. Y. Hunter, 
Cooper, Ind. Gillett, Mass. Hutcheson 
Cornish, Goldzier, Johnson, In 


(ltndihati tir pa nnaeaightaahieainiatilitingns 


7 


casey ling tne i Mabe 


s 


Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. 


Mr. BLAND. 


adjourn, 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
Pending that, I move that the House do now 
They can make that motion for a day or a week. 


Bingham, 
Bland, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal 
Brattan, 


Cousins, 
Curtis, N. ¥, 
Dalzell, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 


Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 


Jones, 
Joy, 
Lacey, 
Latimer, 
Lawson, 


The question was taken, and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. REED. Division, Mr. Speaker. [Cries of ‘‘ Too ae 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman call for the 
yeas and nays on the motion to adjourn? 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. No, sir. 


Breckinridge, Ark. Dolliver, Hammond, Lefever, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Donovan, Hare, Lester, 

Burnes, Draper, Harmer, Lisle, 

Burrows, Dunn, Hatch, Lockwood, 
Caldwell, Dunphy, Haugen, Loud, 
Caminetti, Edmunds, Hayes, Loudenslager, 
Cannon, DL Ellis, Ky. Heiner, Magner, 
Capehart, Everett, Henderson, Ill. Marvin, N. Y 
Cate Fellows, Henderson,Iowa McCleary, Mina 
Chickering, Fielder, Hendrix, McCreary, Ky 


cette i etna tast mattis a 








1893. 


ti 


McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McNagny, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Moon, 
Morse, 
Murray, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
O’Ferrall, 
O'Neil, Mass. 
O'Neill, Pa. 
Outhwaite, 


Page, 
Pence, 
Perkins, 
Pickler, 
Post, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Randall, 
Robertson, 
Robinson, Pa, 
Rusk 

Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Sherman, 


La. 
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Sicxles, 
Simpson, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, W. A. 
Storer 
strong, 
Sweet, 
Tawney, 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, 
Tucker, 
a pdegraff, 
an V oorhis, 


v an Voorhis, Ohio 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The SPE 
yeas and na 


AKER. 


The question 


N 





Y 


Wadsworth, 
Walker, 
Wanger, 
Waugh, 
Wever, 
Wheeler, Ll 
Wilson, Ohio 


Wilson, Wash 
Wise, 
Woodard, 


Woomer, 
Wright, Mass 


recurs on the demand for the 
ys on the motion of the gentleman from West Vir- 


ginia [Mr. WILSON}, which has been read by the Clerk. 


Mr. 


WILSON of 


West Virginia. Mr. 


the demand for the yeas and nays. 


The SPEAKER. 
Tellers 

. WILSON of West Virginia. 

sis withdrawn, 

he yeas and nays were orde red. 

he question was taken; 

as follows: 


as ao 


r 
T 


not voting 183; 


Alderson 
Alexander, 
Arnold 
Bailey, 
Baldwin 


jarnes, 


Barwig, 
Bell, Colo 
Bell, Tex 
Beltzhoover, 
Berry, 
Black, Ga. 
Bla Til 
Blanchard, 
Bland, 
BHoatner, 
Boen 


Bower, N.C 
Branch, 
Brawley 
Bretz 
Brickner 
Brookshire 
Brown 
Bryan, 
Bunn 
Bynum, 
Cabaniss, 
Cadmus, 
snnon, Cal 
aruth, 
atchings, 
ausey, 

lark, Mo 
‘ob b, + la. 
Cobb, Mo. 
Cockrell, 
Coombs, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex 


{ 
c 
{ 
( 
Cc 
( 


Baker, Kans. 
Doolittle, 
Ellis, Oregon 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, 
Allen, 
Apsley, 
Ave ry, 
Babeock, 
Baker, N. H. 
Bankhead, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Belden, 
Biagham, 
Blair, 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, Cal. 
Brattan, 


Breckinridge, 


Breckinridge, 
Broderick, 
Brosius, 
Burnes, 
Burrows, 
Caldwell, 
Caminetti, 
Campbell, 
cannon, Ill. 
Capehart, 
Chickering, 
Childs, 
Clancy 


Ark. 
Ky. 


XX V— 


The demand for 


have been ordered. 


YEz 


Covert 

Cox, 

Crain, 
Crawford, 
Cummings 
Davey, 
Davis, 

De Armond, 
De Forest 
Dinsmore, 
Dockery 
Durborow, 
English 
Enloe 

Epes 
Erdman ’ 
Fithian, 
Forman, 
Fyan, 

Ge ry 
Geissenhainer 
Gorman, 
Grady, 
Gresham 
Grout 
Haines, 


Hal!, Minn 
Hall, Mo 
Harris, 


Harter 
Heard, 
Henderson, N 
Holman, 


Houk, Ohio 
Hudson, 

Tkirt, 
Johnson, Ohio 
Kem 

Kilgore, 


Kribbs, 


Marsh, 
Meiklejohn, 
Payne 


NOT VOTI 


Clarke, Ala. 
Cockran, 
Coffeen, 
Cogswell, 
Compton, 
Conn, 
Cooper, Ind 
Cooper, Wis 
Cornish, 
Cousins, 
Culberson, 
Curtis, Kans 
Curtis, N. Y 
Dalzell 
Daniels, 
Denson, 
Dingley, 
Dolliver, 
Donovan, 
Draper, 
Dunn, 
Dunphy, 
Edmunds, 
Ellis, Ky. 
Everett, 
Fellows, 
Fielder, 
Fitch, 
Fletcher, 
Funk, 
Funston, 
Gardner, 


195 








I renew the dem 


and for 


there 


AS—158. 


Kyle, 
Lane, 
Latimer, 
Layton 
Livingston, 
Lynch 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mallory 


May 
Marshall, 


Martin, Ind 


armon 
Gann 
han, 
4zaurin 
Millin, 


icKei 
Mel 

i 
McRae, 
Mercer, 
Money 
Montgomery, 
Morgan 
Mi 
Mutechler, 
Neill 
Oates, 

Pa hal 
terson, 
iynter, 
son, 
Pendleton, 
Pendleton, W 


> 
> 
> 
> 


*hards, Ohi 
Ric hardson, 
Richardson, 


NAYS—12 


Ray, 
Reed, 
Reyburn, 


NG—183. 


Gear, 

Gillet, N. Y 
Gillett, Mass 
Goldzier, 
Goodnight, 
Graham, 
Grosvenor, 
Hager, 
Hainer, 
Hammond, 
Hare 
Harmer, 
Hartman, 
Hatch 
Haugen, 

H Ly es, 
Heiner 
Henderson, Ill 
Henderson 
Hendrix, 
Hepburn, 
Hermann, 
Hicks 
Hilborn, 
Hines, 
Hitt, 
Hooker, Miss 
Hooker, N. Y. 
Hopkins, Il, 
Hopkins, Pa 
Houk, Tenn. 


Hulick, 


Tex 
Vv 


) 


Speaker, 


were—yeas 


a 


Mich 
Tenn 


lowa 





the yeas and nays is with- 


Unless the demand for t 
the yeas and nays. 


Ritchie, 
Robbins 

Ryan 

Savers 
Schermerhorn 
Shell, 
Sibley 


\igrass, 


~somers 


Sperry 





Springer 
Stallin 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky 
Strait, 
Swanson 
Talbert, S.C, 
Talbott, Md 
Tarsney 
Tate 

l'avlor, Ind 
Terr} 

Tr: u a, 
Turner, 
Turpin, 
Tyler, 


Warner, 
Washington, 
Weadock, 
Wells 
W heeler, 
Whiting, 


Ala 


Williams, Il. 
Williams, Miss 
Wilson, W. Va. 


Wolverton. 


Russell, Conn, 
Smith, 
Wright, Pa. 


Hull, 
Hunter, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, 
Jones, 
Joy, 
Kiefer 
Lacey, 
Lapham, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Lester, 
Lilly, 
Linton 
Lisle, 
Lockwood, 
Loud, 
Loudenslager, 
Lucas, 
Magner, 
Mahon, 
Marvin, 
McCall, 
McCleary, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McDowell, 
McEttrick, 
McKaig, 
McNagny, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 


N. Y. 


L withdraw 


158, nays 12, 


N. Dak. 


Minn. 
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Milliken, Pickler Simpson Wadswort! 
Moon, Post, Stephenson Walker, 
Morse Powers, Stone, C. W Wanger, 
Murray Price Stone, W. A Waugh 

; Newlands Randall, Storer Wever, 
Northway Robertson, La Strong Wheeler, Il 
O’ Ferrall, Robinson, Pa Sweet Whit 
O'Neil, Mass Rusk, Tawney Wilson. Ohio 
O'Neill, Pa Russell, Ga raylor, Te W 1, Wash 
Outhwaite, Scranton Thomas W ise 
Page, Settle, I cer Woodard 

| Pence, Shaw, U pdegraff W nie 

| Perkin Sherman Van \ rhis,N.Y Wi t, M 
Phillips Sickles Van Voorhis, Ohio 


So the resolution was adopted. 


|} Mr. BLAIR, by unanimous consent, was excused on account 
of ~ el 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
\ message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of the clerks, 


announced that the Senate ssed with an amendment the 


had p 








bill (H. R. 3571) to increase the number of officers of the Army 
to be detailed to colleges: in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested. 

The messa re also announced that the Senat ad passed with- 
out amendment the b H. | 0) to ret « tled 
‘An act to provide the times an Pp $3 [ol oO l terms of 

| United States courts in the States of Idaho W nin ip 
proved July 5, 1892. 

The message further announced tthe S e had passed 
bills of the following titles: in which the cor rrence of the 
House was req sted: 

A bill S. 45 for the relief of W. H Ward: nd 

\ bill (S. 1021) to grant the right of way to the Kansas, Okla- 
homa Central and Southwestern Railway Company through 
Indian Territo nd Oklahoma Territory, and for other pur- 

| post 

\ irther message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 

1 cle? 3,announce ithat the Senate had I issed withoutamendment 
th vill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act entitied An act to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” ap- 
proved May 5, 1892 

| ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Ir. PEARSON, from the Committ on Enrolled Bi re- 
ported that they had examined and found enrolled the bill 

R. 2821) for the relief of W. W. Rolli i ollecto ifth 

Sistr ict, North Carolina, for value of stamps destroyed by fire at 

| Winston, N. C., on November 13, 1892; when the Speaker signed 
the same, 
REPORT DURING RECESS BY COMMITTEI ON WAYS \ND 
MEANS. 

Mr. MALLORY Mr. Speaker, I move that the House donow 
adjourn, 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it 

| Mr. REED. I ask for a division. 

[he House divided, and there were—ayes 42, noes 98; so the 

| House refused to adjourn. 

After a pause, 

| Mr. MALLORY (at 6 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.). Mr. 
Speaker, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

‘The motion was rejected. 

| Mr. HAINES (at6o'clock and 47 minutes p. m Mr. Speaker, 

| I would like to know the reason why we are kept waiting here 
| in this manner? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. DOCKERY The Sergeant- 
t- Arms is now executing the order of the House directing him 

| to compel the attendance of absent members. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms (at 7 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) ap- 
peared at the bar of the House and said: Mr. Speaker, by virtue 

| of t wuthority directed to me toarrestand bring in those mem- 

| bers who are absent without leave, L now have at the bar of the 

} House the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Joy] and the gentle- 

| man from Del: uware |[Mr. CAUSEY]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Joy, you have been absent 

from the sittings of the House without its leave. What excuse 
have you to offer? 

Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker—— 

| HALL of Missouri. I[ suggest that the gentleman nd 

| up in the middle of the Hall and speak loud. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore The gentleman from Missouri 

|} [Mr. Joy] is in order. 

j Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I really ought not to be out to-night 
on account oi-— , 

Mr. CARUTH. We can not hear the gentleman. 

| TheS SPE AKER pyro tempore The Chair will state that the 


t 


»man from Missouri is quite hourse. 
JOY. Mr. Speaker. I can scarcely 
| sates not to be here now on account of ¢ 


| & at 
atall. I really 
severe cold and sore 


speak 
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throat. Because I am not well I was expecting not to go out | 
this evening, but to remain at my hotel. [ask to be excused. | 

The SPE AKER pro tempore. The gentleman states that he | 
was absent from the House on account of illness, and asks to be | 
CxXCUSB “dd. 

Mr. COOMBS. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. CAUSEY, you have been ab- | 
sent from the sittings of the House without its leave. What ex- 
cuse have you to offer? 

Mr. CAUSEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been present here the 
whole diy. If you will look at the record you will find that | 
have voted on every roll call. I merely went out to get a bite, 
so that | could come back and stay here all night in order that 
the pending resolution might be passed. Thatis all the excuse | 
have to oller. 

Mr. DURBOROW. I move that the gentleman be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is advised by the 
Clerk that the name of the gentleman from Delaware | Mr. Cau- 
SEY] appexrs on the last roll call. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. 
to arrest him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle- | 
man from Delaware will be excused. 

Mr. MSOMILLIN. If the gentleman's name appears on the roll 
call why was he arrested? It seems to me therecan be no ques- 
tion about excusing him. 

Mr. CAUSEY. The only reason for my arrest seems to have 
been th vt I went out to get dinner. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It is always important in these matters that 
we should do what is order! No member can properly be 
brought in under arrest unless he has been in contempt of the 
House. Therefore I think the gentleman should stand excused 
without any motion. 

Mr. CARUTH. The Chair has ruled that way, | understand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN}. 
The gentieman from Delaware is excused. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at the bar of the House with 
Mr. LISLE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sentfrom thesessions of the House withoutits leave. 
cuse have you to offer? 

Mr. LISLE. 
sent from the House to-day; but in the first place, as is known 
to all my colleagues, I have been in very poor health for some 
time. In addition to that, I have been endeavoring to-day to at- 
tend to business in the various Departments for quite a number | 
of my constituents. I would gladly have been here in the House 
if I had known that my presence was of any importance. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I move that my colleague be | 
excused. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
makean inquiry. 
tion? [Laughter. | 

The question being put on the motion to excuse Mr. LISLE, it 
was ugreed to; there being—ayes 88, noes 0. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question does not require 
& quorum. 

Mr. TRACEY. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. I would 
like to know whether the Chair rules that gentlemen who were 
here and responded on the roll call have aright to leave the Hall 
when the doors are ordered closed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not so ruled, but 
the custom is in these cases for gentlemen when they desire to be 
absent from the Hall temporarily, to leave their names with the 
Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. TRACEY. They are expected to return promptly? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 
Mr. SPRINGER. They leave the House on their parole; and 
if they violate their parole they can be rearrested. That is the 

practice of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. COOMBS. [rise to an inquiry. Ie it in order toask for a 
report from the Sergeant-at-Arms as the probability of our get- 
ting a quorum? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In response to the inquiry of the gentle- | 
man from New York, I will state that the action of the Sergeant- 
at-Arms just taken is presumed to be a partial report, so far as | 
he is able to make one at this time. 

Mr. ENLOK, Is it not about time to issue orders to the Ser- 
geunt-at-Arms to arrest those members who went out for dinner | 
and have not returned? 

Mr. SPRINGER, . It was understood that they were to return | 
at 7.20. It is not quite that hour yet. 


Then the officer had no right 


Mr. LISLE, you have been ab- 
What ex- 


Before that question is put I would like to 
How did the gentleman vote on the silver ques- | 
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Mr. MALLORY. I move that the House do now adjour 

The question was taken; and on a division there were 
42, nocs 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like, Mr. Spea! 
tain some information either from the Ch iiror some mem 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will make 
Speaker. 

I wish to ask as a parliamentery inquiry whether 
call of the House is a serious businxess or whether it is ; 
SPRINGER. It is a serious business of course. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliam 
quiry. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms appeared before the bar of 
having in custody Mr. FoONSTON. 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. Mr. FUNSTON, you | 
absent from the sitting of the House without its leav: 
excuse have you to offer therefor? 

Mr. FUNSTON, I got hungry, Mr. Speaker, and desi 


it in 


a 
Avil. 


| dinner, and voluntarily came back, paying my own exp 


The SPEAKER prot mpore. Does the Chair underst 
the gentleman returned voluntarily? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes,sir. [received netics fram a pa 
you desired my presence up here, and I returned imme 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Imovethat my colleague be e 

Mr. ENLOE. Inlieu of that I wish to make a motio 
gentleman from Kansas is an old member and underst 
rules of the House. I move that the Sargeant-at-Arms 
rected to deduct his pay for the day. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. A point of order on that. 
been absent ail day, only a part of it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gen 
from Tennessee is not inorder. The question is on the n 
of the gentleman from Kansas to excuse his colleague. 

The question was taken; andon a division there were 
noes 4. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON of West Virginia. I move to dispense wi 
further proceedings under the call, and on that motion I dem 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The roll was called, no quorum voting, after which the follo 
ing proceedings took place: 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, Mr. DAVIs of Kan 
was here until late this afternoon, and requested me, if his na 
was Called in the evening session, to ask wnanimous consent 1 
he be excused as he was not feeling well. 

Mr. HUDSON. He is sick. 

There being no objection, Mr. DAVIS was excused. 

Mr.CHARLES W.STONE. My colleague|[Mr. Wrici 


He 


| here until 6 o'clock, and I desire to state that he is not : 
, account of physical disability to remain longer. 


Mr. SMITH of Illinois. The gentleman from Kansa 
3RODERICK | requested me to ask that he be excused from fu 
attendance on account of sickness. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the roll call show 
9, noes 150. No quorum. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, it is very apparent that the 
quorum of the other side present, and it is further evident 
these interesting proceedings could be very much furih: 
longed, but the size of the transaction hardly seems to wa 

I therefore desire to propose to gentlemen on the oth 
the following amendment to their resolution. I prop 
strike out the following words: 


And may be convened by the call of the chairman. Said coms 


| also be authorized to file with the Clerk of the House during this 


any bill it shall have prepared for the action of the House on the me 
the next session of the present Congress, with the usual report t! 


And substitute in lieu thereof!: 


The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means shall have t 
to call toget aer the committee ani to file with the Clerk of the Ho 


| tariff bill which shall be ordered by the committee for publicatio 
| report of the committee, together with the views of the minority 


filed together for publication not less than ten days after the filit 
publication of the bill. unless an earlier date can be agreed upo) 
report may be filed after ten days if the other is not ready. 

The original proposition contemplated no report whatey 
Nothing in the rules of the House would aut 
ize or permit any such thing, since that can be done only b) 


| of the House, and the House might not be in session. 


I still entertain aginst thisproposition very many of th 
jections which | presented this afternoon, but the original | 
osition, as [ understand it from what was said by the chair 
of the committee, is only a contingent one. Utterances on th 
part of various members of the Democratic party, and [ t! 
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I may safely say also on the partof various members of the com- NO N 
mittee, would indicate perhaps an improbability of the matter | App ensol Ray 
being presented, and therefore, under the circumstances, I deem _ i Doiliver Rayn 
it my duty to present this suggestion of compromise, which I | ayer, on — a . 
tt may be accepted. Babcock D i : ‘ l 
WILSON of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, asI caught the = N. f l t I 
' sitionof'the gentleman from Maine{Mr. REED]I think there | ,,, . 
W be no difficulty in reaching an rreement upon it I wish, ! B n ( 
he ver. to say that the original resolution did contemplate the a m1 i 
. a . } ‘ : ‘ sail inghan fu Le 
filing of both committee and minority reports, and as written by 3] ? : ; : 
m\ f and sent tothe Clerk s desk, the language was ‘'the usual | Boat r M e Ss 
ts,” the word being in the plural Bout ; 
RBED. It is not that way lt the copy which I saw B s ‘ : n : 
Mr. WLLSON of West Virginix. The gentleman from Maine | Bratt G : 
» > 
{ ReEp] will recollect that the discussion between himself = W G 
and myself was somewhat upon the question of the minority re- B " c : 
Do [I suggest to the gentleman that for the word “tariff” he | Bw G 
6 titute the word ‘‘ revenue,” so that there may be no narroy Burrow H 
f : : : . Pe aoe | { 
and technical interpretation of the resolution: and with tha : \ , 
substitution, as I caught the suggestion of the gentleman, I think | « . \ > 
Iw accept it. ( n 
11 : 1 : ae Ch | 
Mr. REED. I will accept the amendment suggested, it! : ; 
distinctly understood that that does not commit anybody re | ¢ H 
a ine of a tariff for revenue only |laughter|, even when the 
: ‘ . . : i 
proceeds are economically administered. sieieem H 
SPBAKER. Without obiéction, then, all furthe pro ( I j 
C nes under the call will be dispensed with. The Chair sup- | I 
poses that is understood in the agreement. Without objectio ( : : 
all further proceedings under the eall will be dispensed wit ( 
ul hurta } aS i \ 
[After a pause.| The Chair hears no objection. The last re D ! 
- 1 . e : 1) i > > 
corded vote shows only 159 gentlemen voting. If there be no} * 
. ° _ 3 : 1 . : bit i 
0 tion, if gentlemen on that side will record their votes, 1 , ; 
. a: so the ( yn I e a 
re iwould then show a quorum voting. : ; . . : . = ' 
— — 71 - . . 1 7" : : 4 fi} \ oruil nas Vv Vovued, i 
Mr. REED. The suggestion might be made that we are quite nN i : 
1 : rage ' 14 : I ve () nis si } ‘ t 
ready to have the Chair count us. [Laughter.] é' . ; 
0%. wo fs : : 7 ‘ : noe e 153 Tne reeo now dis sins a quorun ob 
Mr. PAYNE. If the Chair would rather count me in that Se tla temas aid 
. . . 8% . ° ° . e 4 ec } | r proceedings nae ne ca Vili D’Ad 
Ww l 3x the privilege of recording my vote in favor of the . . ; “ 
; . vith “ rt « j ( mmtt eon R 
motion. : ‘ ; \ 
n ‘DRAWLRD rm 4] i sa) araw 3 e nmendme! proposed b reniien l I 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will be recorded then. as " a 
. rarTn ‘ r . . Withl vil ry ) Lo ‘PSO i ( iit u ) Mw 
Mr. PAYNE. Solely for the purpose of being counted. ; oo : nabs 
par 8 from W Vi ir. W 
mh . mahal . irom ve rainia —=a. ty It ’ D con-1de! 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. PAYNE, and he voted in the . os ; j ; 
: 43 out the re rt of the Committee on Rules Che Clerk wi 
affirmative. + wan neniienthon teil 4) ‘ ; : 
. . ort the resolution introduced b rentlieman fron 
Other members were, at their own request, also recorded. kr: in TM Wr - ? 
1 . “ 9 irein vir. Ls 
On the roll call, as finally completed, there were—yeas 43, nays iw (tele 3 } : 
~9, ces : ~~. . , ia - - ; ert ead as tollow 
153; not voting 157; as follows: . 
-~=_ ‘ > j f ha ( t ) \\ j i \ 
YEAS—43 seer tamale Geeieer tam Caeerenl nebwernh tne mew ae 
Adam Hainer, Linton Moon, I rd C rress 1 nay be co ned 1 i 
Aitken Harris, Lucas Payne | Lu ’ ( 
Brosius, Hartman, Maguire Phillips | : rval, any bill it ill have prepared 
Cannon, Ill, Henderson, lowa Mahon, Reed | House on the meeting of the next session of the pre it Oe 
Cooper, Wis. Hilborn, Marsh Russell, Conn } us 
Curis, Kans. Hitt, McCall, Shaw | Al ( of t H i itl ) 
Dingiey, Hooker, N. Y. McCleary. Minn. Stone. C. W, I she i th un 
; Doolittle Johnson, N. Dak McDowell Thoma | one . —— ta a “sn +} : 
E Oregon Kem, MeKeighan Waugh, TheSPEAKER. othis re olution the gent! an f 
Fl 1er Lefever Meiklejohn White offs in amendment, which will now be read. 
Ga er, Lilly Mercer, j Mr. WILSON of West Virgini be M Speaker, the p 
NAYS—153 | the Clerk has read hus the word ‘‘ report” I find t the rest 
Alderson, Coombs Kiefer, Ryan | lution which [ sent to the Clerk’s desk had t 
Alexander, Cooper, Fla Kilgore Sayers, 1 in both places. 
All Cooper, Tex Kribbs Schermerhorn, | The SPEAKER. That change will be made T 
Arnold, Kyle Settie, - 4 an a * ? o 
sailey, Lane, Shell | lution the gentleman from Maine offers an 
- - ! 1 . 
f Baker. Kans. Lapham, Sibley, | the Clerk will now repo 
; Baldwin rd Latimer Sipe | hoffasie raat eo foilous 
Bankhead on. Layton Smith ihe Clerk read as [follows 
Bat ings Lisle Snodgras oe ) langu a n re t 
Bat r, Livingston, Somers ; man. S mite bila su 
Beli, Colo » Armond, Lynch Sperry, I interval any bill \ 
Bell. Tex De Forest, Maddox Springer | neeting of the nex é m of en 
Berry, Dinsmore, Mallory, Stallings, j tl thereot vnd ins I irm 
: Black, Ga Dockery, Marshall, Stockdale Ol hay I 
P Black, Lil. Donovan, Martin, Ind Strait to ‘ c he H t 
Blanchard Durborow, McAleer Swanson, forpudiica I 
Bland, English McCreary, Ky Talbert, S t ft the minot ail Db , 
Boen, Enloe, McCulloch, l‘albott, Md ‘ . — a 5 « pus 
Branch, _ Epes, McDannold, Tarsn Rn th 
a inridge, Ark. Erdman, Mc Dearmon, Tate y 
sretz, Fielder, McLaur.n Taylor, Ind , ih } 
Brickner, Fithian, McNagny Terry, VILSON of West Virginia. Is there ome m 
Brookshire, Forman McRae, Tracey no ss than ten days? 
Brown, Fyan, Money, Turner, LEED No: I stumbled o r that fo 
Bryan, Geary, Montgomery, Turpin, ‘ t it shall ite Bes 4) ae Ma i ‘ 
Burnes, Geissenhainer, Moses, Tyler, ee = © BO 1085 es 
By1 um, Gorman, Mutchler, Warner, pi ition of the bill. 
Cabaniss, Grady. Paschal, Washington, e SPEAKER. The gentleman ints t to « 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn Patterson Weadock, 1 { nublicati 
Campbell, Hall, Mo. Paynter, Wells, v NS PUSSatIOn. 
Cannon, Cal. Harter, Pearson, Wheeler rl D. Iwant te lays to elapse be'’or the 
Caruth, Heard, Pendleton, Tex. Whiting, oO ort. They are both to be published t 
Catrhings, Henderson, N.C. Pendleton, W.Va. Williams, Dl. : ell Re , 
Causey, Hines, Pigott, Williams, Miss. Ne ee ; 
Clark, Mo. Houk, Ohio Reilly, Wilson, W. Va. SPEAKER. ihat seems to co ‘the point, that ten 
Clarke, Ala. Hudson, Richards, Ohio Wolverton. days must elapse. Without o ti th mendn he 
Cobb, Ala. Tkirt, Ritchie, ventloman from Maine will be considered reed to 
Cobb, Mo. Johnson, Ohio Robbins, o—— a IPO Bale will ee ; = FEC 
Compton, Joy, Robertson, La. here was no objection. 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, a motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the resolution was agreed to was laid 
on the table. 


The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution pro- 
viding for final adjournment was passed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ERRONEOUS REFERENCE. 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection the Committee on Claims 
will be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 1954) to repeal chapter 538 of volume 26 of United States 
Statutes at Large, and the bill will be referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimousconsent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. Mc- 

KEIGHAN, for ten days, on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following personal 
request: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. MCNAGNY, I ask leave to withdraw papers of Wm. Lyne, Lewis 
Deems, C.S. Bash, and Joseph Wolf. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this leave will be granted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A question of order. Is this leave to with- 
draw papers under the rule? I think the rule provides that 
copies of papers withdrawn should be left. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not look. [After a pause.] 
There is no provision in the request about leaving copies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the rule upon that subject? It 
ought to be subject to the rules. 

Mr. HEARD. [ will suggest that the request be amended so 
that it will be in accordance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Lllinois, that unless the House gives consent the papers can not 
be withdrawn without leaving copies. The House may give 
unanimous consent to withdraw papers without leaving copies, 
but the rules require copies. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am informed that this is evidence for 
the Court of Claims and it is not necessary, as the rule provides 
copies shall be left. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I submit a conference report on 
the urgent deficiency bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, to the bill (H. R. 4177) to pro- 
vide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, and for other pur- 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have been unable to agree. 

JOSEPH D. SAYERS, 
L. F. LIVINGSTON, 
J.G. CANNON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
S. M. CULLOM, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the House will give me its 
attention I will explain in a very few moments the matter of 
disagreement between the two Houses. The differences on five 
of the Senate amendments have been determined by the con- 
ferees, and their action has been approved by both Houses. 
The sixth Senate amendment is the only proposition that re- 
mains unsettled. That amendment appropriates the sum of 
$22,000 for the purpose of payment to certain clerks and em- 
ployés in the Senate authorized by a resolution of the Senate 
which bears date, I believe, of September 30, 1890. 

Mr. KILGORE. During the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. SAYERS. During the first session of the Fifty-first 
Congress. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. And offered by Senator Kenna. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, during the second session of the Fifty- 
first Congress an amendment was placed upon the general defi- 
ciency bill by the Senate making an appropriation for the same 
purpose as intheamendmentunder consideration. That amend- 
ment came to the House and was rejected, and the Senate re- 
ceded. At the first session of the Fifty-second Congress an 
amendment was again put by the Senate upon the general defi- 
ciency bill, of the same tenor as the present amendment. That 
uumendment came to the House and was again rejected, and the 
Senate again receded. During the second session of the Fifty- 
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second Congress the Senate for the third time placed a siy 
amendment upon the general deficiency bill. When the 
came back to the House the amendment was for the third tim, 
rejected by the House, and the Senate for the third time po. 
ceded from the amendment. a: 

The urgent deficiency bill, to which the pending amendmen: 
is attached, passed the House covering appropriations that wa», 
necessary to meet the current expenses of the Governimen: 
When the bill reached the Senate this amendment among o 
was put upon it. In view of what has transpired between tho 
two Houses, not only in the Fifty-first Congress but also in ¢) 
Fifty-second, the conferees representing the House { 
they ought not to agree to this amendment, and they belieyay 
that it was their duty to submit the matter to the House so ag tp 
obtain the further judgment of the House upon the matt 

| do not believe that the House should agree to th 
ment. In the first place, the amendment proposed is | 
expenses incurred under a simple resolution of the Sen 
the second place the amendment is to cover anappropriat 
an expenditure that occurred nearly three years ago, and 
has been rejected by two Congresses. In the third plac 
amendment is fastened upon an urgent deficiency bill, w) 
intended to meet current and pressing expenditures of the G 
ernment. 

Now, it is due to the House that I should say this: That I ha 
been told that the Senate will not recede. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. May I say a word to my fri 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa. It seems that Democrati: 
ators, when in a majority, are about as tenacious of their 1 
as Republican Senators were. 

Mr.SAYERS. A Senator isa Senator. [Laughter. | 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. This resolution, Mr. Speak: 
adopted, as the gentleman from Texas, chairman of the co: 
tee, has stated, in 1890, after a very lengthy session, when th 
were only about two months remaining between the close of that 
session and the beginning of the next regular session: 

Kesolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to pay the p 
clerks of committees of the Senate and clerks to Senators whom are aut! 
ized to be legally paid by the resolution of the Senate of September 39, |s 


a sum equalling two months’ pay, the same to be paid out of any moneys 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be immediately availab 


The Senators, Mr. Speaker, involved in this matter are nearly 
all Democrats; the clerks are nearly all Democratic clerks. | 
many instances the Senators, out of their own pockets, have paid 
to their clerks the amount that they were entitled to under this 
resolution; in other instances the clerks have paid their own ex- 
penses, their railroad expenses and their hotel bills; and it is due 
to the Senators, who can not be represented on this floor, to say 
that they feel in honor-bound for this money; and they insist 
upon it, and will continue to insist upon it. I may just as we 
say, Mr. Speaker, that this agreement was had by the committe 
in conference, and I hope this House will indorse it, that fo 
the present the bill may remain in conference for a future un- 
derstanding in the December session. 

Now, that was an agreement by the entire committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Indiana. Who speaks for the committee” 
Mr. DINGLEY. Did I understand the gentleman fr 
Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] to say that he was in favor of th 

House receding? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No, sir. I desired to state—and | think 
it just to Senators who are represented on one side of this ques- 
tion 

Mr. DINGLEY. The statement the gentleman made seemed 
to look in the direction of receding. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Iam only stating the facts; and I want 
to say that I am decidedly in favor of this House simply recog 
nizing this matter as it is left in the hands of the conferees; and 
some day or another, if we can agree upon it, we will so report 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In that connection allow me t: 
that the statement of the gentleman from Georgia is perhaps 4 
little too broad. Having signed the conference report as : mi- 
nority conferee, I can not agree with the gentleman from Geo: 
that it is politic or proper to let this bill fail, because there ar 
items of appropriation on the bill which I think ought to be 
cared for. One is for custodians and janitors of public buildings 
throughout the country; perhaps that is the most import 
item on the bill, and I have no doubt that money ought to be 
propriated. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Money for this purpose was appropriated 
at the last session of Congress; and if this special session had 
not been called the Secretary of the Treasury would have been 
obliged to go right along and provide for those matters without 
this fund, and in my humble opinion this matter ought not to 
have been brought before the House at this extra session. 


) Say 


May I suggest to the gentleman— 
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Mr. CANNON of Illinois. In reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, I desire tosay that while the regular annual appropria- 
tion was made for this purpose, it was very greatly below the 
estimates and very considerably below the necessities of the 
service. And I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that under our statutes no deficiency can be made without a 
violation of law. It is the duty of an executive officer not to 
spend more than a proportionate partof the appropriation within 
y given portion of the year. 

i think it proper that this statement should be made. Of 
course, What the House may do is another question. One course 
of action would be to sustain the conference committee, because 
| am quite sure, from w hat I know of the temper of the House 


an 


conferees, that without the instructions of the House they would | 


not feel warranted in receding upon this point. So that either 
the House ought now to adopt this conference report, which pos- 
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sibly, and I think probably, means a failure of the entire bill, or | 


the House ought to instruct its conferees (if such is its temper 


to recede; or the House might take the matter into its own hands | 


and adopt a motion to recede from the disagreement with the 
Senate on this one amendment (the only thing now in contro- 
versy), whereby this bill, on receiving the approval of the Presi- 
dent, would be enacted into law. 
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providing for the payment of these session clerks and clerks to 
Senators during the vacation between the first and the second 
sessions of the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Did I understand the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. LIVINGSTON] to say that the Senators had become per- 
sonally liable for this payment? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. No: | only said that some Sen: 
stated they had paid some of this money outof their own | 
and in other instances the clerks had borne their own expenses, 
so that Senators considered themselves in honor bound to secure 
this money for these clerks. But the chairman of our ec 
tee has stated a fact which I do not want the Ho 
that this money was to be paid originally out of the Senate cor 
tingent fund, and now it is proposed to take it out of a very 
ferent fund. 

Mr. ALLEN. This money was paid out in expenses for wh 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, the gentleman who was Senator 





tors had 


oc Kets, 


ise to OV ooK, 


Kenna’s clerk states to me ina private letter that he was sent 
twice to West Virginiaon Mr. Kenna’s business as a Senate 
| clerk, and paid his railroad expenses. So Mr. Jones, who was 
| clerk to Senator Brown, then a Senitor from my State, says that 
he was sent to Atlanta twice and paid his road fare, and 


L beg pardon of the gentleman | 


in charge of the bill for making the statement, but I thought it | 
proper to make it now in reply to the gentleman from Georgia, | 
so that the House might fully understand the situation as [ un- | 


derstand it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, 
a question? 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. Certainly. 

Mr.SAYERS. If the gentleman from Tennessee desires time 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I was going toask aques- 
tion of my colleague on the committee, but the chairman has 
yielded to me a moment. 


Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 


Senators themselves have made similar statements 


Mr. ALLEN. Is that a part of legitimate Government ex- 
penses: 
Mr. SAYERS. No. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. It is 
resolution of the Senate. 
Mr. SPRINGER. As Iunderstand, the firs 


not; but it is provided for in this 


tsession of the Wif- 


| ty-first Congress adjourned on the 2d day of October and the sec 


[ do not wish to detain the House, but I think it proper toim- | 
press this point in regard to the pending appropriation bill, and | 


we should have due regard to this fact in our action with refer- 
ence to the conference report. That is, that the bill ought not 
to fail entirely, for the reason, as I am informed at the Treasury 
Department, that the funds for paying the firemen, engineers, 


and others whose services are absolutely necessary to keep the | 


public buildings in a habitable condition during the winter 
weather, have been dispensed with in many of the public build- 
ings throughout the country because of the lack of funds. Iknow 


that is the case at Nashville, and also with a number of public | 
buildings elsewhere throughout the country, and unless the ur- | 


gency bill becomes alaw there will be suffering in the public 
buildings amongst the clerks and officials generally by reason of 
this fact. 

Mr. BRETZ. Is not the Senate as much interested in the pas- 
sage of the bill as we are? 

Mr. ALLEN. Maybe some of them will resign. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And when it is stated that this bill 
should fail rather than that an agreement should be reached on 
the pending question, I want that borne in mind. I aminclined 
for one to oppose to the bitter end the yielding to the Senate's 
demand for $21,000 in this case, which is to cover liabilities in- 
curred during the sessions of the Fifty-first Congress for clerical 
hire in that body, and I think if the House insists on its position 
that our conferees will be able to agree with the Senate and save 
the bill. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. That money ought to be paid. 

Mr. SAYERS, If the gentleman from Tennessee is through, 
I desire to move that the House further insist on its disagree- 
ment, and ask a further conference with the Senate on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion? I would like to know if he considers that this ought not 
to be paid under any circumstances? 

Mr. SAYERS. That is my opinion. 

Mr. KILGORE. And what is the opinion of the gentleman 
from Georgia? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That isalso my opinion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will thegentleman allowmea moment? I 
understood some gentleman to say, a member of the conference 
committee, that the Senators had informed them in conference 
that they regarded this as a personal responsibility; that is, this 
expenditure in behalf of the clerks. I would like to know if I 
was correct in that understanding? 

Mr. SAYERS. Why, Mr. Speaker, the expenditure would 
have been paid out of the contingentfund of the Senate; but that 
fund was exhausted, hence the effort on the part of the Senate to 
place this amendment on the urgent deficiency bill. 

Now, it occurs to me that if the House should recede from its 
position, it will in doing so indorse the action of the Senate in 


ond session began on the first Monday of December following, so 
that there was a period of two months between the long and the 
short session. 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And the Senators desire pay for their ses- 
sion clerks and clerks to Senators to cover that period? 

Mr. SA YERS. They ao, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. To two months. 

Mr. ENLOE. I would like toinquire whether the Senate could 
not secure the payment of this money by increasing its contin- 
gent fund and then paying this money out of that fund 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. And the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. SAYERS] might well state, 1 think, that the Senate is per- 
fectly willing to do that. 

Mr. SAYERS. The Senate is perfectly willing. 

Mr.CANNON of Illinois. Provided we appropriate the money. 

Mr. SAYERS. Theconferees of the Senate are perfectly will- 
ing to have the matter arranged in that way, provided we recog 
nize the right of the Senate to make this indebtedness. 

Mr. Speaker. I move that the House further insist upon its 
disagreement and ask for a further conferenze with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] 
moves that the House further insist upon its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate, and ask a further conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. C ANNON of Lllinois. I will est to the gentleman 
from Texas |Mr. SAYERS] that in order to place the matter | 


cover those 


sugo 
ge 


fore the House in the most favorable light, it seems to me it 
would be well that a motion be made that the House recede from 
its disagreement. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lam willing. The gentleman from Illinois 


[Mr. CANNON] can make the motion. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Very well; for the purpose of test- 
ing the sense of the House I will make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the Sen- 
ate amendment, and agree to the same. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr 
there were—ayes 4, noes 120. 

So the motion to concur in the Senate amendm 
agreed to. 

Che SPEAKER. Without objection an order will be 
that the House further insist upon its disagreement to 
ate amendment, and ask for a further conference on the 
ing votes of the two Houses. 

Chere was no objection; and the Speaker appointed as 
ferees on the part of the House Mr. SAYERS, Mr. LIVINGSTON 
and Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if there be no further business 
before the House- 


SAYERS 


nt was dis 


made 
the Sen- 


cadisagree- 


con- 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint 
resolution (H. Res. 83) donating an abandoned cannon to the 


etprereny-t npetioaannpnorpemntingigy binge pean tins be 


so an he tapi mnt 
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committee in charge of the national encampment of the Grand 
Army of the Republic at Pittsburg, Pa., in 1894; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 

DETAIL OF OFFICERS TO COLLEGES. 

Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, before the House 
adjourns I desire to ask unanimous consent that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendments to the bill (H.R. 3571). It will 
only take amoment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
WHEELER] has a bill to which there is a Senate amendment. 
The gentleman thinks it can be disposed of ina moment, and the 
Chair will submit it to the House. 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabima. I send to the Clerk’s desk the | 


bill (A. R. 3571) to increase the number of officersof the Army to 
be detailed to colleges, together with the Senate amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend- 
ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 7, after the words “ Cnited States,’ insert “and no officer shall be 
thus detailed who has not had five years’ service in the Army, and no detail to 


such duty shall extend for more than four years; and officers on the retired | 


list. of the Army may, upon their own application, be detailed to such duty, 
and when so detailed shall receive the full pay of their rank.”’ 


Mr. WHEELER of Alabama. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs [Mr. OUTHWAITE], who is absent to- 
night, requested me to ask the House to concur in the Senate 
amendment, and pursuant to that request I make that motion, 
that the House concur. The bill passed the House some weeks 
since. It authorized an increase in the number of officers de- 


tailed for such duty to 110. The Senate amendment does not af- | 


fect the number of officers to be detuiled. 
The motion was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WHEELER of Alabama a motion to recon- | 41. Committee on Military Aifairs. 


sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. SAYERS (at 8 o’clock and 52 min- 
utes p.m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, No- 
vember 3, 1893, at 12 o’clock noon. 


PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were introduced, and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DOCKERY: A bill (H. R. 4840) to amend section 407 of 
the Revised Statutes. requiring depositof receipts with the Audi- 
tor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department—to the Joint 
Commission of Congress to Inquire into the Status of Laws Or- 
ganizing the Executive Departments. 

By Mr. KEM: A bill (H. R. 4841) to provide for the disposal 
of Fort Hartsuff, Fort Sheridan, and ort McPherson military 
reservations, in the State of Nebrasx., to actual settlers under 
the provisions of the homestead laws—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAINES: A bill ‘H. R. 4342) appropriating $850 for 
establishing a fog bell at Hudson light station, New York— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 4343) conferring on 
the district courts in the Territories the jurisdiction in certain 
triils of Indiins —to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4344) granting desert lands to States and 
Territories for educational purposes—to the Committee on the 
Publie Lands. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: A bill (H. R. 4345) directing the part- 
ing and refining of bullion to be carried on at the United States 
assiy office at Helena, Mont.—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R.4346) extending the benefits 
of the marine hospitals tothe keepers and crewsof life-saving sta- 
tions — to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Cmerce. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 84) making 


nateanic . id i is i > | ; : 
Saturday a half holiday for the Executive Departments in the | Conematbtedan tecattl enatenn. 


District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lum bia. 

By Mr. CRAIN: A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) to give an ex- 
tra month's pay to employés of the House—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 4347) to pay Eliza Green, 
of Vicksburg, Miss., the amount found due her by the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COVERT: A bil! (H.R. 4348) granting a pension to 
Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeny, 
United States Army, retired, deceased—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
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By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 4349) for the 
of Horace V. Easterling, who was injured by the collapse « 
old Ford's Theater, on the 9thday of June, 1893—to the Com; 
on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4350) to resto 
name of Pleasant Sharp to the pension rolls—to the Co) 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4351) for the relief of John G. Pick 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4352) granting a pension to Ann E 
man, wife of William B. Chapman, of Knoxville, Ten 


| Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4353) to grant an honorable discha; 
J. Murphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) for the relief of William Cecil 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4355) for the relief of Kate K. Par 


| Mayo, Knox County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invali 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) for the relief of Joseph C. Hod 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4357) for the relief of James A. Do 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4858) granting additional pension to [s 
Hurt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R.4359) to grant an honorable discha 
William Stephen Smith—to the Committee on Military A 

Also, a bill |H. R. 4360) for the relief of Philip Schloss 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4361) for the relief of J. T. Thompson 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a biil (H. R. 4362) for the relief of Miller E. Rosie 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4363) for the relief of John W. Robins 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also,a bill (H. R. 4864) granting military status to ‘‘ Rey 
Scouts”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4365) for the relief of Wesley C. Owens 
the Committee on Military A tiairs. 

Also, a bill | H. R. 4365) for the relief of James M. McKamey—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4367) for the relief of William McCulley- 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill H. &. 4368) for the relief of Samuel E. Gass—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4869) granting an honorable discharge to 
William C. De Vault—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43870) to amend the military record of Joln 
Christian—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) for the relief of William B. Caldwell 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H.R 4372) to grant an honorable discharge 
Samuel Bunch—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4373) for the relief of Henry Byrge—to t 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) to grant an honorable discharg: 
Elisha Anderson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4375) for the relief of Lewis Adkins—to | 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4376) granting a pension to Mary J. 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4377) granting a pension to Mary A. Bir 
Fox, Sevier County, Tenn—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4378) for the relief of the helpless child 
of Garrison Usery, deceased—to the Committee on Invalid | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4379) for the relief of Henry Thompson 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) for the relief of Fanny Moore —to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4381) for the relief of Edmond B. Mille: 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R 4382) for the relief of P. C. Culvahous: 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4383) for the relief of Edward Legg—to 1! 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4384) for the relief of Walter Scott—to | 


| Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MCCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 4385) grantin 
a pension to Henderson Young—to the Committee on Invali 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 4386) granting 
pension to Daniel M. Banks—to the Committee on Invalid 1 
sions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 4387) granting a pension | 
John Dow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. | aay wate inet to be taken on th esolution toad je to 
tinder clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- | P“S° °® record my opposition to it 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: he Congress should not adjourn, but should contir 
By Mr. C \RUTH: Papers to accompany House bill 4300. for sion and proceed in the t nihenael nO m bt a an of whieh 
the relief of John Veeley—to the Committee on Claims. ' | there isa large amount dé tent a then Ren eil - 1 

\]so. papers to accompany House bill 4299, granting a pension | the Cale riying on tl i \ . Mueh of it 4 
to Mary L. Tweddle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of great portane T l « | th 

By Mr. DINSMORE: Memoriul for the relief of William T. | onal s passed the Ho The b ng 
Baker et al., survivors of the Mountain Meadow massacre—to | GC02e¢ in bie House, and l ) 7 
the Committee on Appropriations. | if it is to come at a Quit a: 

\- Mr. GORMAN: Petition of the Michigan Annual Confer- | Hous ‘ e senate awaltl m. S f th 
e of the Methodist Episcopal Church, to repeal the Geary | portant s ) sed at om Ma 1 ‘ 

w—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. =" into the ¢ e it underst 1 that both Hous ) 

\lso, petition of the cigar-manufacturers of Jackson, Mich , ee ee ispatch of business inste d of adjourt 
asking for a reduction of the duty on tobacco—to the Committee | Te-uction has been pro ised_ the yuntry by t ) 
on Ways and Mean | party, and if this promise is not t ‘oken (as another: 

A180, petition of residents of Jackson, Mich., asking for the | : — s already be is t t d 
passage O1 the antitrain wrecking and other antitrain robbing | - Oe IN y for the co ot to be made ¢ it 
b H. R. 3188—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : [t w tood ie CO , in : ‘ 

By Mr. HENDERSON of lowa; Pap:=rs from Aucust Hammel, | °*'2 of Co oul ( in Octob r tot 
esq., Dubuque, Lowa., urging the establishment of a technic J and act on this sub ect; yet w nd Congress, alread S 
department at the National College for the Deaf at Kendall | P'°P* > our th ¢ f 1e W . i 
Green—to the Committee on Appropriations. | When one may be read vy tra etl ! ‘ ! 

\lso, paper from P. J. Dorn, esq., of Lowa, urging the estab- must be done in this or the f S3i ‘ t 
lishment of a t chnical department at the National College for | now means a session running through the | 1onths o oan 
th Deaf at Kendall Green—to the Committee on A ppropria- summer, and possibly into the late fall, w . ‘ 
tions. : ; occur lea n he ple not ia fo 1 ) nd 7 

\lso, petition of W. J. Irvine, esq., Waterloo, Iowa, praying | the new tariil la hope to see en | 
the reduction of postage to I cent an ounce—to the Committee Lt is my conviction that the Democratic part ( h 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. to lose and nothing to gai id ournin > nov 1+ * £1 

By Mr. O'NE!L of Massachusetts: Petition of Eleanor Shea publican party has everyth ne to gain ind nothi { ; oO ) . 
for pension—to the Committee on Pensions. ' | The plea that we will have no quo here is not egitim 

y Mr. SHELL: Petition of citizens of South Carolina asking | °°° We have no right t on the assumption that S | 
an ppropriation for the improvement of the navigation of th boa yite their obiig m to b 6 and dischar 
Congaree River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Alc Cuties et it b wo that Congress reius ) ad 

and @ ) 1 will b I ind Lin Che pub 
; the co Will com quorum to be her 
: r. Presi nt, tl oorest Wa L ¢ 1th OL LO sé 
SENATE. | country e Demoeratic party is for this Congress t 
; , | lea ) I 3, and go h Hol t ) 
FRIDAY. November 3, 1893. | Lherer ‘dl mv protest acainst t resolut ‘ wen 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D.D. | Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, [ did not inter o 1 

Che Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterd»y’ ns Of the Senate Wo oxpress my vi Ss upon the propriety « 
proceedings; when, on motion of Mr. COCKRELL, and by unani- een - this time, and should havesaid n 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. p “ a — from Tex is addresse the Senate upon thi 

a ENROLLED BILL SIGNED.  enatie: or agemmvcenp, Saas > pe tao him about the it 

The VICE-PRESIDENT announced his signature to the en- | entirely ag ee w ith him th: t it wa ‘ld Salts tt ‘ ‘ . C ~ 
— ieee ee of a W. Rollins, late col- rom in in s¢ sion durir g the present month of } m 
stroved by oer oT ination 1 _ a value of stamps de- wr ansact the business which will come before it than toexter 
had previously received ‘tl oe sig: on ae nner 13, 1882, which | Dex? session | ko the heated term. I do not believe ‘hat «a1 
House of Represent stives = signature of the Speaker of the JOBREO etna oe RE EOeMpatoes ONE Wise 4 cay FOr 

‘ . in Washington during two successive 8 mers Cert tink 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | know that [ have jeopardized my health by attending in ; 
nessage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.O spe ter — much as | have done at the present session. I[ thin 
. TowLEs, its Chief Clerk,announced that the House still farther it would have been far better if Congress had remained | 
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senat } oo ing the present month and been able toadjourn by the Ist « 
numbered 6 to the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide for further | July next year, in order that we might enjoy a vaexti lurin 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the the uted pel iodofsummer. I hope that even if we do ad rn 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894 and for now an ellort at least will be made to get rid of th 
other purposes; asked a further conference with the cienta : | « rress, pass the appropriation bills, and get away fre 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon; and had ‘ c ee Ist of July next year. | 
F pointed Mr. Saymrs, Mr. LIVINGSTON, and Mr. CANNON of ib. | tt: HARRIS. Mr. President, I simply d 
F nois managers at the further conference on the ‘part of the ul ~wenpangy? psd ll expressed by the Senator fr 
House. xe Oe from the beginning and am still opposed t 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. time. [ think we ought to stay here and di 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House a : - ig rapidly as possible and redeem o io 
had Signed the enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 83) donating “Mr. COCI RELI Mr. Presid ] 
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the country requires the presence of Congress here. I think 
there will be far greater distress throughout the country than 
exists at this time. I believe there will be many thousands of 
people out of employment, perhaps hundreds of thousands, and 
that the general financial condition of the country and its in- 
dustrial condition forebode a degree of distress during the com- 
ing winter that will require consideration on the part of Con- 
gress. 

For one, I wish to place upon record my belief that it is the 
duty of Congress to remain here and relieve the condition of the 
country. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, if a yea-and-nay vote were to be 
taken upon this proposition I would not have made any state- 
ment whatever; but I agree with the Senator from Texas that 
it is the duty of Congress to go on and do the business of the 
people of the country as they expected us to doit. I had hoped 
that the tariff bill would be reported to the other House before 
this time, and although it has not been done, as the Senator from 
Texas so well said there are a great many other measures, and 
one that I regard of vital importance, which have already passed 
the House of Representatives and are now pending in the Senate. 
That measure of vital importance is the bill for the repeal of the 
present election laws. It seems to me that it would have been 
better on all sides if we had remained here and disposed of the 
business before us, so that we could have been prepared to go on 
with the tariff bill when it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] that it would be an idle parade of zeal 
to attempt to continue the present session until December. The 
business that we were brought here in extra session to consider 
and transact is behind us. The strain of the dog days was upon 
us when we came here, and continued for two months thereafter; 
and the excitement of the session, the calling away of Senators 
from their homes and business during the long vacation upon 
which most of us count for opportunity toattend to private busi- 
ness, have put all or almost all of us to great inconvenience, and 
the barely four weeks that we shall have between now and the 
regular session are essential not only for the private convenience 
of Senators who have been under this great strain, but they are 
essential for the country, in my opinion. 

If we had transacted the business for which we were called 
within a few weeks after convening here, I for one would have 
been in favor of staying and attempting to transact during the 
autumnsome of the important business that claims the attention 
of Congress and has claimed the attention of the country. But 
as that is not the case, and as we are all endeavoring to do our 
duty in our own way and according to our own light, patriotic- 
ally on all sides, as I believe, and have arrived at this late date 
in the autumn with only four weeks between us and the regular 
session, I think no public service will be performed by our re- 
maining longer in session. I hope very much that the resolution 
will be agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, it is my misfortune to disagree 
with nearly everyone who has spoken. I think that we would 
expedite business in the next session by adjourning. My ex- 
perience in Congress in over twenty years teaches me that the 
sessions are prolonged mostly on account of the appropriation 
bills. I hazard nothing when I say that an inspection of our 
statutes during that time will show that our appropriation bills 
have been passed and signed in the last hours of a session. So 
it has been with the great question we have here now, the 
tariff, whenever we have attempted to deal withit. Ihave had 
something to do with preparing tariff bills, as some other gentle- 
men here have had, and[ know that those whoare charged with 
the preparation of a tariff bill at this time in the other House 
will make haste by Congress being away. So it will be with 
the Appropriations Committee. Both the Committee on Ways 
and Means and the Appropriations Committee of the other 
House will remain here and prepare these bills, the considera- 
tion of which will prolong the session, and, as they will be ready 
to report them in December, the bills will be passed earlier than 
such measures have been passed hitherto. If in the meantime 
this body will amend its rules so that after a measure shall have 
received ample consideration a majority may pass on it, we shall 
get away from here before the beginning of the summer. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, as faras I am concerned, I am 
here for the purpose of transacting business, and I very much 
prefer transacting it at this time of the year to waiting until the 
summer months of next year. 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY] says that the work 
which we were called here to perform lies behind us; but the 
Senator from Delaware seems to forget that the consequences of 
that work are rapidly confronting us, and that some measures 
must be taken for the relief of the country. 

I think I can safely speak for my Populist colleagues when I 
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say that we are here ready to continue work. We are here {o 
the purpose of helping to pass a proper tariff bill and to »sq; + 
in all legislation designed for the benefit of the people of the 
country. 

While we have no desire to offer any captious obstruction to 
what is to take place here, I hope that the Senator in charca of 
the pending resolution will withhold it at least a sufficient 
length of time to allow me to introduce a resolution which | pe. 
gard as of importance and which meets the approval of my co). 
leagues. It can be passed here to-day, and passed in the other 
House to-day or to-morrow morning. I hope that will be done 
so that we shall not be compelled to resort to the extreme m as. 
ure of calling for a quorum, as we would be compelled to do. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Wecannot hear the Senator from Nebraska 
on this side, 

Mr. ALLEN. I say I hope that this may be done, so that we 
may not be compelled to resort to the extreme measure of ¢all- 
ing for a quorum, as we would be compelled to on the reso 
tion, and by that means disclose the lack of a quorum. 

Mr. MANDERSON. We were unable to hear the Senator's 
a Will he please repeat it? To what bill does he re- 

er? 

Mr. ALLEN. I sayI have a measure, aconcurrent resolution, 
that I desire to introduce this morning and get the action of the 
Senate upon, and I desire a sufficient length of time to have the 
resolution go to the other House and be acted upon there before 
final adjournment takes place. I hope the Senator having in 
charge the resolution which is now before the Senate will let 
that matter be passed over until this resolution can be acted 
upon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Will not the Senator read his resolution asa 
part of his remarks in order that we may be informed as to what 
the measure is? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution the Senator from Ne- 
braska proposes to offer be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. Letit be read as part of his remarks. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will read the resolution as part of my re- 
marks. 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives 
concurring), That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
address a circular letter to the several consuls and consular agents of the 
United States, advising them of the depressed condition of our labor market, 
and asking them to discourage immigration to this country until such time 
as they are advised of a changed condition in such labor market. 

Mr. CULLOM. Asamember of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, I consented to the report of the resolution for final ad- 
journment. I supposed it was a foregone conclusion that the 
majority of the Senate desired to adjourn until the regular ses- 
sion in December. 

While I shall vote for the resolution, I wish to say that there 
seem to be in the minds of the majority two great measures, as 
they are called, one the passage of the bill repealing the election 
laws and the other the passage of the tariff-reform bill. 

I wish to add that if Congress should now announce to the 
country that it did not intend either to repeal the election laws 
or to pass a tariff bill and should then adjourn, it would be doing 
a very good piece of work for the country. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I trust the resoljtion reported by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, may be adopted. 

It is plain to usall, sir, that if we undertake to go on in continu- 
ous session during the month of November we shall have difli- 
culty in maintaining a quorum here, and, in my judgment, we 
shall find it impossible to do it. The House of Representatives 
has very clearly demonstrated its purpose by the passage of the 
resolution which is now before the Senate. 

The object of the resolution is not to stop the progress that 
this Congress is making with the bills which, of necessity, must 
demand itsattention; butI believe we shall make haste by adopt- 
ing the resolution and leaving the important committees of Ways 
and Means and Appropriations of the other House to go along 
through the vacation, during the month of November, with the 
perfection of the tariff bill and the general appropriation bills. 
Surely no good, in my judgment, willcome from a prolongation 
of this session. 

As to the concurrent resolution indicated by the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], however important it may be, itis hardly 
to be expected thatthe Senate and House of Representatives, i 
a majority should be in favor of adjourning now, will both agree 
to continue this session in order to give consideration to that 
resolution. For one, I do not see its prime importance. | be- 
lieve a majority of the Senate wants to concur in the resolution 
sent from the other House. 

As to the trouble the Senator from Nebraska indicates when 
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he speaks of being forced to call for a quorum to pass upon the 
resolution, I apprehend there is no foundation for that. We 


have a quorum here now, in my judgment, and, if it be insisted 
upon, I am sure that a call of the roll will develop that a quorum 
is present. 


{ believe the best interests of the country are to be consulted 
py concurring in the House resolution providing for an ad- 
journment at 3 o'clock to-day, and I hope the Senate will concur 
ae PEFFER. I shall detain the Senate but a moment. I 
‘neist that if we are all opposed to adjourning, or at least if 
there is any considerable number opposed to adjourning, we 
ougl 5 
derstand it. 
‘n the resolution may be taken by yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. 
TowLEs, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A pill (H. JX. 2002) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
the times and places for holding terms of United States courts 
n the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July 5, 1892; 


\ bill (H. R. 2799) to provide for the time and place of holding | 
the terms of the United States circuit and district courts in the | 


State of South Dakota; 
A bill (H. R. 3571) to increase the number of officers of the 
\rmy to be detailed to colleges; and 
\ bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” ap- 
proved May 5, 1892. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 1152) to de- 
velop and facilitate the interstate commerce of the whole coun- 
try, and more especially that of the twenty-two States and two 
Territories which are in whole cr in part drained by the Mis- 
sissippi River and its tributaries, that+has an area of 1,575,092 
square miles and a present population of 35,946,901 and a total 
taxable property value of $11,874,442,264, when the total popu- 
lation of all the balance of the States and Territories is but 


26,407,966 and their total taxable property valuation is $11,353,- | 
199,387; which was read twice by its title, and ordered to lie on | 


the table. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION AND NATIONAL MUSEUM REPORTS. 


1t to say so in some such form as that the country will un- | 
For that reason, I ask that the vote on concurring 
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Mr. MORRILL submitted the following concurrent resolution, | 


which was read: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
« printed of the reports of the Smithsonian Institution and the National 
Museum for the year ending June 30, 1893, in two octavo volumes, 10,000 extra 
copies; of Which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 copies for 
the use of the House of Representatives, 5,000 copies for the use of the Smith 
sonian Institution, and 2,000 copies for the use of the National Museum 

Mr. MORRILL. This resolution has been delayed by acci- 
dent. It simply covers the usual number of volumes to be 
printed, and is in the usual form. I ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
House bill 4177. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the bill (H. R. 4177) to provide 
for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
18%, and for other purposes, still further insisting on its dis- 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and ask- 
ing for a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate agree to the con- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HIGGINS. What is the motion? 

Mr. COCKRELL. 
asked by the House of Representatives on the amendmentof the 
Senate. as to which there has been a disagreement between the 
two Houses in regard to the payment of its clerks. The House 
refused tooagree to it and we have insisted upon it and intend 
to insist upon it until it is agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The resolution will be so referred. 


I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate 
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By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cock- 
RELL, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM were appointed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 1916) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge Little River, inthe State of Arkan- 
sas; and 

A bill (H. R. 1918) authorizing the Texarkana and Fort Smith 
Railway Company to bridge the Calcasieu and Sabine rivers, 
in the States of Louisiana and Texas. 


by their titles, 


NECHES 


The bill (H. R. 3689) authorizing the Gulf, Beaumont and 
Kansas City Railway Company to bridge to Neches and Sxbine 


AND SABINE RIVER 


BRIDGES. 


rivers, in the States of Texas and Louisiana, was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. COKE. ILIask unanimous consent that the bill from the 
House, the title of which has just been read, be considered im 
mediately. 

i} The VICE-PRESIDENT, Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to ask the Senstor from Texas 

whether there is an immediate necessity for the passage of this 
| bill? It is rather an unusual proceeding to pass in this way a 


bill coming from the other House. 

Mr. COKE. The necessity for the passage of the bill consists 
in the fact that the companies are standing on the banks of the 
river, ready to cross with their bridges, and can not do it until 
authorized by this bill. 

Mr. PLATT. Is the bill 
bridging of rivers? 

Mr. COKE. I think so. It has not been before the Commit- 
tee on Commerce of the Senate, but it has passed the other 
House; it has been before the Chief of Engineers, and it comes 
to us now when we have only two or three hours of time left 

Mr. DOLPH. Is there a Senate bill on the subject? 

Mr. COKE. Ithbink not. This is a House bill. 

Mr. HIGGINS. ILask if this bill has been passed upon by the 
appropriate committee of the Senate? 

Mr.COKE. Ithasnot. Ithas just come from the other House. 
[ask that the bill may be taken up and put on its passage now 
because there is immediate necessity for it. 

Mr. HIGGINS. Is ita bill permitting bridges to be built? 

Mr. COKE. The billl desire passed is for bridging the 
and Sabine rivers, in the States of Texas and Louisiana 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read at length. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the bill is read I give notice that, after 
the conclusion of its consideration, [ shall move that the 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. As there is some confusion in relation to the 
bill, I think the Senator from Texas had better let it go over 


tT 


in the usual form for allowing the 


Neches 


pennte 


Mr. COKE. I should like to have it considered. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked whether there 


was objection to the consideration of the bill. 
| Mr. PLATT. I object, certainly, until it has been read for 
information. I do not believe in having any bill passed without 
it having been read. 

Mr. COKE. Iask that it be read. 


Mr. HARRIS. I beg to appeal to the Senator from Texas to 
allow me to make a statement for a few momentsabouta matter, 
and then he may consent or object to my request, as he chooses. 


Mr. COKE. I will hear the Senator. 
Mr. HARRIS. A bill came from the other House yesterday 





The motion is to agree to the conference | 


giving to the World’s Fair Prize Winners’ Exposition similar 
privileges in respect to the importation of articles for exhibi- 
tion which were given to the Columbian Exposition. The Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. HILu]} called my attention to it last 
evening, and expressed great anxiety for its immediate passa; 
for the reason that the exposition begins on the 24th day of tl 


2 


' iis 
month and ends on the 15th day of January next 

There is no‘quorum of the Finance Committee present, but ] 

| have consulted the chairman of the committee [Mr. VOORHI |, 

the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], the Senator from 


| North Carolina [Mr. VANCE], and the Senator from New Jersey 
| (Mr. MCPHERSON], and all agree there is no objection to the 
passage of the bill; inviewof which fact I wish to ask the unan- 
| imous consent of the Senate for its present consideration. t is 
a very brief bill and will take very little time. 
I have had the bill examined by a former clerk of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, and am informed that it grants no privilege 
which has not been granted to the Exposition at Chicago. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 


| 
Mr. PLATT. I withhold my consent until I have heard the 


bill read. 1 ask that it be read for information. 


. ? : . i lan: fr Texas | - 
Mr. HARRIS. Let the bill be read, if the Senator from Texas | reported adversely thereon, and it was postponed ind 


[Mr. COKE] consents. 

Mr. COKE. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to siy publicly what I said just now 
privately to the Sen itor from Texas. 

It is a very bid prictice, indeel, to pass bills of this impor- 
tance without their reference to a committee, and almost all the 


b d legislation which gets into our statute books is enacted on | 


the last day of a session. 

[ think the Sen tor fr »m Texas, before he asks the Senate to 
pass the bill referred to by him, should have some one, at least, 
of the experienced members of the Committee on Commerce, the 
Senator from Lilinois[Mr.CULLOM], or the Seuator from Oregon 


[Mr. DoLPH]}. or some other member of that committee, to ex- | 


amine the bill carefully, so as to be able to say thit he has ex- 


amined it, and that itis in the usual form. That will not take | 


ten minutes. I think if the Senator from Texas will withdraw 
his request until that is done, nobody will then object to the bill. 
I should be per/eetly wi. liag to take the Senator’s own inspection 
of the bill: but, being interested in the State for which the legis- 
lation is proposed, he wouid, of course, prefer to have some other 
Senator make the exam nation. 

Mr. COKE. Tam willing to adopt the Senator's suggestion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the bill under consideration is a dif- 
ferent bill entirely from that to which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts refers. 

Mr. HOAR. I know. 

Mr. COKE. I am entirely willing thatthe Senators of the 
Committee on Conmerce may examine the bill, and I shall 
endeavor to have it taken up subsequently. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


WORLD’S FAIR PRIZE WINNERS’ EXPOSITION. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. I understood that the Senate had given con- 
sent for the consideration of a bill, for which I had asked con- 
sideration, in reference to the New York Exposition, and five 
members of the Finance Committee, the only members of the 
committee here, bave agreed to report the bill favorably. Of 
course that does not amount to a quorum of the committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senutor from Tennessee? 

Mr. DOLPH. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly, let the bill be read for information. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dos the Senator from South Car- 
olina withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it for the time being. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretwy read the bill (H. R. 4015) in aid of the World’s 
Fair Prize Winners’ Exposition, to be held at New York City. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whoie, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered toa third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T.O. 
TOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution 
(H. Res. 22) to amend the act approved April 25, 1890, relating 
to the edmission of articles intended for the World‘’s Columbi in 
Exposition, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and hid appointed 
Mr. ByNuM, Mr. MCMILLIN, and Mr. PAYNE managers at the 
confereace on the part of the House. 


SESSION EMPLOYES AT MALTBY BUILDING. 


Mr. WHITE of Louisiana, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. GORMAN, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he hereby is, authorized to 


continue the present session employés at the Maltby building authorized 
under resolution of July 26, 1802, during the coming recess of Congress. 
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ADDITIONAL MESSENGER FOR THE SENATE. 


Mr. WHITE of Lousiana, from the Committee to A 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to w) 
referred the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. \ 


as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be, and he is hereby, 
employ an additional messenger, at an annual salary of #1.44 


| from the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund of the > 


otherwise provided. 
THANKS TO THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORRE. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I submit the resolution 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will bx 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due and hereby ten 
Hon. IsHAM G. HARRIS for the ability, dignity, courtesy, an 
with which he has discharged the duties of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask for the immediate consideratio: 
olution. 

The Senate by unanimous consent proceeded to « 
resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agr 
‘esolution. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS was called to the chair by the Vic: 
and said: Senators, I am profoundly grateful for th: 
have done me by the passage of the resolution just | 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 


THANKS TO THE VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I submit the resolut 
send to the desk, and I ask for its immediate consider 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution wil 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due and are hereby 
to the Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, Vice President of the United Sta 
the ability, dignity, courtesy, and impartiality with which he has p: 
over their deliberations during the present session of Congress. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider 
resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agre: 
to the resolution. 

The resolution was unanimously agreed to. 


REPORT OF THE LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the co 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from South Caroli 
yield to me for a moment that I may submit a report fro 
Committee on Prinving. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CocKRELL in the c 
Does the Senator from Sou:h Carolina yieid to the Senato: 
Maryland? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir, for the time being. I shall 
the motion immediately after the matter he brings up 
posed of. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to 
was referred the resolution submitted by Mr MILLs, O 
30, 1893, reported it without amendment; and if wa 
follows: 

Resolved, That the annual report of the Librarian of Congres 
endar year 1892 be printed, and that 500 extra copies, with covers 
for distribution by the Librarian. 

Mr. GORMAN. [I ask for the present consideration 
resolution. The printing will cost only $10. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent 
agreed to. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate proceed to t 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. RANSOM. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion that the Senato: 
North Carolina may present a resolution. 

Mr. RANSOM submitted the following resolution; which 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appoin 
join a similar committee on the partof the House of Representative 
on the President of the United States and inform him tnat the two Hoi 
of Congress are ready to adjourn, and respectfully inquireif he has an 
ther communication to make to them. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. How shall the committe 
the part of the Senate be appointed? 
Mr. RANSOM, and others. By the Chair. 
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T PRESIDING OFFICER. 
‘ ym North Carolina [Mr. 
V nt [Mr. MORRILL}. 
ve. MORRILL. On account of other duties, I ask the Chair 
‘ nate another in my place. 
PRES! DING OFFICER. The Chair appoints the senior 
rom Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar]. 
)AR. Iam very sorry, indeed, to decl 
easant a duty, but Lam compelled to fill an engage- 
e next half hour which it is impossible for me to avvuid 
PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair appoit 
inois [Mr. CULLOM]. 


The Chair appoints the Sena- 
tANSOM], and the Senator from 


ine so interest- 


its the Sena- 


MESSAGE FROM 

sage from the House of Rey : 

m ns. its Chief Cierk, announced that the House had passed 
‘on providing for the avpointment of a com 


THE HOUSE. 


yresentatives, by Mr. T. O. 


mittee ol 


e members of the House, to join a similar committee on the 
y the Senate, to it upon the President of the United 
Strat id inform him that unless he may have some further 


ing fin- 
and that 
had been ap- 


tion to make the two Houses of Congress, hav 
3) he busin’ss before them, are ready to adjourn: 
M MAN, Mr. TURNER, and Mr. DINGLEY 
nointed the committee on the part of the House. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

L renew my motion. 
Mr. President 
ING OFFICER. from South Caro 


PRESI The Senator 


, moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration o! ex 
ecutive business. 
Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from South Carolina vield 
t for a moment? 
fir. BUTLER. Ican not yield any further. I have yielded 
] lozen times, and must insist on my motion 


otion was agreed to; and Senate proceeded to 





con ion of executive business. After one hour and fi 
five minutes spent in executiv ssion the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O 


lOWLES, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
t oint resolution (H. Res. 86) to pay session, other employés 
and per diem employés, and that they be retained during the 





ng recess; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
ENROLLED BILLS 

1e message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed tne bill (H. R. 4015) in aid of the World’s Fair Prize 
’ Exposition, to be held at New York City; and it was 


SIGNED. 


thereupon signed by the Vice-President. 
PURCHASE OF SILVER BULLION, 
On motion of Mr. VOORHEES, it was 4 
Uv That the bill (8.570) discontinuing the purchase of silve yullior 
be postponed indefinitely. 


COURT FEES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4186) to regulate the fees of the clerk of 
the United States court for the Indian Territory, reported it 
without amendment, and asked for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in the Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REMISSION OF DUTIES ON WORLD’S FAIR EXHIBITS. 
Mr. MORRILL submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disayreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend 
the act approved April 25, 1890, relating to the admission of a: ticles intended 
for the World's Columbian Exposition, having mot, after full and free con 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: : 

That the House recede from its disagré 
Senate and agree to the same. 


‘ment to the amendment of the 


JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senat: 


WwW. D. BYNUM, 
BENTON McMILLIN, 
S. E. PAYNE, 
Managers on the part of the House 
Che report was concurred in. 
RECESS PAY OF EMPLOYES. 
Che joint resolution (H. Res. 86) to pay session, other em- 
ployés, and per diem employs, and that they be retained during 
the coming recess, was read twice by its title. i 


SESSION 





On 
f+) y 
of the Wh 

Mr. COC 
lowing 


motion of Mr. COCKRELL, the Senate, as in Con ttee 


. a . » of : , " 
rroceeded to cons the joint resolution. 


o 1 
l 
KRELL moved to add to the joint resolution the fo 





And the sum of $22,088 is hereby appropriated r contin it expenses « 
the Senate, na For mis he 

il year | 

The a ndment w rreed t 

The jo es ti was renorter ft Q 
and the amendm was co d 

Th en I Oo! > Dd oO id 
re-olution t l ‘ } tin 

The joint nw t lird time, and 

‘I tit 3 to read ‘A joint res 
I S\ l O 

\ de | a ? Ssi¢ ne 
pos 7 

) \ \ ) ss 

iy \ \ ) ttec x co } ¢ 

Cn \V S ‘ n 1 

R ‘e 

r tne i 
half st4 " 

rae HoUs 

\ mess ' +} t Re \ ro 
TOWLI ( ef ¢ ( i : 
t he rt o l ) ‘ } eing 
votes of é vo H . m i ) i ot 

} oO ] f¢ ve \ 
1890 re othe } ‘ il a fe the Wo } 
Co Laur ( 

r so anno | that Lo ie 
res N in al upo ae ignel 
vento I ‘ © wrt i Lie I 1@8 le ie CO 
Y ic rf _ ft 

. : ' gy] 

The message further e Speaker of the H 
had signe e following bill and oint oO d the 
there::pon me vv the \ Pr t 

\ bi R. 41 o revuiate tne fees of the cl oO the 
Unite Stat court for the Indian ‘7T ) 

A joint so'ution H. Ras. 22) toamend the act yproved A 
25, 1890, relating to the admission o l ies 1 i I 
W orld’s Colum n Exposition 

WORLDS I! R LOMAS 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 77) conferring diplomas upon d 
signers, in itors, and ex rt tisa { ce 
title. 

On motion of Mr. CULLOM, the S ti n { ittea o 
the Whole. proceeded to cons! t ! S on 

The joint resolution was reported to the Sen ite without nd 
ment, ordered to a thir reading, read third 1 ind 
passed. 

NOTIFICATIO ) HE PRESID v7 

At 2 o’clock and 57 minut 1. Mr. RANSOM i Mr. ¢ 
LOM, of » joint committee appointed to i l I 
dent of the United States nd no ; him that ¢ I vi 
ready to ad‘ourn, appeared at the bar of the Senate, and 

Mr. RANSOM said: Mr. President, th ittee appointed 
on the part of the Senate, with a similar committee on the part 
of the House, have waited upon the President and informed him 
that the two Houses are now read ess he had som 
further communication to make Preside s d to th 
committee that he had no further comnu nication to ma to the 


Senate and House. 


INAL 


The hour of 3 o’clock having arrived, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT said: 


Senators: My appreciation of 


the resolution personal to myself, kindly adopted by the Senate, 
| can not be measured by words. To your courtesy and forbear- 
ance [ am indeb’ed for whatever measure of success has attended 


x: 


my ministration of this great offi 
The record the first session of the Fifty-third Congress is 


A A 
made up. fene torth it belongs to the domain of history 
Karnestl ishing each of you a safe and pleasant journey to 
your h d constituents, I now, in pursuance of the coneur- 





rent resolution of the two Houses, declare the Senat« 


without day. 


adjourned 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate November 2, 18938. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. Edgar Russell, Third Artillery, to be first lieu- 
tenant. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate November 3, 1893. 
CONSUL. 

C. Hugo Jacobi, of Wisconsin, to be consul of the United 

States at Reichenberg, Bohemia. 
SECRETARY OF EMBASSY. 

James R. Roosevelt, of New York, to be secretary of embassy 

of the United States at London, England. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR. 


Thomas P. Smith, of the Indian Territory, to be an Indian 

inspector. 
POSTMASTERS. 

Henry Lemke, to be postmaster at West Bend, in the county of 
Washington and State of Wisconsin. 

John M. Waddill, to be postmaster at Darlington, in the county 
of Darlington and State of South Carolina. 

Abram B. Hawkins, to be postmaster at Watsonville, in the 
county-of Santa Cruz and State of California. 

Sumner B. Sargent, to be postmaster at Taunton in the county 
of Bristol and State of Massachusetts. 

Duff Post, to be postmaster at Tampa, in the county of Hills- 
boro and State of Florida. 

George T. Robbins, to be postmaster at Russell, in the county 
of Russell and State of Kansas. 

George A. Draper, to be postmaster at Cheyenne, in the county 
of Laramie and State of Wyoming. 

John A. Sample, to be postmaster at Knightstown, in the 
county of Henry and State of Indiana. 

L.. B. Humphries, to be postmaster at Rockville, in the county 
of Parke and State of Indiana. 

Levi W. Abney, to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the county 
of Saline and State of Illinois. 

Frank M. Emanuel, to be postmaster at Bennettsville, in the 
county of Marlboro and State of South Carolina. 

Charles J. Bowman, to be postmaster at Edmond, in the county 
of Oklahoma and Territory of Oklahoma. 


Thomas R. Hamilton, to be postmaster at Salisbury, in the | 


county of Chariton and State of Missouri. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate, November 8, 1898. 
CONSUL. 
Henry C. C. Astwood, of New York, to be consul of the United 
States at Calais, France. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRmDAY, November 3, 1893. 


The House met at12o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain; Rev. 
E. B. BAGBY. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman rise in connection with 
the Journal? 

Mr. KILGORE. Yes,sir. On yesterday I presented a report 
from the Committee on Territories, on House bill 352, to enable 
ihe people of Utah to form a constitution and State government 
and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States. The report on yesterday was presented in the 
name of the chairman of the committee |Mr. WHEELER of Ala- 
bama]. I desire to have the REcORD show that the report was 
made by myself and not for the chairman. 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. HALL of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I pre- 
sented a report from the Committee on Public Lands, on bill (H. 
R. 198) to grant to the Birmingham, Sheffield and Tennessee 
River Railway Company the right of way over the public lands. 
I see that it is attributed to Mr. HALL of Missouri. I desire 
that the correction be made, and that Minnesota be substituted 
for Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. Tho correction will be made. 

The Journal was then approved. 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a communication from 
the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the find- 
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ings of the courtin the cases of the following-named yo 
against the United States: J. O. Buford, S. W. Georges. 
Bridgman, deceased; A. Morrison, deceased; which w. 
ferred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
printed. 

VIEWS OF MINORITY. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the } 
the admission of Utah, I want to say further that any m 
of the committee shall have the right to file a minority 

TheSPEAKER. Withoutobjection, any member of the 
mittee on Territories will have the right to file the views , 
minority on the bill indicated. 

There was no objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled B 
ported that the committee had examined and found tr 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the Speaker sig; 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 2002) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
vide the times and places for holding terms of United States 
courts in the States of Idaho and Wyoming,” approved July : 
1892; , 

A bill (H. R. 2799) to provide for the time and place of holdi 
the terms of the United States circuit and district courts e 
State of South Dakota; 

A bill (H. R. 3571) to increase the number of officers of the 
Army to be detailed to colleges; and 

A bill (H. R. 3687) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to pro- 
hibit the coming of Chinese persons into the United States,” 
approved May 5, 1892. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its sec: 
ries, announced that the Senate had passed a concurrent resol 
tion of the House of Representatives to furnish each Re 
ative and Delegate additional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, with an amendment, in which the concurrence of 
House was asked. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
bill (S. 460) granting to the State of California 5 per cent of + 
net proceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said Stat 
which the concurrence of the House was asked. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES ON GOODS EXHIBITED AT WORLD'S FAIR 


lution, with a Senate amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House joint resolution (H. Res. 22)to amend the act approved A) 


1890, relating to the admission of articles intended for the World’s (\ 
lian Exposition. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

concur in the Senate amendment and agree to a conference. 
The SPEAKER. The Senate amendment will be reperted. 
The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word ‘permit ’’ down to and including the 
‘*Provided,”’as follows: “the sale and delivery, subject to the approva 
the director-general, during the exhibition of goods, wares, and merchaud 
heretofore imported, and now in the Exposition buildings, subject 
additional regulations for the security of the revenue and the coll: 
the duties thereon as the Secretary of the Treasury may in his di 
prescribe. 

“Sec. 2. Thatthe entire stock of each exhibitor, consisting « ods 
wares, and merchandise, imported by him and now in said buildings or that 
may hereafter be exhibited in the buildings of the California Midwi: 
ternational Exposition as per act approved September 1, 1893, is here 
clared liable for the payment of duties accruing on any portion there! 
case of removal of such portion from said buildings without the payn 
of the lawful duties thereon. 

“Sec. 3. That the penalties prescribed by, and the provisions contained 
section 308% of the Revised Statutes shall be deemed and held to apply in 
of any goods, wares, or merchandise now in said building, or that m 
after be exhibited in the buildings of the California Midwinter Internat 
Exposition as per act ptt hag September 1, 1893, sold, delivered, or re 
without the payment of duties, in the same manner as if such goods, w 
or merchandise had been imported contrary to law, and the article « i 
cles so sold, delivered, or removed shall be deemed and held to have been 
imported with the ae of the parties respectively concerned in s 
sale, delivery, or removal: Provided, That in the assessment of duties w 

oods, wares, and merchandise, imported and now on exhibition \ 

Vorld’s Columbian Exposition, as authorized by the act approved April > 
1890, entitled ‘An act to provide for celebrating the four hundredth a! 

sary of the discovery of America by Christopher Columbus by holdin 
ternational exhibition of arts, industries, manufactures, and the pro 

the soil, mine, and sea, in the city of Chicago, in the State of Illin 

that may hereafter be exhibited in the buildings of the California Midwit 
ter International Exposition as peract approved September 1, 1893, the rate 
of duties shall be reduced 50 per cent from the rates now fixed by law 

any of such goods, wares, or merchandise are entered for consumption, ang 
upon payment of said 50 per cent said goods, wares, and merchandise shail ve 
released from bond in the same manner as if the full rates of duties noW 
provided by law had been paid thereon: Provided further, That the 
sions of this joint resolution shall not apply to any goods, wares, or mer 
chandise sold — to the passage of this resolution; and any purchase! 
exhibitor, their agent or representative making application for the release 
of any goods, wares or merchandise under and by virtue of the provisions 
hereof, shall before being entitled thereto, and to the remission of the au 





The Speaker laid before the House the following House reso- 
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in provided for, make and file with the customs officer of the port 


se here 
ties Ae that such goods, wares or merchandise were not sold 


affidavit stating 


an # co the passage of the same, and any person making a false affidavit as 
pany fact requisite to the entry of such goods, wares or merchandise at 


ne reduced rates herein provided for shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and 
the Je tothe same punishment as prov ided by law for making false state- 
regard to entries of foreign merchandise: And provided further, 





ments in 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there any other amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana moves to 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment and agree to a conference. 
Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Is there no other amendment. 


Mr. DINGLEY. May not the Senate amendment be reported 


eoaln?’ 

erhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that portion of the bill 
stricken Out. 

“The amendment was again read, 

\r, CANNON of Illinois. I would be glad to ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana if it is the intention, and does the gentleman 
helieve, that this committee can make a report during this ses- 

Mr. BYNUM. Ican not say, Mr. Speaker, as to that. I pre- 
sume that if there can be any agreement at all, it will be made 
in time for the House to act upon it. 

Mr. CANNON of [llinois. If I understand the scope of the 
amendment of the Senate, it is to strike out substantially the 
provisions in the House bill that rebate of one-half of the duties 
upon foreign goods that were upon exhibition at Chicago, and 
nermits the remission of the duty on goods that may be donated 
to the new museum now being founded at Chicago or that may 
he purchased for the museum to be donated. Am I correct? 

Mr. BYNUM. That is the effect of the amendment, as I 
derstand it. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. Well, I must say that I am in har- 
mony with the amendment, and it is very important, if any action 
is to be had at all, as the goods are being moved, that it 
be had atonce. Would the gentleman be willing to concur in 
the Senate amendment? 

Mr. BYNUM. Iam not. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Indiana had better 
let us dispose of it. 

Mr. BYNUM. [ask unanimous consent that the amendment 


un- 


should 
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of the Senate be nonconcurred in and the House agree to a con- | 
' 


lerence. 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. BYNUM. 


Ll move to concur in the Senate amendment. 
That is notin order. This bill would have to 


be considered in Committees of the Whole if it is not to be done } 


by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The bill has been considered 
of the Whole. Nothing has been added by the Senate. 
simply strike out a portion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill has been considered in Committee 


They 


in Committee | 


of the Whole, and the amendment of the Senate merely strikes | 


out a part of the bill. The amondment is not such an one as 
must be considered in Committee of the Whole, because it has 
already been considered in committee. 

Mr. BYNUM. The amendment itself requires consideration 
in Committee of the Wholc as well as the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill itself has been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole and in the House, and the amendment of 
the Senate is to strike outa part of the bill. The Senate adds 
no new matter; and the Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the rule. 

The Clerk will report the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House bills with Senate amendments which do not require consideration 
a cats the Whole, may be at once disposed of as the House may 

The SPEAKER. 
Committee of the Whole once, and it seems to the Chair that it 
would be in order for the House to dispose of it either by con- 
curring or nonconcurring in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I understand that if a House 
proposition requiring consideration in Committee of the Whole 


is amended in the Senate, when it comes back to the House it is | 


not excluded from the provision of Rule XX, which requires 
that it shall go to the Committee of the Whole if, originating in 
the House, it would have been considered in committee. 

, The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there are numerous de- 
cisions covering this question. An amendment of the Senate 
providing for a new and distinct subject of taxation, or for an 
appropriation not included in the original bill, must receive con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole; but there is nothing of 
that nature in thisamendment. This bill has once been con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole, and the amendment is sim- 
ply & proposition to strike out part of it. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks that the bill having been once considered in Committee 
of the Whole and the amendment of the Senate being of the na- 





SLIT 


ture stated, the rules do not require that it should be considered 
again in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BYNUM. Then, Mr. 
nonconcur in the Senate amendment 
Mr. DINGLEY. 


move that the House 


Speaker, I 


Mr. Spe iker, I move that the House concur. 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ma Mr. DINGLEY] 

moves that the House concur in the Senate amendments. If 
| that motion be voted down, it will be equivalent to a vote of 
nonconcurrence, 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, [ wish to be heard a lent 
upon that motion. AsI understand, the House passed i 
providing for a rebate of half the duty on such imported art 
cles in the Exposition as should be sold, and, in the course of the 
consideration of the bill, amended it so as to allow a fu rebate 
of duty on such articles as should be donated to or purchased b' 
theColumbian Museum. l[understand thatthe Senate has ick 
|} out all of the bill except the provision relating to the Columbian 
Museum, and has done i th entir inimit Now, it ems 
to me that if there is to be any i tion a on this subject 
| at this session, we must co ir at on 1 the Senate : l 
ment. Otherwis if this matt is e ae ved and to »1O 
a committee of conference on the disputed point « hich the 
Senute seems to be substantiall nanimous, t vill p ibly 
be no legislation at all on the subject a Lis ic 
| hone, therefore. that the Ho will concur with the Senate 
amendment admitting free of duty such articles as m be pur- 
chased by or donated to the Columbian Mu d striking 
out all the rest of the b : 
Mr. BYNUM. The original bill as repe il simply pi ded 
for a red ion of du y on tl forei ex! the nm re red 
to There was l ne idi¢ a il the io e rele S yr en 
tirely from payment of d yallo ose exhibits that mi 1 
donated to or purchased by the Columbian Museum. 
\s the bill passed the Senate the concession made to t for- 
ei n ¢ tors was struc out and that portion of the bi Liione 
left standing which provided that exhibits donated to the Col 
umbian Museum, or purchased by that institution, should be re 
leased from payment of all duty think it is bu nd 
fair to the committee reporting t Dili, fter the expres on of 
| the will o the House on the sudject, to nonco ‘in the nate 
amendment an appoint a committee of conference, 1d 1et us 
see if we can not ret some wre |i rai ternu or the lt ion 
exhibitors. So far as the provision in reference to the Colum- 
| bian Museum is concerned, I am in favor of it, and if no better 
terms can be obtained for the foreign exhibitors | suppose the 
House will approve the bill as passed by the Senate, but | am in 
hopes that we can come to an agreement by which we ec show 
| som: courtesv to the foreign exhibitors, and for that reason | 
move to noneconecur and agree to a conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the gentleman think that an ich 
effort as that. at this late hour of the session, will inevital re- 
sult in the lo:s of the bill? 

Mr. sSYNUM. Ldo nots e why it should. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If this Congress is going to adjourn at 3 


This bill has already been considered in 


ock this afte 


oe noon 

Mr. BYNUM. Idonotthink this Congress is going to adjourn 
at 3 o’clock this afternoon 

Mr. DINGLEY. Well, Iam only speaking in view of the ac- 
tion that has been taken in that direction. Furthermore, it 
seems to me, in view of the general situation, that we oucht to 
content ourselves with admitting free of duty the ar s do- 
nated to or purchased by the Columbian Museum, and not under- 

i tike to go further and make a rebate of duty upon articl that 
mav be sold by foreign exhibitors. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous:¢ stion. 

The previous question was ordered 

TheSPEAKER. Thegquestion is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]| that the House agree to the 
Sennte amendment. 

The question being*taken, the Speaker declared that the noes 
seemed to have it 

Mr. DINGLEY. lLask for a division. 

The House divided: and there were—avyes 36, noes 75 

So the motion was re ected. 

TheSPEAKER. Theamendmentisnonconcurredin. With- 
out objection, the House will agree to the request of the Senate 
for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
the Chair appoints as conferees on the part of the House the 
gentleman from Indiana, Mr. BYNUM: the gentleman from Ten 
nessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and the gentleman from New York, 


Mr. PAYNE. 


W. H. WARD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 45) for 
the relief of W. H. Ward; which was read twice and referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 


Sat aC 
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RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH INDIAN AND OKLAHOMA TERRITORIES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1021) to 
grant the right of way to the Kansas, Oklahoma, Central and 
Southwestern Railway Company through the Indian Territory 
and Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HUDSON. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does this bill make an original grant? 

Mr. HUDSON. No, sir; it does not grant anything; itsimply 
allows a right of way. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But this is an original measure—not an ex- 
tension of time as to a right previously granted? 

Mr. HUDSON. A House bil! similar to this has been reported 
favorably by the House committee. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me that a bill of this kind should 
be regularly considered. 

Mr. KILGORE. Itsimply grants right of way, with the usual 
restrictions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not know wht the restrictions are; I 
have not read the bill. If there were likely to be any material 
damage by reason of delay, of course I would consent that the 
bill be reid and considered now; but I think it important that 
bills of this character should be carefully examined. I have no 
objection to permitting the bill to lie on the table. 

Mr. HUDSON. I think I can explain this matter to the gen- 
tleman’s satisfaction. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall have to insist on my objection to im- 
mediate consideration. 

Mr. HEARD. I ask unanimous consent that the bill lie on 
the Speaker's table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Mis-ouri [Mr. Hearp]|? The Chair hears none; 
and it is so ordered. 

PAY OF PER DIEM AND SESSION EMPLOYES, ETC. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the per diem 
and session clerks and other session employés of the Senate and House of 
Representatives be retained in the service of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives during the coming recess of Congress; and that the provi- 
sions of the joint resolution authorizing Members of the House of Represen- 
tatives to certify monthly the amount paid or agreed to be paid by them for 
clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge of their official and 
representative duties be, and the same are hereby, continue. and made appli- 
cable during the coming recess of Congress; and a sum sufficient to meet 
the requirements of this jointresolution is heresy appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
this joint resolution atthe presenttime? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears none; and the resolution (H. Res. 86) is before the House 
for consideration. 

Mr. SAYERS. I suggest that the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. RICHARDSON] strike out the appropriation in this resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I have the floor, I believe. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well; I make that suggestion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I did not hear the state- 
ment of the gentleman; I wouid like to hear it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that the resolution contains an 
indefinite »pproprixtion. 

Mr. RiCHARDSON of Tennessee. It contains an appropria- 
tion to pay the amount which will be due to these session clerks 
and employ.s. The amount is not specified, because it is not 
definitely known. 

Mr.SAYERS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I shall object to this un- 
less the indefinite feature is stricken out. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. If the gentleman will fix 
the amount, I will insert it. Ido not know the exact amount. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is no necessity of fixing the amount. 
There is a bill now pending between the Senate and the House 
which will amply provide for all these clerks. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. During this vacation? 

Mr. SAYERS. During this vacation. The bill contains an 
appropriation of $200,00vu. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Ido not understand that the bill pro- 
vides for the pay of employés during the present month. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. The bill referred to does contain 
an appropriation, but without legislation of this character I pre- 
sume the money would not be available for the payment of cler- 
a service during the vacation—I mean from now until Decem- 

er. : 
Mr.SAYERS. Butif the bill now pending between the Senate 
and the House be passed, the appropriation which it contains 
will be suflicient-to pay these clerks. 

Mr.CANNON of Lilinois. Theappropriation will be sufficient; 
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but without a resolution of this kind, there would be no ays) 
inlaw topaythem. Thegentleman from Tennesse mj; 
out the appropriation, and then if the legislation em} 
this resolution be passed, these employés could be pa 
event that the necessary appropriation is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman can amend the re 
necessary so as to authorize payment; but I do prot 
this House,a Democratic House, making an indefin 
priation. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 


stand it has never been the custom in a resolution of 
to insert the exact amount called for; it is almost i 
do so. Now, sir, in order to show the absolute necess 
adoption of a resolution of this kind, I ask to have 
Ciek’s desk a communication signed by the Postma 
House and addressed to the Speaker; and I will say t! 
true with reference to the employés of our post-offi 
also as to all the other empluyés of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED S71, 
Washington, D. C., Oct 

Str: I desire to submit that in the event of adjournment it wi 
sible for me to maintain the efficiency of the service of the post 
House unless provision is made for continuing the session mess: 
pay-roll during the intermission. 

My present force consists of the assistant postmaster, ten ann 
gers, seven session Messengers, and one laborer, the same in nu 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, which consisted of only 292 mem 
that time the increase in membership, the vast increase in ma 
all kinds, and especially of documents, the great expansion otf 
portion of the city, distributing members over a vast area, the 
clerks to members, etc., has fully doubled the work of the « 
pelled me to apply to the Committee on Accounts of the pre 
for five additional messengers. 

Of the present force, four are employed in the office of th: 
two at the city post-office, andif the session messengers are 
only four men will remain to operate tive delivery wagons a1 
two-horse wagon for handling heavy bags. 

In consideration, therefore, of this state of affairs, and from th: 
the annual messengers perform duty every day in the year inclu 
days and holidays, and from the further fact that the work of the « 
not be materially lessened by the short adjournment, I earnest! 
spectfully recommend that the session messengers of the House p 
be continued on duty with pay during the interim. 

Very respectfully, 
L. DALTON 
Postmaster, House of Representat 
Hon. C. F. Crisp, 
Speaker, House of Representatives. 


Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me? 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. In a moment I will yi: 


to the gentleman. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to reply to the communicatio: 
read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I will yield to th 
man in a moment. 

Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that there is much force in tli 
gestion of the gentleman from Texas in reference to inde 


appropriations; but inasmuch as these salaries provided fi 


this resolution are the amounts in every case allowed un 
isting law, and fixed absolutely and certainly, so that th. 
be no deviation from them, it seems to me that it is un: 
sary to stipulate in the resolution the aggregate amount 
for that reason I have not made the calculation. It is : 
matter of calculation. 

The amount fixed by law for these salaries can neith: 
creased nor lessened; the law fixes the salary in every « 
hence there will be no need to make the computation a1 
the exact amount that the resolution would carry. [bh 
had the time to do it; and while I recognize that there is 
force in the objection the gentleman mikes to indelini't 
priations, yet I do not think it can apply to a case of thi 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman from Texas 
I desire to know whether or not the same principle is 
volved in the passage of the resolution now before th 
that is involved in the contention between the Hous 
Senate on the amendmentof the Senate to the urgent d 
bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I think not. In tl 
there was a vacationof over twomonths. Here, in this in: 
we are running into the last month. 

You take, for instance, the adjournment of Congress « 
4th of March, when this term of Congress expires; it his 
the unbroken practice of the House, and of Congress, to p: 
emp!eycsforthe whole month, because they are kepthere unt 
4th, and frequently for days after the 4th, attending to th: 
lic business, ana Congress has always appropriated for 1 
tire month of March on the ground that it was just a! 
table to allow it. 


In this instance we keep these employés here until someti! 


in November, Mr. Speaker, and if there is ever a time it s 
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: en the members will need their clerical assistance, it 
whe! 


on ; 
7 during the few days of this recess. Many of these per- 


will be r : ; 
sons live too far away to go home, and they will h LVe to remain 
. wing the recess; and this resolution is only right and just 

a he circumstances. 

7 ad now to the gentleman from Texas as much time as he 
3AYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the House will give me its 
for a few moments I wish to reply to the letter which 
hoe ist be read atthe request of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
~ when I heard that the application of the Postmaster was be- 
- Committee on Accounts for an increased force, I asked 
ister-General to send the best inspector he had to in- 
enect that office. That inspection was made and a report was 
do that in the judgment of the inspector no increased force 
eded in that office, that there was enough force in the 
o do the work of the House, and that all that was needed 
‘1 - the session was a man at the city post-office to assist the 


won duty there and a laborer to assist in driving the 

ron, but as to the increased clerical foree he said there 

was no ne cessity for it. 

Now. sir, a word as to the resolution proposed by the gentle- 
om Tennessee. I wish to call the attention of the House, 


7 specially the gentlem in from Tennessee, to the fact thatin 
the Filty-first Congress, when the then majority in this House 
were proposing indefinite appropriations, it met with the bitter 
as tand remonstrance from every Democrat in the House 


it t time, not only in the first, but also in the second session 
t Congress. But now here, when the tables have been 


turned, we tind Democrats proposing to do the very same thir 
th ey censured the Republicans for doing in the Fifty-first 
Cor ess, 


Mr. REED. Do not they always do that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not always, by any means. 

Mr. BOATNER. Does the gentleman consider this an in- 
definite appropriation? 

SAYERS. I do. 

Mr. BOATNER. Can the gentleman maintain that, when 

v sulary covered by the resolution is fixed bylawand when 
not 2 dollar more can be paid out under the resolution than th¢ 
law allows? 

Mr. BUNN. All fixed by law. 

Mr. SAYERS. My understanding of an indefinite appropri- 
ation is anything in the shape of an appropriation that does not 
carry a specific amount on the face of the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. This carries the whole amount. That is sim- 





ply a play on words. 
Mr. BUNN. It is only a question of calculation. 
Mr. BOATNER. Let me ask the gentlemanif the Committee 


on Appropriations makes provision in a bill ‘‘ that an amount 
sufficient to pay the salaries of Members of Congress and D-le- 
gates, is hereby appropriated,” whether it would be in his judg- 
ment an indefinite appropriation? 
. SAYERS. It would. 
Mr. BOATNER. Would it not be a mere matter of calcula- 


.SAYERS. I will explain to the gentleman the difference 
When the sum total of the appropriation by Congress is to be 
made up the Clerk can only take the face of the bills and make 
up the aggregate from them. Hecan not zo behind the bill and 
inquire as to the amounts that may be involved in the appropri- 
ations, 

Mr. KILGORE, Will my colleague allow me an inquiry? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly 

Mr. KILGORE. I would like to know what class of employé 
are provided for by this resolution? 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not understand exactly what it provides 

Mr. BUNN. Only the session employés. 

Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentleman-from Tennessee who of- 
fered the resolution enlighten the House as to the purpose of 
the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The session employés. 

Mr. KILGORE, Does that include clerks to members of the 
House? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. It does. It says so in so 
many words. It says, in so many words, the clerks to members. 
Mr. KILGORE. Then TI am not in favor of that. 
ir. BOATNER. You do not need toemploya clerk if you do 
not want one. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | 


RICHARDSON] to change that indefinite appropriation to a fixed 
amount, to be carried on the face of the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Will the gentleman sup- 
port the resolution then? 

Mr. SAYERS. It requires about $30,000 each month to pay 


for the clerks to members. As to the amoun 








necessary in order to pay the session employes, I can n ’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessi [ want to ask my fri 
{[Mr. SAYERS] if he considers an appropri it to pay the sala 
of the ge ntleman from Texas, we wiil s Vv. W fixed by 
law, without speci ying the mount, ani nit itu : 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman seems to1 ’ 
meaning of an ‘indefinite’ appropriation. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenness Well, I do 
man says that is an indefinite approp t 

Mr.SAYERS. Whenthe clerks of the C 
priations of the two Houses come to make up th 
hey are to do under th Ww, ¢ h ‘ ( 
propriati y Cong t 
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hever a 0 By iat L-mea n 
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Mr. KILGORE. Will the gentlema rom T N 
RICHARDSON | allow me a wo or two 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Y Ho { 
does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. KILGORE. Not over two minut 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand this resolution propo t 
for the members of the House that which the House refuse 
night to do for the Senate; that is, to pay for their cl < | 
du y v ition The p Os is to in t] or« 
pay emplo whose services and end ith th djour 
met y ulary during Vin nd this includes me 
pers Ciel 8 

] not assent to that propo ition T o t hich wa 

na n favor of the reso i to vy each 1 ‘ra clerk 
during the session was based on the idea that the member has a 
ereat deal o xtra work to perform growing out of hi ! | 
duties as a Representative—going to the Departments, attend 
ing Lo correspondence, etc. Besides that he is charg witht 
duty of sending out documents, seed, and other publ ide 
furnished by the Government with which toelectioneer, a1 i 
he had no time for preparation on the work in the H ‘and 
CoO tte In faet that he had 1 » tim to thi t . 

W ngaged in doing all the d dgery W i1ich th \ I 

“ i on l, Mm i ti on tnan ( t wna 
} pt ind < t | veand in icat > ) 

the stio I contended tl he ought to! a 

o dé ! » tl t he ight or 
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is W e to 1 from his boarding h¢ 

My ) | ould s rest to t gventl n ire 
th 3 ct, the experin t is evik yaf 
Co S 

M [LGORI [he entleman f1 I f 
tne ch } has been pioom! i I ft 
pury 1 t was the sole purp | til 
the dgery off members that they might be able to 
tle. aughter.] Ego cogit n I think, so | st. Thi ing 
is necess y to existence. Laugh P. Now, | ly th { 
gress is threatening to ad ourn ata very early ho 


Mr. REED. 1 like the word “threatening.” 
Mr. KILGORE (continuing). And the purpose 
ment is to relax the stringency of the thinkin 
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each member, and turns him loose unencumbered by any obliga- 
tion to cogitate; and, being thus unhindered, hecan send out his 
own books, seeds, and documents. He can write his own letters 
and attend to his duties at the various Departments and bureaus. 
The reason for the clerk does not exist during the vacation, 
hence the clerk ought not toexist. If I need a clerk during the 
vacation to help me to think and perform other light duties I 
ought to pay him myself, not call on the Government to do so. 
If | need a clerk to attend to my duties while off frolicking over 
the country and taking in the various shows and the various fairs 
and performances, then [ought to pay him myself out of my own 
pocket. I can not agree to the passage of this measure unless a 
quorum should happen to be presentand voting. That observa- 
tion is meant as a prediction and not asa threat. [Laughter. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I urged 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I ask the gentleman what 
time he requests? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five minutes. I just want to call attention 
to an incident that occurred yesterday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I yield five minutes to the 
sntleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On yesterday when the subject of the ad- 
journment of the House was under consideration, | urged the 
propriety of a recess, especially upon the ground that by that 
means all the committees of the House that were prepared to 
continue their work could do so, and have their bills, especially 
appropriation bills controlled by the several committees having 
appropriations in charge, ready when Congress met in Decem- 
ber. 

The argument made against this was that it was a measure of 
extravagance, because you would have to pay the session em- 
ployés. I presume some gentlemen were influenced in the inter- 
est of economy in voting against a recess instead of an adjourn- 
ment. That isailI have tosay,sir. On yesterday the argument 
was that it would get rid of the psyment of these clerks, and to- 
day a resolution is brought in so that the clerks may be paid. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, as | under- 
stand the statement of the gentleman from Texas, it is that he 
thinks the resolution ought to tixa limit upon the amount beyond 
which it shall not go for the payment of the clerks to members, 
and he suggested $30,000 as the amount it would take to pay for 
one month. I| have prepared a little amendment which I will 
offer, providing that the amount for the payment of clerks to 
members shall not exceed $30,000. The gentleman made no other 
objection. Now [understand the gentleman’s objection to go be- 
yond that. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will not the gentleman state the amount car- 
ried by the resolution? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I can notdo that, because 
I do not know what it is. 

Mr. SAYERS. If the gentleman is not able to inform the 
House what the amount is, he ought not to have brought the res- 
olution in, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Clerk of the House can estimate what 
the amount will be in ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON of L[llinois. Why not change the joint resolu- 
tion and make it a House resolution, and make the payment of 
session employés and for clerical assistance to members from the 
contingent fund? If that is done the contingent fund can be 
utilized, and if there is any deficiency that would be provided 
for in the regular way. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I would be content to do 
this in any other way, but I do insist these employés should be 
paid for the month of November. I understood that my friend 
did not put his objection on the merits, but on the technical 
rround. 

' Mr. BLAIR. Will the gentleman from Tennessee yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Certainly. 

Mr. BLATR. Mr. Speaker, I listened with much interest to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] that 
the object of this movement to have clerks for the assistance of 
members was in order that he might ‘‘think.” I did not under- 
stand that that was the object. I think that would require per- 
haps an act of creative power [laughter]; and that the Supreme 
Being would have to try again in some cases. [Laughter.}] My 
idea, perhaps, if I were to search for a recondite and almost 
unanswerable source of argumentin favor of this resolution would 
be this idea, that we might continue to do the drudgery, and 
pay someone who had capacity to think for us. (Laughter. ] 

Sut now, Mr. Speaker, the truth is just this, this drudgery 
has been upon us all through the session, and it will be upon us 
toa greater extent during the vacation. If these clerks are 
permitted to remain and to do any duty at all it will take them 


ay 
pe 








about two weeks to finish up the drudgery which has jo. 
lated during thissession, and they are required all the por... 
ing time. hese clerks will have to work harder during + 
month than during any other portion of the time the 
been in the service of the members of the House; so that [+),;.. 
on every account that can be urged, these clerks ouch: +, ;’ 
helped out. 

If itis for the benefit of members at all, I think thes 
should be paid. 

Mr. KILGORE (to Mr. BuatR). Mr. Speaker, I und 
you to say that you ‘‘think.” Has there been any au 
either divine or human, for you to think in this matter? 
ter. | 

Mr. BLAIR. I assume the authority. Ithink the; 
from Texas would do well to “think” more. [Laughte: 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present , 
eration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three members be appointed, to 
committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to wait upon the P 
of the United States and inform him that unless he may have some 
communication to make, the two Houses of Congress have finished | 
ness before them, and are ready to adjourn. 

The resolution was adopted, and the Speaker appointed 
committee on the partof the House, Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. TT) 
and Mr. DINGLEY. 


PAY OF PER DIEM AND SESSION EMPLOYES. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I h con- 
ferred with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], and I hay 


tk 
lls 


| also had some figures made here hurriedly by the best ; 


the employ of the House on such a subject, the « 
Committee on Appropriations. It is estimated that i 
take exceeding #40,000 to provide for the appropriat 
under this joint resolution. I will therefore offer a 
that the amount appropriated shall not exceed $40,000 
gentleman from Texas is satisfied with that, and I hope i 
be satisfactory to the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. I want to ask the gentlemai 
Tennessee and the gentleman from Texas whether or not they 
are satisfied that this simple form of resolution will carry the 
appropriation and fully justify each member in expending money 
in the employment of a clerk during the month of Novembe 

Mr. SAYERS. Unquestionably. This is a joint resolution 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. [ did not understand that; | 
thought it was a simple House resolution. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask fora 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After Pag ty ecar ews * insert the following: “Provided, The amount appro 
priated in this resolution shall not exceed $0,000.’ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the amendment will 
considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Upon ordering the yeas and nays, |! gentle- 
men have risen in the affirmative. There has been no vote this 
morning, so the Chair will count the other side. Those opposed 
will rise. [After the count.] Upon this question i! gentlemen 
have risen in the affirmative and 128 in the negative. Thie yeas 
and nays are refused. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point thatn 
quorum has voted. a 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum. One-fiftho 
the members present, whether the number be more or less than 
a quorum, tnay demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I understand that; but I make the point 
that there is no quorum present to transact this business 

Mr. COGSWELL. The point is too late. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of the gentleman ! 
Texas. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Imake the point of order, Mr. Speaker— 
I do not claim to be a parliamentarian and I may be in error — 
make the point of order that there has been a vote, which goes 
on the record, and which discloses the fact that there is nota 
quorum of the members of this House present. 

A MEMBER. What vote? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The vote just taken. 

Mr. COGSWELL. That was not a vote. That was 2 count 
upon ordering the yeas and nays. 
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Mr. HUTCHESON. 
‘c well taken or not. 
“The SPEAKER. Of course on the question of the adoption 
of the result there must be a quorum voting if the pointis made. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Wheneveranything transpires that goes 
non the record and shows there is no quorum voting— 
“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas should under- 
etund the point. The Constitution of the United States provides 
thot one-filth of the members present may have a yea-and-nay 
.yecord vote. Even if there were not more than twenty or 
oan ty-five members present, one-fifth of them could order the 
oat and nays upon any question, 2nd there must always be a 
orum voting for the transiction of business. The adoption 
shat resolution is business, and if the gentleman makes the 
saint that no quorum votes upon the the Chair 
ks the pointis well taken. The ruling which the Chair has 
t made was upon the question o. ordering the yeas end nays, 
nd not upon the question of agreeing to the joint resolution. 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Thatis all right, Mr. Speaker. 
i 











I submit to the Chair whether the point 


( 


resolution, 


he SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read a third 
"The joint resolution was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. Shall this joint resolution pass? 
Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I submit the point of order 
' that there has been no vote on the second reading. 
, The SPEAKER. The joint resolution has been ordered toa 
third reading, and it has been read the third time. 
Mr. KILGORE. But it was not ordered by a vote of the 
Mr. SPEAKER. The Chair stated that if there was no ob- 
ection the amendment would beagreedto. That was done with- 
outa vote. Then, as the Chair understood, without objection, 
the resolution was ordered to athird reading. Thenthe gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. HU'TCHESON | demanded the yeas and nays, 
and they were refused. Now the question is: Shall the resolu- 


tion 


pass? 
Mr. KILGORE. Ithink the Chair is in error if he will pardon 
me. 
The SPEAKER. Of course, if the Chair is in error he wants 
to be corrected. 

Mr. KILGORE. Before the question was submitted my col- 
league from Texas [Mr. HUTCHESON] demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

‘he SPEAKER. 
mitted. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, before it was voted on by the House 
| was on the floor to demand a division on that question when I 
was interrupted —— 

The SPEAKER. Why, there wasadivision—that is the Chair 
thinks there was; there may be a mistake. But according to 
the recollection of the Chair there was a division, and then a 
demand was made for the yeas and nays; and the Chair stated 
that the point of ‘‘no quorum” could not be made on a demand 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I would like toappeal to the notes of the 
stenographer on this point. 

The SPEAKER. The point is not at all material, because 

4 the vote will now come on the passage of the resolution. [A 
- pause.| The stenographers state that the Chair has correctly 
fi given the position of the question. 

, Mr. HUTCHESON. Then I withdraw the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now, Shall the joint resolu- 


Oh, no; not before the question was sub 





Ee tion pass? 
a Mr. HUTCHESON. On that question I demand a division. 
a lhe question being taken there were—ayes 138, noes 22. 


E Mr. HUTCHESON. 
b; voted. 
Fe Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. [ 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 149, nays 53, 
not voting 151; as follows: A 


[ make the point that no quorum has 


the yeas and 


demand 








YEAS—149. 
Adams, Brickner, Cobb, Mo. Durborow, 
Alexander, Broderick, Cockrell, Ellis, Oregon 
Apsley, Brosius, Coffeen, English, 
e Arnold, Brown, Cogswell, Epes, 
af Avery, Bryan, Cooper, Fla. Erdman, 
3 Babcock, Bunn, Cox, Fielder, 
e Baker, N. H. Bynum, Crain, Fletcher, 
A Barwig, Cabaniss, Cummings, Funstcn, 
F Berry, Cadmus, Curtis, Kans. Gardner, 
t Bingham, Caldwell, Daniels, Geary, 
: Black, Ill. Campbell, Davey, Geissenhainer, 
Ea Blair, Cannon, IIL. De Forest, Goldzier, 
9 Boatner, Caruth, Denson, Gorman, 
¥ Bower, N. C. Catchings, Dingley, Grady, 
f Brawley, Causey, Donovan, Hainer, 
pa Bretz, Clarke, Ala. Doolittle, Hammond, 
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| Harmer, 
Harris, 

| Harter, 
Hartman, 
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Lisle 
Lockwood, 
Maguire, 
Mahon 





Pearson, 
Pendleton, W. Va 
Pig t, 


Powers, 
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Sperry 
Springer 
Stevens 


Stone, C. W 


|} Heard Marsh Price, Stone, Ky 

| Hermann, Martin, Ind. Ray Sweet 

| Hilborn, McCleary, Minn. Rayner, 1 ott, Md 

| Hines McCreary, Ky R ; I As 
Hitt, Mc Dannold, Reilly Ira 

muk, Ohio M n ne Wa 
Houk, Tent Mc! ri ] } Ohio Wat 
H h M ny Richardson, Tenn, W 
[kir Me é R WW 
Joh yn, Ind M er R n, La Vi 
Ji n, N. Dak. I r Ry W 
Jo n, Ohio Mi cen, Scranton wi 
el M y Ss W 1 
KX r M n < W wi : 
I MI 1. Wi 
I n O : 

! P: s Ss h 

I Payo Se 

NAYS-—5 

Bile Cooper, Tex. H n Snod 

ba Kans Cooper, Wis Ki re Stoc 

Ba I ( ord, Lan St 

Barnes, Dav Lynch Tal s 
Bell, Tex De Armond, Maddox Tarsne 

Bl Ga. Dinsmore, M Ta 

Blanchard D er Mel yn, T 

Bland Fi ‘ Mel Te 

Boen K« M mery, 1 

Branch by M V 

I kshire, Hi Minn Ne W I 
( on, Cal Hall, Mo R 

( Mo, Henderson, N. C savers 

( Ala Holman, she 

NOT VOTI 151 

Abt Edy nds I € P« 

Ai I Ss, ky Latimer, Ra i 

Aldet I Een Lawson, Rict Mich. 
A Kvere Lester, Ro n, Pa 
\ Fellows Lil Ru 

Ba i Pits Livi ston ra ( in 
B Ik Lo. R i 

; Gear Lo slager, Sel rm 

( et, N. ¥ Luea Shert 

! lo Gillett, Mass Ma ‘ Six 

; a Goodnight M . Sim 

soute Graham Ma N, ¥ Sta 

Bowe Ca Gresham, McAleer Step 180 

I Gro nor, MeCa St W.A 
B ge, Ark. Grout Met ‘ Storer 
B ige, Ky. Hager Mc St 
Burne Haines McEttric) Swa n 
Burrows Hare, McKaig Taw 
Caminetti, Hatch, McKeighan, Tayi Tenn 
Capehart, Haugen, Me Millin, Tue 
Chickering, Hayes, Meredith Turpin 
Childs Heiner Me Tyler 
Clancy, Henderson, Ill. Mt ay U pade 
Cockran, Henderson, [lowa Mutchler, Van \V oor N. ¥ 
Compton, Hendrix, Newlands, Van Voor Ohio 
Conn Hepburn Nor way Wa rth 
Coombs, Hicks O'l Wa 
Cooper, Ind Hooker, Miss O'Ne LSS Well 
Cornish, Hooker, N. Y O'Neill, Pa Ww ‘ 
Cousins, Hopkins, [il Outhwaite, Wheeler, Ala 
Cove Hopkins, Pa Page Wheeler, I 
Culberson, Hulick, Pa al wi 1, Ohio 
Curtis, N. Y. Hul Paynter, wi 
Dalzell, Hunter, Pence Wo ton 
Dolliver, Jones Pendleton, Tex Ww ird 
Draper Kem, * n W oome 
Dunn, Kribbs, Phill Wright, Mass 
Dunphy, Kyle Pick 

So the joint resolution was passed. 

Mr. COX. My colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN], who is paired on 
this question, is absent from the House because engaged on a 
conference committee. 

The following pairs were announced: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
M ’. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


McMILLIN with Mr. Bu 
BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas with Mr. HOPKINS of | 
r. HENDERSON of Illinois with Mr. WOODARD. 
SCHERMERHORN with Mr. MARVIN. 
CAMINETTI with 
SIMPSON with Mr. GILLEertr of Massachusetts. 
ENLOE with Mr. BOUTE 
RUSSELL of Georgia with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
O’FERRALL with Mr. HEPBURN. 
CONN with Mr. CHILDs. 
GOODNIGHT with Mr. STEPHENSON 
Mr. PAGE with Mr. PICKLER. 


Mr. Be 


WERS of C 


tROWS 


LUE. 


Mr. COFFEEN with Mr. LACEY. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Kentucky with Mr. O’NEILL of Penn- 


sylvania. 
Mr 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


LESTER with Mr. NORTHWAY. 
LAWSON with Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. 
ABBOTT with Mr. WALKER. 
BRATTAN with Mr. HAGER. 
For this day: 


Llinois. 


lifornia, 


Mr. O’NEIL of Massachusetts with Mr. COGSWELL. 





UM Cr ad a RP 


Son pontine nem ge i ae , 
¥ : Le Te te < 
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with Mr. WR sauT of } fassachusetts, 
TRICK with Mr. WEVER. 
$b with Mr. STRONG. 
r. MLLIs of Kentucky with Mr. DALZELL. 
Ir. GRAHAM with Mr. VAN Vooruts of Ohio. 
Mr. HOOKER of Mississippi with Mr. GROSVEN 
Ir. HAYES with Mr. COUSINS 
{r. HARE with Mr. Loup. 
*, HATCH with Mr. HULL. 
JONES with Mr. HULICK. 
TUCKER with Mr. PERKINS. 
McCuLLocH with Mr. HAUGEN. 
. PAYNTER with Mr. DOLLIVER. 
r meager with Mr. WADSWORTH 
tUSK with Mr. GEAR. 
lt « of t the vote was announc d as above stated. 
iL ARDSON of Tennessee. I move to reconsider the 
ist t *n and move to lay that motion on the table. 
HU" rc HE SON. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I move t 
» take a recess until 40’clock. [Laught or. | 
MONEY. Weare going to adjourn at 3 o'clock. 
sPEAKER. What motion does th vent! yman from 
Texas submit? 
Mr. HUTCHESON. That the House take 
teen minutes b fore 3 o'clock. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Would it be in order to move 
the rules and pas this resolution? 
The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending for a recess. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 1 rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state i 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tenn essce. As I understand it, the 
Senate has agreed to the resolution to adjourn at 3 o’clock to- 
day, which ow 80 lution was passed by the House. Now, I move 
vend the rules and lay the motion to reconsider on the 


M 
M 
M 
I 
Mr 


I 
vir 

I 

rr 


N 
\ 


SPEAKER. But the gentlemanfrom Texas hasa motion 
y for a recess which must be disposed of first. 
‘he question is on the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Che question was taken, and on a » division (demanded by Mr. 
HUTCHHSON) there were—ayes 4, noes 143. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. Mr. Speaker, [ make the point that no 
quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HUTCHESON and Mr. RIOCH- 
ARDSON of Tennessee as tellers. 

Mr. SHAW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
for the purpose of saving time, and possibly giving some infor- 
mation to the gentleman from Texas. The Chair decided that 
the resolution was passed. 

The SPEAKER. The vote by yeas and naysadopt 
lution. 

Mr. SHAW. I understand that, Mr. Speaker. Whereupon 
a motion is made to reconsider that vote and lay iton the table. 
Pending that the gentleman from Texas moves to take a recess. 
Now, I would like to have the Chair state to the gentleman if 
this filibustering should continue until 3 o'clock, ~ wholes it 
would in any way affect the resolution itself? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The 
Chair will state, however, that this being a joint resolution, of 
course in order to be operative it must be agreed to by both the 
House and Senate. 

Mr. SHAW. But hasit not already passed the House? 

The SPEAKER. 
ing. 

Mr. SHAW. Would any filibustering proceedings continue d 
up to the hour of adjournment defeat that action of the Hons« 

The SPEAKER. But the resolution will not besent from the 
Hous » while the motion to reconsider is pending. 

Mr _ SH. \W. I understand that, but I wanted the information 


d the reso: 


for the benefit of the gentleman from Texas to show that we are | 


losing time by this preceeding. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (one of the tellers). 
draw the motion to reconsider and lay on the table. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. And I renew it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
the rules 
by which the resolution was passed. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. L[rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. The motion before the House is the mo- 
tion to t ike a recess. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Oh, no; the gentleman 
withdraws that motion when he submits another. 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I beg pardon; I did not. The gentle- 
man’s proposition to withdraw his motion is very witty, but it 


| tion for a recess in order to 


It has, but a motion to reconsider is pend- | 
| me to do that, it will s 


recess. The t sllers will t uk 


[ with- | 
| nessee [ Mr. 


Now, I move to suspend | 
and lay on the table the motion to reconsider the vote | 
| before any vote on the motion to rex 


Novi 


has no significance parliamentarily. It is not inor 
his new motion while mine is pending. 

Mr. TRACEY. But you withdrew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that he , 

Mr. HUTCHESON. No, sir; I did not. I beg 
man’s pardon. Does the Chair understand me 


motion? 


The SPEAKER. TheChair underst 
that he did not. Why ntl 
Mr. HUTCHESON. 
withdrew my motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman sti 
not withdrawn it 
Mr. HUTCHESON. Iam glad the Chair and mys 
Mr. RYAN. But he has made a motion to reconsi 
on the resolution. 
Mr. BOATNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a pa 
uiry. 

"Mr. RICHARDSON of T Will the Chair} 
the parliamentary status of the question? 
The SPEAKER. The status of the question is, 
on the pending motion fora recess, on which no q 

voted. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of T 
a moment? 

The SPEAKER. If there is any question of fa 
the gentleman wishes to be heard, the Chair will o 
cognize him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 


sMnnesseec. 


Will the Chai 


When I with 


| tion to reconsider and lay on the table, the gentleman fr¢ 
| then made another or renewed the motion that a W 


Now he abandons his motion for a recess when hem 
which is independent, separate, and apart from ther m 


| recess. The motion to reconsider and lay on the tab! 


motions combined together as one, is the pending m¢ 
the gentleman can not make that motion while the mo 
recess is pending. Therefore he must have withdrawn 
submit the other. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the Chair would not hold an 

leman to any technical rule. The gentleman made the 
no quorum had voted upon the motion for a recess, T: 
»appointed, The tellers had taken their places. The H 
¢ ea In that state of the case the gentleman from T 
| Mr. th LARDSON] withdrew his motion—not the mot 
for the recess, but the motion that was pending to reconsi 
and ki Ly upon the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas |[Mr. LI 
ESON]| then stated that he renewed the motion. Any gen 
who voted in the affirmative, of course, had the rig ‘ht $0 rv 
the motion to reconsider, and that could be entered, the C) 
will state, Ipending any business, because it must be ent 
under the rules, within a limited time. 

Mr. REED. Did the gentleman from Texas[Mr. Hurcu 
vote with the majority? 

Mr. HUTCHESON. I did, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the g 
did. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, is it in orde: 
me to ask the gentleman to withhold the motion long e 
e to make a report from a committee and get it onto t 
onli >? Tam afraid the oppor tunity will be lost if that 
not now taken. If the gent tleman will be kind enough to 
ve the trouble of calling for the r 

order. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum has voted on the m: 
6 their places. 
Mr. Speaker, I understand that tl 
n from Tennesses has |} 


Mr. POWERS. 
tion proposed by the gentlema 
House? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

ir. POWERS. And that amotfon to reconside 
that motion on-.the table was made by the gentleman 
RICHARDSON], and is now withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. It has been renewed by the gent 
Texas |Mr. HUTCHESON]. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, in the event that 3 o’clock i 
sonsider, does not 
the resolution as passed by the House. 

The SPEAKER. Passed by the House, undoubtedly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. But this is a joint 
tion, which requires the action of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. As many asfavor the motion that th 
take a recess until fifteen minutes before 3 o’clock will } 
tween tellers and be counted. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 3, n 
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» the motion was rejecte 
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>] KER. T'wo-thir i ot 
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RICHARDSON ¢ \ : 
off 1 resolution. | ting 
fy. HUTCHESON. Ss | t ( “= 
SPEAKER. The gent n tate ; ‘Spo 
\ HUTCHESON. My pr } a L.TNI 

pending to reconsider h 

That has never been a ~ 
The SPEAKER. The 

tion reconsider the vote DY 1 Ul H ) J a , 

dlution, and the gentleman from Tennes ved to on — " 

the rules and lay that motion upon the ( re — - 
Mr. HUTCHESON. And that he vot = 
The SPEAKER (conti 19 And two-tl is ] 

in favor th of, the rules w d t i 1 to la 

on the table prevailed. L¢ 1} La 

to submit a resolution. 

Mr.HUTCHESON. [ha O - 

Mr. Speaker = 
Mr. BROWN. Regular ord 
The SPEAKER. ‘The House wi 
M HU T« LESON. | } V ean ho 
The SPEAKER rhe gent ot in ord 
Mr. HUTCHESON. To: le to the H 
The SPEAKER. The gent nan ( 

House will be in order. 
Mr. CARUTH. Recular ord ; ; 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is d ‘ 

lar order is the call o 1m) f ~ 

will call the committ 3 

CASH 1! ES ) 
Mr. SOMERS, from the Committe l re 

mitted a report on the bill (H. R. 4244 

offered lands. 

Mr. SOMERS. Mr. Spe 

of privilege on that bi 
The SPEAK [ ; 

this bill has some degree « rivi ) O14 

it had been recommitted by the Ho 3 

gentieman reports it now; and l n 

k as to its privi red cha , 
s by reporting it, but will be deter i wh 
: alled to t ition « tne fi t se 
Mr. WI! A parliament } 
The SP KER. The gentleman w é 
Mr. WELLS. I wish to ask tl 

whe ‘r the bill is amended soas t ! 

States mentioned in the original bi 
Mr. SOMERS. I think it comprise 

The information called for is furnis] i le rr { 
Lhe SPEAKER. The bill will be ordered } l, and ré ‘ 

red to the Cammittee of the Who House o1 state of t 






Union 
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In line 2 of section 2, after the word “ said,” insert “southern,” and add to 
said section the following: ‘‘In addition to the terms at Key West and 
Tampa as now provided by law.” 

Strike out sections 3 and 4, and add the following as section 3: 

Seo. 38. And beit further enacted, Thatall cases or proceedings pea the 
circuit court for the northern district of Florida, at Jacksonville, Fla., or 
filed in the office of the clerk of said circuit court, at Jacksonville aforesaid, 
and all records of said court at Jacksonville aforesaid, are hereby transferred 
to said circhit court for the southern district of Florida, to be proceeded with 
therein as if originally instituted insaid court. Anda)! cases or proceedings 
pending in the district court for the northern district of Florida, at Jackson- 
ville, F'la., or filed in the office of the clerk of said district court, at Jackson- 
ville aforesaid, and all records of said court at Jacksonville aforesaid, are 
hereby transferred to said district court for the southern district of Florida, 
to be proceeded with therein as if originally instituted in said court. 


The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered toa third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BOATNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to change the | 


boundaries of the judicial districts of the State of Florida.” 
DAMS ACROSS KANSAS RIVER. 


sent for the present consideration of the bill which [ send to the 
desk. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: A bill (H. R. 340) to 
authorize the construction and maintenance of a dam or dams 
across the Kansas River, within Shawnee County, in the State 
of Kansas. 


tleman from Kansas, I desire to present a conference report. I 
wish to present it at this time in order to give an opportunity 
for the bill to be engrossed. 


REMISSION OF DUTIES ON GOODS EXHIBITED AT CHICAGO. 
The conference report was read, as follows: 


The committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 


on the amendment of the Senate tothe joint resolution (H. Res. 22) toamend 


the act approved April 25, 1890, relating to the admission of articles intended | 


for the World’s Columbian Exposition, having met, after a full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the | 


Senate, and agree to the same. 
W. D. BYNUM, 
BENTON McMILLIN, 
SERENO S. PAYNE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JUSTIN F. MORRILL, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The conference report was agreed to. 


Mr. BYNUM moved to reconsider the vote by which the report | 
wus agreed to, and also moved that the motion toreconsider be 


laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS FOR MEMBERS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a House 
resolution with Senate amendments. The Clerk will report the 
amendments, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

line 4, strike out * twenty-two” and insert “fifteen.”’ 


Line 5, strike out all after *‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD” down to “extraor- | 


dinary,” lines 11 and 12, and insert “‘ during the first;’’ so that the resolution 
will read: 


lie Printer be directed to furnish to each Representative and Delegate 15 ad- 


ditional copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD during the first session of the | 


Fifty-third Congress. 


Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The effect of this amend- 


nt is simply to give members of the House and Delegates, , 2 , in 
ment is simply 4 & | sists upon its amendment, numbered 6, to the bill (H. R. 4177 


87 copies of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD instead of 44, as pro- 


vided for in the resolution passed by the House. Senators get | 


only 37 copies each, and they do not thiak they ought to 
agree to give members of the House a larger number than they 
get them-elves, as that has never been done in the distribution 
of any public document. Gentlemen will understand that this 
applies only to the present session. The permanent increase of 
8 additional copies will be provided for in the printing bill which 


has passed the House and is now pending inthe Senate. I move | 


that the House concur in the Senate amendment 
The amendment was concurred in. 
DAMS ACROSS KANSAS RIVER. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the bill pre- 
sented by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CURTIS]. 
The bill (H. R. 340) was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of R sentatives af the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Chicago-Topeka iat, Sieot, end 
Power Company. a corporation organized under the laws o 6 State of 
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Illinois, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized 
empoweredeto construct and maintain a dam or dams across the Kanes. 
River, at any suitable place or places within the county of Shawnee. in 
State of Kansas. 

Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is here 
pressly reserved. 


The amendments recommended by the:committee were yr 
as follows: 


Strike out section 2 and insert the following: 

‘* Provided, That on notice by the Secretary of War that said dam or 
are material obstructions to navigation, said dam or dams shall be a 
removed, or suitable lock or locks provided by the owner or owners 
at his or their expense, so as not to interfere with navigation: And 
Jurther, That if after due and sufticient notice in such case the ow 
owners of said dam or dams shall neglect or fail to provide suitab! 
locks, or otherwise modify or remove said obstructions, in such 
the Secretary of War may direct, the said Secretary is hereby a 
and directed to cause suitable lock or locks to be provided, or said 
tions to be removed or modified at the expense of the United Stat 
institute proceedings against the person or persons or corporati 
or controlling said dam or dams for the recovery of the expense t} 
fore the circuit court of the United States in and for the district 
said dam or dams may be located. 

‘Seo, 2, That the dam or dams herein provided for shall be comn 
within one year from the date of approval of this act and completed 
three years, under penalty of the forfeiture of the franchise herein ~ 

‘Sec, 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is her: 


| pressly reserved.” 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | 


Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, that bill is too important to pass 
under a unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Some time subsequently: 

Mr. BRETZ. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my 0! 
tion to the consideration of the bill cailed up by the gentle 


, | from Kansas. 
Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, pending the request of the gen- 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks un in 
consent for the consideration of this bill. The gentlem in 


| Indiana objected, but now withdraws the objection. Is 
| further objection? 
The SPEAKER. A conference reportis, of course, privileged. | 


There being no objection the bill was considered, the : 
ments recommended by the committee were agreed to, and 


| bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, [I ask unanimous consent that 


| gentlemen desiring to print remarks upon the pending bill to 
| establish a uniform system of bankruptcy may be permitted to 


do so. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer a res¢ 
lution for immediate consideration. 
Mr. MEYER. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for, which is 


' equivalent to an objection. 


Mr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, | desire 
to present a privileged report. 

Mr. MEYER. I withdraw the demand for the regular orde: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina |\): 
HENDERSON] states that he desires to present a privileged report 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of itscle: 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the following reso 


ae oan 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Pub- | tlon: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, That the Presi 
of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives be authori 
close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses on the 
day of November present, at 3 o’clock p. m. 


The message also announced that the Senate still further in- 


to provide for further urgent deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1894, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House 
of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the 
House of Representatives, and had appointed Mr. Cock 2&LL, 
Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. CULLOM as the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed the following res- 


| olution: 


Resolved, That a committee of two members of the Senate be appointed to 
join a similar committee on the part of the House of Representatives to wait 
on the Presidert of the United States and inform him that the two Houses 
of Congress are ready to adjourn, and respectfully inquire if he has any fw 
ther communication to make to them. 


In compliance with the foregoing resolution the Presiding 


Officer appointed as said committee Mr. RANSOM and Mr. CUL- 
LOM, 








ie 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


vize Winners’ Exposition to be held at New York City. 


PAY OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


That the Postmaster-General be, and is hereby, requested to in- 
suse of Representatives whether the claims of letter-carriers for 














f = a mm in excess of eight hours pe r day, under theactof May 20, 188s, 
i »v the Court of Claims March 7, 1892, are being received, or can be 
. . .djusted, and paid, or certified to Con ‘ss for appropriation, with 
ervention or services O orneys 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads having con- 
jered this resolution, recommend its passage. 
HENDERSON of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, this is 
: formal resolution calling on the Postmoaster-General for 
nformation. 
‘re. MCMILLIN. Will the gentleman om North Carolina 
Mr. HENDERSON] be kind enough to state the purpose of the 
esolution? 
Ve. HENDERSON of North Carolina. The purpose is to ascer- 
bein from the Postmaster-General whether it is necessary that 
ay-carriers having claims for extra service under the eight- 
hour law are required to employ attorneys. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It carries with itnoappropriation; it simply 
] r information. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. Itimposes noadditional charge on the Gov- 


ment 

Vr. HENDERSON of North Carolina. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
for these carriers to pay fees to attorneys, or whether 
tment will settle the claims without the intervention 


t 
‘ 


None whatever. 


of attorneys 
There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 

Hao} te a 

PAYMENT FOR CLERIC 

Mr. SAYERS. Iask unanimous consent for the consideration 
solution which [ send to t 

lerk read as follows: 


AL SERVICES TO MEMBERS. 


fiha re 
0 e! 


The ¢ 


1 . 1 
ne desk, 


directed to use 
ems of the contingent fund in the 


That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, 


lit of miscell 


ey to the cre t 










y mon neous i 
i1yment of Members and Delegates the amounts which they have paid or 
agreed to pay for clerk hire necessarily employed by them in the discharge 
their official and 1 resentative duties during the month of October, and 
id including the 3d day of November, 1893, as authorized by the joint 


resolution approved March 3, 1893 


Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, 1 am informed by the Clerk of 
ment of clerk hire there is nota sufficient amount remaining to 
make payment for the month of October and for the portion of 
the present month which has already expired, but thatif the 
general contingent fund be used for this purpose he will huve 
h for the purpose. He believes that without a resolution 
of this kind he has the authority to make such payment: but | 

n apprehensive that on the presentation of his accounts at the 
lreasury Department they would not be allowed by the account- 
ng officers without such provision as is embraced in this reso- 
Therefore, out of abundance of caution, I ask the adop- 
on of the resolution. 

Many MEMBERS. All right. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered and 

ad ypted, 
PAYMENT TO WIDOW OF W. HADDAWAY. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama, by unanimous consent, submitted the 


lution, 


; 


REV. S. 


following resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: | 


solved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be authorized and 
lrected to pay out of the contingent fund of the House of Representatives 
to Mary E. Haddaway, widow of Samuel W. Haddaway, deceased, late Chap- 
‘in of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to one year of the salary 
pa | to the chaplain, and he be further directed to pay out of the contingent 
‘to said Mary E. Haddaway the expenses attending the last illness and 

‘al of the deceased Chaplain, not to exceed in amount the sum of #500. 

DIPLOMAS FOR DESIGNERS, INVENTORS, ETC, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the joint resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. I desire to explain that this resolution embraces one of 
the sections of the urgent deficiency appropriation bill which is 
about to fail—the portion which has been unanimously agreed 
to at this session by both Houses of Congress. Unless this pro- 
vision be adopted ina separate resolution, it must fail along with 
the deficiency bill. 

he SPEAKER. The joint resolution sent to the desk will 
be read, after which there will be opportunity for objection. 

'he Clerk read as follows: 


‘i 





Joint resolution (H. Res, 77) conferring diplomas upon designers, inventors, 
and expert artisans. 

Resolved by the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled, That a diploma of honorable mention may be 

conferred upon designers, inventors, and expert artisans who have assisted 


+ amendment the bill (AH. R. 4015) in aid of the Wor!d’s Fair | 


House that of the specific appropriation made for the pay- | 
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| 
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| 


[t simply asks for information whether it is | 
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in the production and perfection of such exhibits a» are awarded diplomas 

















in the World’s Columbian Exposition or are formally commended by the 
Director-General thereof; and authority i ‘ y given to the Board of 
Lady Managers of the World's Columbian Commission, acting in conjunc- 
tion With the Associated American Exhibitors, to present said diplomas of 
honorable mention to said designer hventors, and expert artisans when- 
ever a certiticate is filed with said Board of Lady Managers by an exhibitor 
who has received a medal and diploma or the formal commendatk f the 
Director-General setting forth the name or nam designer rs, 
and expert artisans who have assisted in the pr iction and perfe m of 
the exhibits for which said medals and diplomas w wa t en 
aa mm maace the ex en 6 the reo to be if? mt e sum rf T WDM i> 
I ted by an act approved March 3 n l i} i 18 
sundry civil expen f the Governmen r the tise year ¢ e 30, 
4M. and for oth purposes r the payment o i exa 
members of eco! ees to be appointed by the Board of La iwers 
3 r s ’ An ac approy La 180. a t 
Wor s Col ian Ex] ition and appropriating money th 
. “YT , , , rm } © 
The SPEAKER. Theamendments proposed to be ad d as 
a part of this resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ge 1, after the word “commission,” in lit ) strike out the words 
4 ng in conjunction with the A wiated American Exhibitors 
On pu 2, line 18, after the word the,’’ inse regate 
1 line 19, after the word ‘ thereof,” insert “not to exceed $5,000 
' wom mn . ait Y 
Mr. SPRINGER. The object of these amendments is to make 


this resolution conform to the action taken by the House and 
Senate in connection with the urgent deficiency bill. The gen- 
tleman from Texas |Mr. SAYERS| understands this matter, and 


y further explanation which may be nec« 


IRE. I object to the 


SSnr\ 


will make an 
the joint 


Mr. KILG¢ 
resolution. 


Mr. SPRINGER. 


consideration of 


} 


[ hope the gentleman will not object. [A 


Chair 





pause } Will the recognize me to move to suspend the 
rules and pass this resolution? The proposition does not involve 
any expense to the Government, and bas already been agreed to 
| by both Houses unanimously as a part of the urgency deticiency 


| bill. I move to suspend the rules and pass this joint resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from L[llinois moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the resolution as read with the amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I make the point t the motion to sus- 
pend the rules has not yet been seconded 

The SPEAKER. Nobody called for a second upon the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON, We are entitled to have that question 
submitted. We do not know what the proposition is. 

The SPEAKER. It has been read, and, as the Chair under- 
stands, is the same as_a provision in the urgent deficiency bill 
now pending between the two Houses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It strikes me, Mr. Speaker, that while this 
resolution may be entirely proper, the House can not be deprived 





mo- 


t being 


of the right to have the question taken upon seconding the 
tion to suspend the rules. I submit that, without the poi: 
raised by any member, the Chair should put 
second demanded?” 

The SPEAKER. That 
question now. Is asecond demanded on 
the rules? 


the question, ‘Is a 


put that 
tos spend 


The Chair will 
the motion 


usual, 


1S 


Mr. CULBERSON. I demand a second. because |] ant to 
understand what this bill is. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentlemar from Texas[Mr.Say 
ERS| may be permitted to explain this matt 
Mr. CULBERSON. I am willing thata second may be con 
| sidered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, asecon ll be 
considered as ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Now, asi understand, there is opportu- 
nity under the rules for fifteen minutes debate on each 
The SPEAKER. There is. The Chair recognizes t ren 
tleman from Illinois |Mr. SPRINGER] to control the time in favor 


of the proposition, and the gentleman from ‘lexas | Mr. CULBER- 
SON | to control the time in opposition. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Lvyield to the gentieman trom 1 M 
SAYERS] us much time as he may desire 

Mr. SAYERS Mr. Speaker, the provision of th esolution 
is the same as a Senate amendment to the urgent deficiency 


bill which has been agreed to by the House. 

It only provides that out of the sum of money heretofore ap- 
propriated for the payment of the awards and referees the Bourd 
of Lady Managers may use the sum of $5,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary. for the issuance of diplomas to the work- 
men who made the different fabrics that hive been exhibited at 
the World’s Fair and which have taken premiums. It contains 
no additional appropriation, but simply authorizes the issuance 
of the diplomas to these workingmen. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Where would the money goif this au- 
thority were not given as proposed here? 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot know whether it would be expen 
or not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. 
you may be sureof that. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to know, if this bill does not pass, 
where themoney would go? I think itis a pertinent inquiry. 

Mr. SAYERS. But we do not know whether there is any 
money on hand or not. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Well, if there is? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas. Iithere is any on hand, 
and this provision was not enacted, it would be used for other 
expenditures already authorized by law, would it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Itwould be 
already authorized. 

Mr. KTLGORE. 
pens Now, I think it is about time to call a halt on this kind 
of business. 

Mr. SAYERS. But this does not appropriate a dollar. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not acent. 

Mr. KILGORE. Oh, I understand that. 


ded 


But that is just the point. 
[t would not go back into the Treasury, 


used for expenditures which are 


money is taken out of the appropriations already provided for, 
and there will be necessarily a deficiency in these other appro- 
priations, so that they will come to Congress sometime hereafter 
and isk us to make the amount good. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. 

Mr. CANNON of Illinois. 
mand on Congress for such purpose. But suppose there is. 
There is great equity and justice in giving the compliment of a 
diploma to the men whose brains originated and whose hands 


wrought out many of these wondrous works of art which have | 


been exhibited at Chicago; and it seems to me that itis a grace- 
ful thing for the American Congress to do. 

Mr. KILGORE. 
Illinois said that. I do not think it is a graceful thing. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is for the workingmen exclusively. It 
has been petitioned for by the workingmen’s organizations all 
over the country. 

Mr. KILGORE. LIunderstand that isthe allegation. We hear 
that constantly said about such things, but it is not always true. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But in this case it expressly provides that 
it is for them. 

Mr. KILGORE. That is the story, that it is for the benefit of 
the workingman; but there are plenty of workingmen down in 
my country who have no such benefits conferred upon them. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It will not costa dollar of appropriation. [ 
ask a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. KILGORE. Well, the gentleman will probably have a 
quorum for that purpose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman from Texas will not 
intervene at this hour to call fora quorum. I have stated sev- 
eral times that this is a proposition in the interests of the work- 
ingmen’s organization in Chicago —— 

Mr. KILGORE. The gentleman from Lllinois is wasting his 
time talking about that. 

Mr. SPRINGER (continuing). And these 
over the country have petitioned for the resolution. 
give a diploma to the workingmen. 

Mr. KILGORE. I understand that. 
been willing to extend this session as it should have been ex- 
tended we would have had plenty of time to examine this mat- 
ter and understand it thoroughly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It has already twice passed the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the joint resolution. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
KILGORR, there were ayes 126, noes 6. 

So, no further count being demanded, the rules were suspended 
and the joint resolution passed. 

COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the committee appointed, to 
join the committee appointed by the Senate, to wait on the 
President of the United States and inform him that Congress 
had finished its labors, have performed that duty and report 
that the President informed the committee that he had no 
further communication to make at this time to Congress. He 
further expressed the wish for the safe return of the members 
of tie House and Senate to their respective homes. 


organizations all 
It is to 


REPORT OF 


| 25, 1890, relating to the admis 


This provides for | 


the payment of $5,000 for these medals, and if it passes thatmuch | jy tion 


It will not involve a dollar of appropriation. | 
I think there will not be any de- | 


Well, I am very sorry the gentleman from | 


[f the gentleman had |} 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr.PEARSON, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi] 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bij 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speak: 
same: 

A bill (H. R. 4015) in aid of the World’s Fair Pri 
Exposition, to be held at New York City. 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 22) to amend the act 

ion of artic] 
World’s Columbian Exposition; and 

A bill (H. R. 4186) to regulate the fees of t} 

States court for the Indian Territory. 


MESSAGE THE SENATE. 


POM 
IV 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of 


a 


| announced that the Senate had passed with amendn 
| resolution (H. Res. 56) to pay session and per diem em; 
= ei anid | other employés, and that they be retained during th 
ry’ , aw it ) 11e r v 2 

hey sa will be used to pay other ex- | : . %s ’ 
ney aay is ae pay ovner ©X- | session, in which concurrence of the House was re 


SESSION EMPLOYES. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. 
House a House joint resolution 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk 


T desire to la; 
with Senate amend n 
will report the tit 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. Res, 86) to pay session and per die: 
other employés, and that they be retained during the comin 

The SPEAKER. The 
the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 16, after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ insert: ‘‘And the 
hereby appropriated for contingent expenses of the Senate, 1 
cellaneous items exclusive of labor, for the fiscal year 1891. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I move to : 
rules and concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I would like to inquire if th 
amendment is not exactly the amendment that the Ho 
down yesterday in the conference report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Iam not informed ¢ 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I ask the gentleman from Texas 
SAYERS] if that is not true? 

Mr. SAYERS. Itis, in another form. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I mo 
suspend the rules and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to make a statement to the H 
which affects the amendment under consideration. 
ferees on the part of the House have had a fourth confe 
with the Senate conferees and have declined toadvise the Hou 
to recede. Lam authorized by the chairman of the Committe 
on Appropriations of the Senate to say to the House that no . 
ficiency bill of whatever kind or for whatever purpose shal 
the Senate until the session clerks and Senators’ clerks s! 
paid for the months of October and November, 1890. I think it 
is due to the House, in view of what has transpired at t! ‘ 
ent session and also in former sessions, that I should m 
statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I hope the 
objection to concurring in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana (to Mr. SAYERS). Will 
involve a failure to pass the deficiency bill whereby th 
clerks will receive their October salary? 

Mr. SAYERS. No, sir; the October salaries of clerks 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House. There is 
sufficient to pay them. 

Mr. CARUTH. But the item for the elevator emplo: 
the deficiency appropriation for lighting and heatir 
buildings will fail to pass. 

Mr. SAYERS. We have just passed a resolution au 
the cleris to be paid out of the contingent fund of the |! 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is not this the same appropriation ‘ 
failed in former sessions? 

Mr.SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Three sessions in succession. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. AndSenators have heretofore allo 
appropriations to be made, notwithstanding this was n 
to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And now they propose to say t 
priations shall fail unless this is allowed to pass? 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not say that the Senators so pro| 
only state that thechairman of the Committee on Appro} 
of the Senate has authorized me to state the fact to the ! 

Mr. McMILLIN. He is their mouthpiece? 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not know. 


clerk will report the 
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Postmaster-General, and the Attorney-General to execute print- 
ing and engraving by special contract—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr.CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 4389) to amend an act entitled 
‘An actto reduce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and 
for other purposes,” :pproved October 1, 1890—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. KX. 4390) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to re- 
duce the revenue and equalize duties on imports, and for other 
purposes,” approved October 1, 1890—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HUTCHESON: A bill (@. R. 4891) to provide means 
to retire the $25,000,000 past-due bonds, and a currency adequate 
to the present exigencies of Government, and a sound, sufficient, 
and stuble currency—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 4592) to repeal the tax on grant an honorable discharge to Capt. William Lyne —to 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


the circulation of banks other than national banks—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr.STOCKDALE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 87) inquiring 
the number and residence of each employé of the Government in 


the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Reform in the | 


Civil Service. 

Also, a resolution inquiring about the residence of employés 
of the Governmentin the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas (by request): A bill (H. R. 4394) for 
the relief of the Pottawatomie Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Hiram 
Poston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 4896) for the relief of the Presbyterian 
Church of Granville, Tenn.—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) for the relief of Jackson County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 4398) for the relief of Willis Cornwell—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4399) for the relief of Miles F. West, of 
Macon County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H.R. 4400) for the relief of George W. Conatzer— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4401) for the relief of Howard Female Co). 
lege, Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) for the relief of S. R. Doxey, as aq. 
ministrator of J. L. Doxey, deceased—to the Committee on Wap 
Claims. 

By Mr. MCNAGNY: A bill (H. R. 4403) granting a pension to 
Victor Cavalier, of Allen County, Ind.—to the Committee on 


| Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4404) providing for the payment of a el,j; 
of Charles S. Bash for paving streets adjacent to the Uni: 
States court-house and post-office in Fort Wayne, Ind.—to + 


Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of and 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: _ 

By Mr. COVERT: Papers on the matter of the application of 
Eugenia R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney 
to United States Congress for pension, to accompany House bill 
4348—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: Petition of the honorary commission of 
the United States to Antwerp, in relation to Joint lesolution 
No. 74—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Coos County, Ore 
gon, for free coinage of silver—to the Committee on Coinag: 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HOOKER of New York: Memorial of the residents 
and taxpayers of the city of Jamestown, N. Y., asking that no 
change be made at this time in the tari't—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the workingmen and voters of the Jamestown 
Worsted Mills of Jamestown, N. Y., protesting against any 
change in the tariff laws—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TURPIN: Resolutions of the Birmingham Ty pograph- 
ical Union, of Birmingham, Ala., relevant to the employment of 
laborers in constructing a new printing office for the United 
States—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 








